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1 Populus tremuloides 15[13,8] 24 5 M(H) M Good P P P P Codominant from b
Trembling Aspen ! . 00 odominant stems from base.
Populus tremuloides
2 Trembling Aspen 15 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P P p
Populus tremuloides
3 Trembling Aspen 12 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P P p
Populus tremuloides
4 Trembling Aspen 1 24 3 M(H) M(H) Good P p p p
Acer negundo 26 14,12, X . . .
5 Manitoba Maple 12,109] 24 8 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems from base, dieback minor.
Acer negundo 20[11,9, . .
6 Manitoba Maple 8.88] 24 8 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems from base, unbalanced crown.
7 Populus tremuloides 1" 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good [ P p P Leanin
Trembling Aspen 3 00 g
8 Populus X canadensis 3 3 9 M(H) M(H) Good p P P P
Carolina Poplar 00!
Populus tremuloides
9 Trembling Aspen 14 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P P P
10 Populus tremuloides 16 [12,10] 24 5 M(H) M G P P P P C inant stems f
Trembling Aspen ’ g ood odominant stems from base.
Acer saccharinum
" Silver Maple 13[125] 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P P P
Populus tremuloides
12 Trembling Aspen 14 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P P p
Acer negundo "
13 Manitoba Maple 58 [47,34] 36 10 M(L) M(L) Poor P P P P Dieback moderate to severe, smaller dead broken stem.
14 Salixsp. 1" 24 4 M M Fail P P P P Dead wood minor, leaning, unbalanced crown.
Willow species ’ ar ! 9. :
Acer platanoides 23[13,13, . .
15 Norway Maple 119] 24 6 M(H) M Good P P p P Codominant stems from base, included bark.
Acer saccharinum 54 [28,26, .
16 Silver Maple 24,23,19] 36 14 M(H) M Good 0 P P P Codominant stems from base.
17 Thuja occidentalis 13[10,8] 24 4 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems from base.
Eastern White Cedar : ’ X
18 SWHI:;;“S’L;pe des 12 24 4 M M(H) Good P P P P Vine on crown 30%
19 Acer saccharinum 1" 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P P P
Silver Maple ! 00!
A hari 2
20 s;:rs;(:;ﬂ:"num gif& 89] 42 13 M(H) M(H) Good P P P P Codominant stems from base
21 Acer saccharinum 17 24 7 M(H) M(H) G P P P P
Silver Maple ’ 0od
2 Quercus alba 14 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P P P
White Oak )
23 Salix alba 53 36 8 M M Fair P 3 P P Significant trunk wound.
White Willow :
24 Acer saccharinum 12 24 M(H) M(H) G P P P P
Silver Maple ’ 5 0od
Acer saccharinum 63[37,29, . Multiple stems from base, included bark, central stem
% Siver Maple 25,25.23] 42 12 M M Fair P P P P dead.
Acer saccharinum 35[23,21, . .
26 Silver Maple 13.11] 3 10 M(H) M Good P P P P Codominant stems from base, included bark.
27 Thuja occidentalis 16[12,11] 24 4 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems
Eastern White Cedar ! ’
28 Acer saccharinum 2 24 9 M M Fai P P P P Leanin
Silver Maple ’ ar 9
29 éﬁf;f;ﬂg”"“m 21 24 7 M M(H) Good P P P P Dieback minor.
Acer saccharinum 75[53,45, . .
30 Silver Maple 17,16,16] 48 14 M(H) M Good P P P P Codominant stems, included bark.
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 34 [26,16, . " .
31 Sugar Maple 16] 3 9 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems, included bark
Acer saccharinum 34 [26,15, . "
32 Silver Maple 15.6] 3 8 M M(H) Fair P P P P Codominant stems, Included bark
33 Acer negundo 18[16,6, 44] 24 6 M M Fai P P P P
Manitoba Maple e ’ ar
34 Acer saccharinum 3 3 10 M M(H) Good P P P P
Silver Maple 00
Acer negundo 22[14,13, .
35 Manitoba Maple 10 24 8 M M Fair P P P P
Acer saccharinum . . .
36 Silver Maple 38 (30,22, 8] 3 9 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems, included bark
37 Acer saccharinum 2 24 9 M M(H) G P P P P
Silver Maple ’ 0od
Acer saccharinum 50 [27,26, . . .
