TREE REMOVAL AND PRESERVATION NOTES:
GENERAL: g
1. CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WILL TREAT ALL TREES RECOMMENDED FOR RETENTION SHOWN HEREIN AS CONSTRAINTS. o @\*\
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2. ALL NECESSARY TREE REMOVALS WILL BE COMPLETED OUTSIDE THE PRIMARY BIRD NESTING AND BAT ACTIVITY PERIODS (I.E., TO BE COMPLETED BETWEEN OCTOBER 1 AND MARCH 31). IF

LIMITED TREE REMOVAL IS REQUIRED DURING THIS PERIOD, A SURVEY WILL BE CONDUCTED BY A QUALIFIED ECOLOGIST WITHIN TWO (2) DAYS OF THE COMMENCEMENT OF TREE REMOVAL
ACTIVITIES TO DETERMINE HABITAT SUITABILITY AND/OR CONFIRM THE PRESENCE/ABSENCE OF NESTING BIRDS AND ROOSTING BATS.
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3. SHOULD A NESTING BIRD OR ROOSTING BAT BE IDENTIFIED, A MITIGATION PLAN MUST BE DEVELOPED (WHICH MAY INCLUDE DISCUSSIONS WITH RELEVANT AGENCIES) TO ADDRESS REGULATORY
REQUIREMENTS.

TREE PROTECTION BARRIER:
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4. TREE PROTECTION FENCE (SEE DETAIL #1) WILL BE INSTALLED PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF SITE PREPARATION AND OTHER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES. NO DEVELOPMENT, SITE ALTERATION |o 100 200 m
(E.G., GRADING, EXCAVATION, SOIL STOCKPILING, ETC.), MACHINERY MOVEMENT, OR STORAGE OF EQUIPMENT OR MATERIALS WILL OCCUR WITHIN ANY AREA ISOLATED BY TREE PROTECTION FENCE. |’ : :
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5. AQUALIFIED ARBORIST WILL INSPECT THE TREE PROTECTION FENCE FOLLOWING INSTALLATION AND PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF SITE PREPARATION OR OTHER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES. At A ment
Area 01 ASSCSSMent
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6. TREE PROTECTION FENCE WILL REMAIN IN PLACE AND BE IN GOOD CONDITION DURING IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLAN. TREE PROTECTION FENCE WILL NOT BE
REMOVED UNTIL ALL SITE DISTURBANCES ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLAN HAVE CONCLUDED.
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Subject Property

PRUNING: Bioph

7. ALL NECESSARY PRUNING OF BRANCHES AND/OR ROOTS SHALL BE CONDUCTED BY A QUALIFIED ARBORIST AND SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH GOOD ARBORICULTURAL STANDARDS AND
PRACTICES.

ROOT SENSITIVE EXCAVATION:

1cal Features an ndition
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Intermittent Watercourse

Tree Management

8. ROOT-SENSITIVE EXCAVATION TECHNIQUES (EITHER PNEUMATIC EXCAVATION, HYDRO-VAC EXCAVATION, OR HAND-DIGGING) WILL BE EMPLOYED WITHIN THE AREAS SHOWN DURING SEDIMENT
FENCE INSTALLATION AND PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF GRADING OR MACHINE EXCAVATION. THE EXCAVATED TRENCH WILL BE APPROXIMATELY 30 CM DEEP AND 15 CM WIDE TO EXPOSE

ROOTS AT THE LIMIT OF DISTURBANCE. ROOT-SENSITIVE EXCAVATION AND SUBSEQUENT BACKFILLING TO SECURE THE SEDIMENT FENCE WILL BE UNDERTAKEN ON THE OUTSIDE EDGE OF THE TREE
PROTECTION ZONE ONLY.
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Trees to be Retained, or Retention to be
confirmed at Detailed Design
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Tree to be Removed

9. FOLLOWING ROOT EXPOSURE, A QUALIFIED ARBORIST WILL SUPERVISE THE ROOT CUTTING PROCEDURES AND EXAMINE IF ANY EXCESSIVE OR LARGE STRUCTURAL ROOTS REQUIRE CUTTING. ALL

EXPOSED TREE ROOTS WILL BE SEVERED CLEANLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH STANDARD ARBORICULTURAL PRACTICES. LOSS OF STRUCTURAL ROOTS MAY NECESSITATE REMOVAL OF THE SUBJECT o

& \| . . .
TREE, TO BE DETERMINED BY THE ON-SITE QUALIFIED ARBORIST. [ JMinimum Tree Protection Zone (m)

