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Appendix A Table 1 Tree Inventory

Project: Mattamy 9th Line 5150/5170 @l t
Client: Mattamy Date: Sept 27 2018, August 7, 2019 wMITED
Collectors: MJO, VLG, LC Area: 9th Line, Missi Ja . T
® T CONDITION Location Management
£ 8 ~ °
2 - R = X ~ . 3 ] 5 3 <
[S) = o c T o [3) Q (5] =g 2 o 25
. . DBH = c o~ = ° s m | = %] @ > - & £ = » ° s ° ER [ - 3 L o
TAGH# Scientific Name Common Name (cm) g -E > - » > 5 ,g 3 ;\3 g g 3 q g g § 5 g 5 = 3(3 % § E 54 g :g g g LU)) pi § é § .g Rationale = % COMMENTS
2 g O O &5 |oz|c|g|S|e|R|le|a|gz|le|lu|&|a|la|ll3|c|c2| 8 @ 3= s | 2| 2 © <
5 £ 8 a 9 S|lo|Z|E|© 2|3 |a o | a IT|<c(22| o 2 g0 r || E = &
3|z g (2 |8 |2g|- | u 3 31°°|1 6| %8 - §ou
< m x 3 o £ o o o [
(@]
1,707 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 43.0 g g g 4 X X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire permit from City for removal
1,708 Picea glauca White Spruce polygon 23, 22, 19, 23, 16, 16, 24, 19, 20, g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) 3 remove portion of hedgerow within subject lands.
15, 21, 16, 23, 31, 30, 24, 19, 15, Acquire written authorization for removal of boundary
18, 19, 17, 22, 15, 17, 23, 14, 18, trees.
20, 17, 21, 19, 21, 27, 19, 14, 16,
20, 22, 18, 21, 17, 10
1,709 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar polygon| 22, 20, 20, 24, 25, 15, 16, 28, 20, g g g 2 X X X preserve in landscape buffer 2
19, 14, 14, 14, 13, 12, 10, 14, 14,
12, 14, 13, 10, 14, 12, 12, 13
1,710 Picea glauca White Spruce polygon 22, 22, 20, 20, 24, 25, 15, 16, 28, g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
20, 19
1,711 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15.0 13.0 g g g 2 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,712 Picea glauca White Spruce 32.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,713 Picea abies Norway Spruce 34.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,714 Picea abies Norway Spruce 32.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,715 Tilia cordata Little Leaf Linden 35.0 g f f 6 10 X X X preserve in landscape buffer 6
1,716 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 123.0 g g g 10 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,717 Picea glauca White Spruce polygon 15, 15, 16, 19, 18, 20, 26, 19, 27,17, 15 g g g 5 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,718 Pinus strobus White Pine 31.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,719 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 39.0 g f g 7 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,720 Tilia cordata Little Leaf Linden 32.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,721 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 77.0 g g g 10 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,722 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 24.0 9.0 g f g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,723 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 37.0 g g g X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,724 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 98.0 f f g 9 X | x X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) painted orange dot, pruned dead leader, callused
wound at base
1,725 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 25.0 23.0 g g g 6 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,726 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 45.0 g g g 6 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,727 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 23.0 16.0 f p p 2 30 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,728 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 27.0 g g g 7 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,729 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 47.0 g g g 7 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,730 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 55.0 49.0 g g g 7 X X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) painted orange dot, acquire permit from City for
removal
1,731 Morus alba White Mulberry 18.0 17.0 g f f 3 20 s X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,732 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 25.0 f f f 3 20 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,733 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 30.0 g g f 4 15 X X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,734 Quercus rubra Red Oak 65.0 g g g 8 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,735 Acer negundo Manitoba Maple 37.0 17,17,31,18 f f g 7 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner and City prior to
removal
1,736 Juglans nigra Black Walnut 39.0 g g g 5 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,737 Juglans nigra Black Walnut 40.0 g g g 5 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,738 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 29.0 g g f 3 20 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,739 Pinus strobus White Pine 25.0 g g g 4 10 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,740 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 15.0 g g g 2 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,741 Pinus strobus White Pine 15.0 g g g 2 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,742 Morus alba White Mulberry 45.0 f f g 4 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,743 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 34.0 g g g 4 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,744 Morus alba White Mulberry 31.0 17,19 f f g 6 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,745 Morus alba White Mulberry 35.0 p p g 4 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) split at 2 metres
1,746 Morus alba White Mulberry 22.0 12.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,747 Morus alba White Mulberry 15.0 13.0 g f g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,748 Morus alba White Mulberry 17.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,749 Morus alba White Mulberry 26.0 18,19 f g f 3 20 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,750 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 31.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,751 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 19.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,752 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 20.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,753 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 17.0 g f f 3 40 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,754 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 26.0 19.0 g g g 6 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner and City prior to
removal
1,755 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,756 Picea glauca White Spruce 21.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,757 Picea glauca White Spruce 17.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,758 Picea glauca White Spruce 24.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
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1,759 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 21.0 g g f 3 15 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner and City prior to
removal
1,760 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 27.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner and City prior to
removal
1,761 Picea glauca White Spruce 22.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,762 Picea glauca White Spruce 31.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,763 Picea glauca White Spruce 27.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,764 Picea glauca White Spruce 15.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,765 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 33.0 g g g 6 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,766 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 21.0 d d d X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,767 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 28.0 d d d X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,768 Picea glauca White Spruce 24.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,769 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,770 Picea glauca White Spruce 20.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,771 Picea glauca White Spruce 26.0 g g g 4 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,772 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 25.0 d d d X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,773 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18.0 g g g 2 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,774 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 27.0 d d d conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,775 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 25.0 d d d conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,776 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 23.0 d d d conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,777 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar polygon| 20,11, 15, 13,17, 18, 12, 15, 15, 15 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,778 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 27.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,779 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 41.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,780 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 32.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,781 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 23.0 17.0 p g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,782 Picea glauca White Spruce 15.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,783 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 p g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) split