38 Silver Maple 20,20,16] 3 10 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems , included bark
Acer saccharinum 58 [35,30, . . .
39 Silver Maple 22,22,16] 36 10 M M Fair P P P P Codominant stems, included bark
Acer saccharinum . -~ . .
40 Silver Maple 51 36 12 M M Fair P P P P Girdling roots, minor to moderate decay in trunk
Acer saccharinum 89 (60,55, One main stems dead, forked from base, poor
4 Silver Maple 34,12 54 12 M ML) Poor P P P P development
Acer saccharinum 53[33,30, . Moderate to severe decay in trunk, codominant stems,
42 Silver Maple 25,12,6] 36 10 M M Fair P P P P included bark
43 Acer saccharinum 3 3 10 M M(H) G P P P P
Silver Maple 0od
Acer saccharinum
44 Silver Maple 36 [358] 3 10 M M(H) Good P P P P
Acer saccharinum 44 (38,17,
45 Silver Maple 14] 3 10 M M(H) Good P P P P
Acer saccharinum
46 Silver Maple 312518) 24 9 M M(H) Good P P p p
Acer saccharinum % 8 M(H) G
47 Silver Maple 24 M 0od P P P P
Acer saccharinum 27[17,15,
48 Silver Maple 14] 24 8 M M(H) Good P P p P
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum X .
49 Sugar Maple 14 24 2 M M Fair P P P P Moderate decay in trunk
50 Acer negundo 21[15,14] 24 5 M M(H) Good P P P P
Manitoba Maple ! i 00
51 Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 13 24 4 M M(H) Good P P P P
Sugar Maple g 00!
A hari
52 Sic‘::;c;l:""“m 30(28,12) 24 6 M M(H) Good P P R RD Forked from base
3 Acer saccharinum 19 6 NH) G
5 Silver Maple 24 M 0od P P R RD
4 Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum M MH) G P P R RD
5 Sugar Maple 1 24 2 ood
Acer saccharinum 40[25,23,
55 Silver Maple 18,12] 3 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 3712321, . .
56 Silver Maple 14,10,9] 3 " M(H) M Good P P R RD Codominant stems, included bark.
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
57 Sugar Maple " 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 47 24,23, .
58 Silver Maple 22,20,15] 3 10 M(H) M Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Acer saccharinum . . y
59 Silver Maple 102 6.6 18 M M Fair P P R RD Significant cavity at main fork, dead wood moderate.
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
60 Sugar Maple 19 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
61 Sugar Maple 14 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
62 Sugar Maple 3 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
63 Sugar Maple 14 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good p P R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum "
64 Sugar Maple 10 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Buckthorn adjacent
65 Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 14[11,8] 24 3 L M(L) Very Poor [ R R RCD Dieback severe
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Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
66 Sugar Maple 11838l 24 2 L M(L) Dead P R R RCD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
67 Sugar Maple 21[187,6,6] 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good p P R RD
A h . h
68 SS;L:?\/(I:acplzmm 9P saeenaEm 2418,14,6] 24 5 M M Fair P P R RD Dieback minor to moderate.
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 28[22,13,
69 Sugar Maple 12] 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P p R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum . . L
70 Sugar Maple 15 24 3 M(L) M(L) Poor P P R RD Dieback minor, significant trunk wounds.
Thuja occidentalis .
& Eastern White Cedar 146879 24 2 M M Fair P p R RD
Thuja occidentalis 2411211, .
72 Eastern White Cedar 11,109] 24 5 M M Fair P P R RD
Thuja occidentalis 23[11,11, .
3 Eastern White Cedar 10,10,9] 24 3 M M Fair P P R RD
Thuja occidentalis 19(10,9, .
" Eastern White Cedar 98,7 24 3 M M Fair P P R RD
Picea glauca
75 White Spruce 21 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
76 White Spruce 17 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
77 White Spruce 16 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
78 White Spruce 2 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
9 White Spruce 17 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
80 White Spruce 23 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
81 White Spruce 25 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
82 White Spruce 2 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
83 White Spruce 2 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
84 White Spruce 18 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
85 White Spruce 25 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
86 White Spruce 22 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
87 White Spruce 22 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P 3 R RD
Picea glauca
68 White Spruce 25 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
89 White Spruce 20 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
90 White Spruce 26 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
o1 White Spruce 26 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
92 White Spruce 2 24 8 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
9 White Spruce 21 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
94 White Spruce 24 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
95 White Spruce 26 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
96 White Spruce 2 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea pungens 'Glauca'
o7 Colorado Blue Spruce 15 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
98 Picea abies 20 24 6 M) MH) cood o . o o
Norway Spruce g 00
Acer saccharinum
99 Silver Maple 12 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Prunus sp. ) ]
100 Cherry species 18 24 5 M M Fair P P R RD Cherry tree. Vine on crown 50%.
Prunus sp. 33[22,20, . . .