\~___/
SHARED/BOUNDARY OR NEIGHBOURING TREES: Py Activiti
10. THE APPLICANT MUST SECURE APPROVAL TO IMPACT ANY/ALL SHARED AND/OR NEIGHBOURING TREES FROM RELEVANT PROPERTY OWNERS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.
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Proposed Development Plan
TREE INVENTORY SPREADSHEET:
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;ag Common Name Scientific Name DBH (cm) E :'s Risk Features, Decline I".dlcawrs’ . Health Condition" Stmc}‘fmﬂ OwncrshipZ Min. TPZ Tree Preservation Determination®
=t 0. S i Growth Constraints Condition (m)
253 108 White Spruce Picea glanca 17 2 Good Good City 13 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
T 109 White Spruce Picea glanca 41 4 Good Good City 3 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
e i ~\ 110 White Spruce Picea glanca 16 2 Good Good City 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
I 111 Manitoba Maple \eer negunds 24 5 Good Good/ Fair City 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
5 ( 3@ 112 Blue Spruce Picea pungens 47 4 Good Good Applicant 3 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
\ — 113 Norway Spruce Picea abies 37 3 Good Good/Fair City Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed /dcngn.
. 114 White Spruce 2 30 3 Good Good Applicant 24 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. .
115 Manitoba Maple ) 13,11 (17) 3 Fair Fair 8100 Mclcod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. GENERAL NOTES:
116 White Spruce 42 3 Good Good Applicant 3 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. -Tree inventory completed by Terrastory Arborist C. Wegenschimrnel on 13
= 117 Norway Spruce 42 3 Good Good Possibly Shared with 8100 Mclcod Road 2. Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
ggs 118 Norway Sprucc Picea abies 36 3 Good Good Applicant Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. February 2024.
£ S 3 119 Norway Spruce Picea abies 32 3 Good Good Applicant 2.4 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . . . . .
318 i & i i -Trees on Adjacent Lands are labeled with letters (e.g., "A") without being ascribed
122 White Spruce Picea glanca 14 2 Good Good Applicant 13 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. numerical tags in the field.
= 123 \\('h‘i[c Spruce Picea glanca 22 2 (fnml Good .r\pplﬁc;\m 1.8 Rcmmc'cunﬂ?cls wfm the envelope of development nnd/urdﬁslurbnncc. -ThiS TI’GC Protection Plan has been prepared il’l the absence Of detailed design
582 124 Manitoba Maple \eer negundo 28 4 Good Fair Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . . oL .
€3z 125 Manitoba Maple leer negunds 17 i Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. draw]ngs (e.g., Gradlng Plan, Servicing P]an); updates may be requlred once such
3328 126 Manitoba Maple \eer negundo 12 2 Good Good/ Fair Applicant 13 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . .
127 Manitoba Maple \cer negundo 24 3 Good/ air Fair Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. drawmgs are avaialble.
128 White Spruce Picea glanca 16 2 Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . .
120 Manitoba Maple \eer negunds 20, 16 (26) 3 Good Fair/Poor Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. -The tree health and structural assessment was undertaken consistent with accepted
- 130 White Spruce iz 32 4 Good Good Applicant 24 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance: arboricultural techniques. None of the assessed trees were COI’Cd, probed, or
59t 131 Norvay Spruce Picea abies 20 2 ‘ Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflcts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance; . ; ;
233 132 Manitoba Maple Lcer negundo 30, 20 (36) 4 Declining Poor Poor Applicant 2.4 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. Chmbed’ nor were thelr T00ts exposed for detalled assessment.
2318 135 Manitoba Maple teer negundo 13 2 Declining Poor Poor Applicant 8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. TREE PROTE C TION FENCE DE T AIL . . . o . .
134 Manitoba Maple Seer negundo 12,135,152 5 Good Good/Fair Applicant 15 Remuove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance, FEASYVI VI WALV SE VAVS W AV/AN W CTAATS U S TS Ve ¥ T UTS -NOththStal’ldll’lg the determinations of tree health and structural Integrity made
135 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 14 2 Good Good/Fair Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . . . . .
5 Rusty Wilow NPT Good /T Fui K s 506 ity il el of AbyPlopanest i o Glinfaice herein (e.g., good, fair, poor), it must be recognized that all trees (in good health or
137 White Spruce 10 2 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . o ; : : . :
592 138 Rusty \\]:Hu\\ Salix atrocinerea 26 4 Good/ Fair Poor ,\;;1;0“" 18 Remove - conflicts with rhucn\'ulngcnfdc\'ch);munrnnd/urdi\rurbzmcc. Crown drip line or othgr limit of Tree P roteptlon area. See otherw1se) have the potentlal for failure given adverse Weather: damage due to
2 g % 139 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea ES 3 Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Applicant 18 Remove - conflits with the envelope of development and/or disturbance tree preservation plan for fence alignment. mechanical injury, or other factors that cause stress.
ER 140 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 15,14 (21) 2 Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . X . . .
141 White Blm Ulris americana 22 4 Good Good/Fair Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. -Notw1thstand1ng any recommendations concerning tree preservatlon or removal
142 Cotkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 19 3 Good Good/ Fair Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. . . ..