1,784 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 23.0 g g g 4 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,785 #N/A White Spruce polygon 22, 16,16, 18, 18,22, 18 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,786 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 34.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,787 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 34.0 g g g 7 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,788 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 32.0 p g g 7 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,789 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 21.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,790 Salix sp. Willow 61.0 39,33,23,42,5 f f g 9 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) sprawling
5,50
1,791 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 25.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,792 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 25.0 g g g 4 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,793 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 49.0 g g g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,794 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16.0 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,795 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15.0 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner for removal
1,796 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16.0 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) acquire written permission from owner for removal
1,797 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 61.0 44.0 g g g 9 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,798 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 33.0 g g g 2 10 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,799 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 30.0 25.0 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,800 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 29.0 g f g 2 25 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,801 Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 17.0 f f g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,802 Salix matsudana Corkscrew Willow 66.0 27,21 f f g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) burl
1,803 Salix sp. Willow 43.0 38.0 g f g 6 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) broken leader
1,804 Salix sp. Willow 106.0 g g g 10 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,805 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 18.0 g f g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,806 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 21.0 17.0 g g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,807 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 24.0 20,19,18 f f f 2 25 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,808 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 18.0 f g g 2 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,809 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 45.0 29,21 g g g 4 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,810 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 45.0 f g g 4 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) girdling wire
1,811 Quercus macrocarpa Bur Oak 10.0 g g g 2 preserve in landscape buffer
1,812 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,813 Picea glauca White Spruce 15.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,814 Picea glauca White Spruce 15.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,815 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,816 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,817 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,818 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,819 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,820 Picea glauca White Spruce 18.0 g g g 3 conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
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1,821 Picea glauca White Spruce 18.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,822 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,823 Picea glauca White Spruce 26.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,824 Picea glauca White Spruce 18.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,825 Picea glauca White Spruce 28.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,826 Picea glauca White Spruce 14.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,827 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,828 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,829 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,830 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,831 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,832 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,833 Picea glauca White Spruce 17.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,834 Picea glauca White Spruce 10.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,835 Picea glauca White Spruce 14.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,836 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 10.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,837 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 10.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,838 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 10.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,839 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 11.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,840 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 11.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,841 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 10.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,842 Juniperus virginiana Eastern Red Cedar 12.0 g f p 1 80 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,843 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 10.0 d d d 2 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,844 Morus alba White Mulberry 11.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,845 Morus alba White Mulberry 14.0 12.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,846 Acer saccharinum Silver Maple 14.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,847 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 11.0 10,10 d d d 2 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,848 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 18.0 d d d 2 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,849 Fraxinus pennsylvanica Red Ash 12.0 p ] p 2 90 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,850 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,851 Picea glauca White Spruce 17.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,852 Picea glauca White Spruce 15.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,853 Picea glauca White Spruce 24.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,854 Picea glauca White Spruce 14.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,855 Picea glauca White Spruce 19.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,856 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,857 Picea glauca White Spruce 23.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,858 Picea glauca White Spruce 18.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,859 Picea glauca White Spruce 17.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout)
1,860 Picea glauca White Spruce 17.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,861 Picea glauca White Spruce 18.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,862 Picea glauca White Spruce 21.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,863 Picea glauca White Spruce 13.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,864 Picea glauca White Spruce 12.0 g g g 3 X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,865 Picea glauca White Spruce 21.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,866 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,867 Picea glauca White Spruce 19.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,868 Picea glauca White Spruce 25.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,869 Picea glauca White Spruce 16.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,870 Picea glauca White Spruce 23.0 g g g 3 X X X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) obtain permission from owner and City prior to removal
1,871 Salix sp. Willow 15.0 f g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) growing from felled stump
1,872 Ulmus americana White Elm 12.0 11.0 f g g 3 X conflict with draft plan (street/lot layout) growing through fence
Totals: 21] 5 108 162| 4 0
Legend Condition
DBH (cm) Diameter at breast height G Good
Tl Trunk Integrity F Fair
Cs Crown Structure P Poor
CcVv Crown Vigour D Dead
DL (m) Drip Line L Light
CcDB Crown Dieback M Moderate
EAB Emerald Ash Borer H Heavy
ESA/SARA Species at Risk E East
TPZ Tree Protection Zone w West
Lean Dir. Lean Direction N North
S South
F Frost
C Compression
T Tension
S Shear Plane
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