101 Cherry species 18] 3 7 M M Fair P P R RD Cherry tree. Codominant stems from base, included bark.
Prunus sp. N .
102 Cherry species 24 24 6 L M Poor P P R RD Serious decline. Cherry tree.
Prunus sp. .
103 Cherry species 25 24 7 M M Fair P P R RD Cherry tree.
Prunus sp. N -
104 Cherry species 10 24 5 L M Very Poor P R R RCD Serious declining. Peach tree.
Malus sp. 42[31,26, .
105 Apple species 13] 3 8 M(L) L Very Poor P R R RCD Base trunk hollowed, severe canker, tree decaying
106 Picea abies 5 36 ; " MH) Good o . o ©
Norway Spruce ; 00
107 Picea abies 2 3 8 " MH) cood o . o o
Norway Spruce 00
108 Picea abies e 3 8 " MH) o o . o ©
Norway Spruce ood
109 Ez::,s P 33[32,9] 3 5 M(L) M(L) Poor P P R RD Leader with moderate to severe decay, forked from base
110 Picea abies 0 3 8 " MH) e o o o ©
Norway Spruce ood
Picea abies s 3 8 " MH) e o . o ©
m Norway Spruce ood
112 EZ;L:,S i 291[27,10] 24 8 M M Fair P P R RD Moderate decay in crown and trunk
13 Picea abies “ 3 8 " MH) Good b . o 0
Norway Spruce 00(
14 Picea abies e : 8 " M) Good o . N ©
Norway Spruce 00(
Prunus sp.
15 Cherry species 15 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
16 Picea abies 57 36 8 " M) Good o . N .
Norway Spruce E 00
"7 Picea abies 3 3 8 " M) Good o . N .
Norway Spruce 00
18 Picea abies 2 3 8 " M) Good o . o ©
Norway Spruce 00
19 Picea abies 2 3 8 " MH) Good o . o ©
Norway Spruce 00
120 Picea abies 39 3 8 " MH) cood o . o o
Norway Spruce 00
121 Picea ables 40 3 8 M M(H) G P P R RD Girdling roots
Norway Spruce ood g
122 | Plecasbies 59 36 8 M M(H) G P P R RD Girding roots
Norway Spruce g ood g
123 Picea abies % 3 8 " MH) . o o o ©
Norway Spruce ood
Picea abies @ " MH) . o o o ©
124 Norway Spruce 42 12 0od
125 Fraxinus sp. 62 42 12 L L Dead s P p P
Ash
Acer saccharinum . Forked from base , included bark , moderate decay in
126 Silver Maple 44[40,18,6] 3 12 M M Fair o} P p p o
Prunus sp. Base trunk hollowed, just one branch alive, poor
127 Cherry species 100 6 9 ML) ML) Very Poor P R R RCD development, declining
Prunus sp. ) | ]
128 Cherry species 18 24 4 M M Fair P P R RD Partially suppressed, minor leaning
Prunus sp. )
129 Cherry species 12 24 4 M M Fair P p R RD
130 Prunus sp. 46 3 4 M(L) M(L) Very Poor P R R RCD Leader broken, basal sprouts, declining
Cherry species ) 3
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Prunus serotina . Codominant stems from base, dead wood minor to
131 Black Cherry 50 [45,21] 3 14 M M Fair P P R RD moderate.
P i
132 B{:g;f:;g‘:y'”a 50 3 12 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Unbalanced crown.
Acer platanoides 'Columnare’
133 Columnar Norway Maple 14 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Wound at base
Gleditsia triacanthos .
134 Honeylocust 84 54 18 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Dead wood minor
Prunus sp. 61[45,30,
135 Cherry species 29] 42 12 M(L) M(L) Poor 3 P R RD Forked from base, moderate to severe decay at base
Acer platanoides Codominant stems from base, included bark, severe
136 Norway Maple 63 [49,39] 42 14 M L Very Poor P R R RCD cavityldecay at baseffork.
Acer platanoides . . .