145 Corkserew Willow Salbx matdana 0 5 Good Good/Tair___ Towibly Shared with 8196 Meleod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confiemed at detaled design. made herein, this plan does not supersede or expunge any civil or common law
144 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 20,15 (25) 3 Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8196 Mcl.cod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. . : :
g8 % 145 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 30 2 Fair/Poor Fair Shared with 8196 Mcl cod Road 2.4 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. property rlghts as they pertaln to shared/boundary trees or trees occurrig on
B g % Mf [L;I‘,ﬂu‘ﬂ(,4)[(uv|\.\\m)d I"a/v/////\ deltoides {"f 10 (imd v(mud“ ,\pplfc;mr 3.6 Rcmuvc-cunﬂfcts \vTrh the cn\'ulupcnf_dc\'clnpmum’nnd/urd!x\'urb:mcc. adjacent propertles. ThlS plan dOCS not conﬁrm tree ownershlp nor authorlze the
4 147 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 25 4 Good Good/ Fair Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. - - X o
148 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 22,17,15(32) 3 Good/Fair Fair Shared with 8196 McIcod Road 2.4 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. client to encroach or enter onto ad_] acent propertles to destroy or 1njure trees
149 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 16 1 Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8196 Mclcod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. . . . . s
150 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 25,2524 (43) 4 Good/ Fair Fair Shared with 8196 Mcl.cod Road 3 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. situated on ad_] acent propertles without the owner’s consent.
o = 151 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 20 3 Good/Fair Fair Shared with 8196 Mclcod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. _Verify all drawine dimensions
g8 % 152 Cotkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 25,25 (35) 4 Good Fair Shared with 8196 MclLcod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. y wing .
£5% 155 Corkscrew Willow Sulb pratsudana 25 4 Good Good Shared with 8196 Mel cod Road 1.8 Potenial for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. -Numeric scale is for a 24x36 inch prmt. Do not scale.
& 154 Red Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 13 1 Poor Fair Shared with 8196 McLeod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
155 Red Ash Frascinus pennsylbanica 10 1 Fair/Poor Fair Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. -Contractor to report any discrepancies, errors, or omissions to the pI‘OjCCt Arborist
156 Scots Pine 20 3 Good Good Applicant 13 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. .
157 White Spruce 20 3 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. o lezx\ before proceedlng,
158 Scots Pine 14 2 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. High portable snow
159 Bastern Cottonwood Papulus deltoides 0 8 Good Good Applicant 3.6 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. fence or equivalent.
160 White Spruce Picea glanca 17 2 Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance.
161 Scots Pine Pinus 3 10 1 Good Good Applicant 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
162 Scots Pine Pins 17 1 Good Good Applicant 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
163 Manitoba Maple Acer 11,12 (16) 2 Good Good/Fair Applicant 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. n
164 White Spruce Picea 21 2 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor
165 White Spruce Pice 16 2 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area of corridor 8.5"x 11" . . .
166 White Spruce Picea 14 1 Good Good Applicant 13 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor sign Steel t-bars or equivalent; e n \/| rO n m e n ta | CO n S U |t| n g | n C .
167 White Spruce Picea glanca 17 2 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor laminated in installed 2400 mm O.C
168 White Spruce Picea glanca 16 3 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor plastic spaced , e . .
169 White Spruce Piced 12 1 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor 7 eaa - S S e s oS gopanaeaaeae ) www.terrastoryenv.com mfo@terrastoryemflro.com 905.745.5398
ML - e . every 20 m Eesecs EEsEashaSESmuigas CHHHHH LR Tree protection area;
170 White Spruce Picea 20 3 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor along the Avawany KEEP OUT HHR A I ANASEAEARESEARNREAREREARNREARERE, no arade changes OI" . . . . T P . . P .
0 White Spruce Pie 2 l Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. p £ R e HEEE HETH L, gra g kY peﬂg/g 75 in Natural Hgyzjggg’ ree Protection, and Environmental 0/;9/
171 White Spruce Pica 17 2 Good Good ‘Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. ence. £ HHH et it T material storage
= —— - > = i PROTECTION A PR R R
172 White Spruce Piced 10,9 (13) 1 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor S H H Area linder
173 White Spruce Picea 10 1 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. X E:EF 0 AREA N g"::"::t:‘ﬁ:[ T :‘E:: 0 g"::"::t:“*:[hj‘*:: ;Fg:j“:ctjﬁ:[}_j‘*: .
174 Scots Pine 25 3 Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. B HHE TS S T SR B construction N
175 White Spruce 10 0.5 Good Good Applicant B Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. BT DT AN ST AR DA A m e s 8 s nex a 2225 AN RN WA NI, |
176 White Spruce 20 3 Good Good Applicant 18 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. Y ‘w X % ) \$ %}7%@1 ﬁ;ré";,( L =
177 White Spruce 22 3 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. = ﬂ N \ e < = \7 =