137 Norway Maple 15 24 2 M M Fair P P R RD Minor decay at base, lack of vigour
138 éﬁ:;rs’acacg;:nnum 187 14 26 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Acer saccharinum . . .
139 Silver Maple 21 24 8 M M Fair P P R RD Minor to moderate decay in trunk
140 Picea pungens 'Glauca’ 19 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Colorado Blue Spruce g 00!
141 ii;urs P 5 [145]'32' 36 7 M M(L) Poor P P R RD Codominant stems, significant trunk wound on main stem.
Malus sp. 35[18,17, . .
142 Apple species 15,15,13] 3 7 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems.
Prunus sp. .
143 Cherry species 26[19,18] 24 7 L M Poor P P R RD Codominant stems, black knot moderate
144 Pyrus sp. 302017, 24 6 M ) Poor P P R RD Codominant stems from base, severe wound/cavity at
Pear 15] base of main stem.
Malus sp. 64 40,36,
145 Apple species 34] 42 9 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Apple tree
Malus sp.
146 Apple species 2 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Apple tree.
147 | Malsep. 13 24 4 M M(H) Fai P P R RD
Apple species ! ar
Malus sp.
148 Apple species 36 3 5 M(L) L Very Poor P R R RCD Hollow trunk.
Malus sp. 391[29,22,
149 Apple species 15] 3 0 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Apple tree.
Malus sp.
150 Apple species 21 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp. 22[16,12,
151 Apple species 10] 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Apple tree.
Malus sp. Apple tree. Codominant stems from base, main stem
152 Aople species 57 [45,35] 36 1 M L Very Poor P R R RCD hollow
Malus sp. 29 (17,14, . .
153 Apple species 1313] 24 6 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. .
154 Apple species 16 [12,11] 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Mal .
155 ASPL\I: :gecies 30[27,13] 24 6 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. 45[30,29, .
156 Apple species 16] 3 9 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp.
157 Apple species 17[11,10,8) 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp. 44126,22, .
158 Apple species 20,16,11] 3 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Mall .
159 A:plf: :Secies 42[38,18] 3 9 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. 62 [36,35, Dead wood moderate to severe, one main stem collapsed
160 Apple species 30.22] 42 12 ML) L Very Poor P R R RCD from fork,
Malus sp. .
161 Apple species 40[3421] 3 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. 401[23,23, .
162 Apple species 18,15] 3 7 M(H) M Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp.
163 Apple species 28 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp. 42[35,18, . .
164 Apple species 16] 3 8 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems.
LC s 29[289] 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp. 401[23,18, .
166 Apple species 18,15,15] 3 8 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. 31[17,15, .
167 Apple species 13,13,9] 24 7 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Malus sp. 22 15,10,
168 Apple species 10,8] 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp.
169 Apple species 140119 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P p R RD
Malus sp. 45(38,18,
170 Apple species 15] 3 " M L Very Poor P R R RCD Severe trunk cavity/decay.
Malus sp. " .
171 Apple species 53 49,20] 36 10 M M(L) Poor P P R RD Significant trunk cavity.
Malus sp. 52[28,27, .
172 Apple species 27.21] 36 1" M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Codominant stems.
Picea glauca
173 White Spruce 22 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
174 White Spruce 28 24 6 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
175 White Spruce 2 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Malus sp.
176 Apple species 55 36 6 M(L) L Very Poor P R R RCD Hollow trunk.
177 | Eysse. 14 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Pear
Picea glauca
178 White Spruce 2 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
179 White Spruce 25 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
180 White Spruce 22 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD
Rhus typhina .