179 Scots Pinc 19 2 Good Good Shared with 8100 Mcleod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. - \ = — — 2
180 Scots Pine 19,19 27) 3 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage arca or corridor y b =
181 Scots Pinc 25 3 Good Good Shared with 8100 Mcleod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
182 Scots Pine 30 4 Good Good Applicant 24 Retain - within natural heritage arca or corridor
183 Scots Pinc 30 3 Good Good Applicant 24 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor \ \
184 White Spruce 10 1 Good Good Applicant 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. SECTION VIEW
185 Scots Pine Pinus 22 3 Good Good Applicant B Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor S~ - — ™
186 Scots Pinc Pinus sylvestri 18,1624 2 Good Good Applicant I8 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor ~—r” Tristan Knight
187 Norway Spruce Picea abies 16 2 Good Good Applicant T Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor #ON-1663A
188 Norway Spruce Picea abies 20 3 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage arca or corridor TRE E P R OT E CTI O N F E N C E
189 White Spruce Picea glanca i1 1 Good Good Applicant 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor
190 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 30 3 Declining) rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Applicant 24 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance, 1 0 5 10 15 20 25 m
191 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 13,17 21) 3 Declining/rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8100 Mcl.cod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. 1 . 3 2 5
192 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 18 2 Declining/rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8100 McLcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. .
193 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 15, 10 (18) 2 Declining/rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8100 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
194 Rusty Willow Salix atrocinerea 16 2 Declining/rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor Shared with 8100 McLcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
195 Rusty Willow Salix airocinerea 16 2 Declining/rotting leader Fair/Poor Fair/Poor 8100 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
220 Corkscrew Willow Salix: matsudana 60 [3 Fair Fair/Poor Applicant 36 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. .
221 Corkscrew Willow Salix matsudana 52 5 Good/ Fair Fair Applicant 3.6 Remove - conflicts with the envelope of development and/or disturbance. Locatlon M
A White Spruce Picea glanca 12 2 Good Good City 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
B Silver Maple \cer saccharinum 50 7 Good Good 8196 Mclcod Road 3 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed d
C White Mulberry 12 2 Good Fair 8196 Mclcod Road 1.8 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. 8 1 6 8 M C L e O d RO a d
D Manitoba Maple 12,12,15(23) 4 Fair Fair 8196 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed d D)
i Manitoba Maple 35 [3 Good/Fair Fair 8196 Mclcod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed d
L Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 20,20,20 (35 5 Fair/Poor Fair/Poor 8196 Mclcod Road 2.4 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed d . .
G Eastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 30,30 (42) 5 Fair Good 8196 McLeod Road 3 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed d 1t O f 1 a ara F all S
H__ Fastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 40 3 Good Good 8196 Mclcod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. C y I J g
[ Trembling Aspen Populus tremubvides 30 5 Good Good 8196 Mcl.cod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
] Willow Salix 5p. 20, 15 (25) 4 Good Good 8196 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
K Trembling Aspen Populus tremubvides 25 4 Good Good 8196 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
1 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 12 2 Good Good/Fair 8196 Mclcod Road 18 Retain - within natural heritage area or corridor . . .
M White Elm Ulrins americana 13 3 Good Good 8100 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design. PI'O_] ect NO. o 2 1 1 57 Flgu re 1 .
N Red Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 12 1 Dead Dead 8100 Mclcod Road 18 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.
[®) Fastern Cottonwood Populus deltoides 30 4 Good Good 8196 Mcleod Road 24 Potential for retention to be confirmed at detailed design.

Date: 2024-02-21
Notwithstanding the determinations of tree health and structural integrity made herein (e.g., good, fair, poor), it must be recognized that all trees (in good health or otherwise) have the potential for failure given adverse weather, damage due to mechanical injury, or other factors that cause stress.

All determinations of tree ownership are approximate and have been made in the absence of on-site property boundary markers or other direction from a licensed surveyor

> Minimum Tree Protection Zone reflects typical standards for private tree protection in place in many municipalities across the Golden Horseshoe region.

Notwithstanding any recommendations concerning tree preservation or removal made herein, this report does not supersede or expunge any civil or common law property rights as they pertain to shared/boundary trees or trees occurring on adjacent properties. It is expected that the Applicant will seek approval to injure/remove any and all shared/boundary or neighbouring

By: TK |[Checked: -- Prellm- Tree

Orthophotograph Date:|  Protection Plan
2022 (Google)
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