181 Staghorn Sumac 16 24 6 M M Fair P P R RD
Picea glauca
182 White Spruce 141118] 24 3 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
183 White Spruce 2 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
184 White Spruce 26 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
185 White Spruce 30 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
186 White Spruce 32 3 5 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
187 White Spruce 15 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
188 White Spruce 19 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
189 White Spruce 17 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
190 White Spruce 34 3 5 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
191 White Spruce 16 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
192 White Spruce 16 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
193 White Spruce 22 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
194 White Spruce 20 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
195 White Spruce 34 3 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD

2 2
s g o g 4
E X*) 5 @ n
2o a 5 2 8 2
c — - = 2 o 3
NI - o & ol = <4
c g ) = w = a S o
£% E = z © 53 § Ee 5
L -3 T c wi -5 = o0 2
S5 @ = S = o2 ° e £ 3
a s o £ g 8 32 5 ze 2
~ 38 e 5 5 = £ . . £
< F3 B T o 5 g 5 5 5
E £ & T s o < 3 3 3
S =] L = = [ |5} |5} &
= E < 2 3 ) 5] < < x
Tree ) 5 = 3 3 ] [ s g g ] Comments
No. Tree Species a = o o 7] o o] 14 14 ic / Observations
Picea glauca
196 White Spruce 19 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Picea glauca
197 White Spruce 21 24 4 M M(H) Good P P R RD
198 Picea ables 60 36 12 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Norway Spruce . 00
199 Picea ables 4 3 10 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Norway Spruce 00!
200 | Fleeasbies “ 3 12 M M(H) G P P R RD
Norway Spruce ood
201 Picea abies 1 36 12 M M(H) G P P R RD
Norway Spruce 5 : ood
207 | Plecaabies 60 36 12 M M(H) G P P R RD
Norway Spruce : ood
203 Acer saccharinum 18 24 7 M M(H) G P P R RD
Silver Maple ! ood
Acer saccharinum
204 Silver Maple 30[25,16] 24 7 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum
205 Silver Maple 3 24 8 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 29[20,12,
208 Silver Maple 11,10,9] 24 9 M M(H) Good P p R RD
207 Acer saccharinum 9 M(H) G
Silver Maple 22 24 M ood P P R RD
Acer saccharinum
208 Silver Maple 23[1814) 24 9 M M(H) Good P p R RD
Acer saccharinum
209 Silver Maple 26(22,11,8] 24 8 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 35[26,14,
210 Silver Maple 11,11,10] 3 10 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum
211 Silver Maple 28[26,9,7) 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 29 (18,16,
212 Silver Maple 13.66] 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD Forked from base
213 | Acer saccharinum 2 24 8 M M(H) G P P R RD
Silver Maple ! ood
Acer saccharinum
214 Silver Maple 29[28,6] 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
215 gﬁveerfmcp';:”"”m 2 24 8 M M(H) Good P P R RD Moderate deadwood in crown
Acer saccharinum 32[26,12,
216 Silver Maple 175 3 10 M M(H) Good P P R RD Forked from base
Acer saccharinum 28 10 M(H) G
217 Silver Maple 24 M ood P P R RD
21g | Acer saccharinum % 24 9 M M(H) G P P R RD
Silver Maple ! ood
Acer saccharinum 28 14,13,
219 Silver Maple 1312,] 24 8 M M(H) Good P P R RD Forked from base
Acer saccharinum
220 Silver Maple % 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
221 Acer saccharinum 25 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Silver Maple + 00(
Acer saccharinum - "
222 Silver Maple 20 24 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD Significant trunk wound already compartmentalized
Acer saccharinum 43 (25,24,
223 Silver Maple 16,14,13] 3 10 M M Good P P R RD Forked from base
204 ;rsa:inus sp. 285 [563]6 24 6 ML) ML) Very Poor p R R RCD Almost dead, basal sprouts
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 44 (40,15,
225 Sugar Maple 766] 3 10 M M(H) Good P P R RD
226 f\rsar:(mus * 219 2[11?19]2 24 7 M(L) M(L) Very Poor P R R RCD Leader dead, basal sprouts, declining
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 36 3 8 M(H) G
227 Sugar Maple M ood P P R RD
208 Acer saccharinum 18 M(H) G
Silver Maple 24 7 M ood P P R RD
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
229 Sugar Maple 42 3 8 M M(H) Good P P R RD
230 Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum 36 3 8 M(H) G
Sugar Maple M 00d P P R RD
Acer saccharinum . . .
231 Silver Maple 401[389,7] 3 9 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems, included bark
Acer saccharinum 47 35,30,
232 Silver Maple 7,66] 3 9 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum 47 35,24, .
233 Silver Maple 189] 3 10 M M Fair P P R RD Included bark
234 | Acer saccharinum 43 3 10 M M Fai P P R RD
Silver Maple ar
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
235 Sugar Maple 11 24 2 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Acer saccharinum . .
236 Silver Maple 31[305.4) 24 8 M M Fair P P R RD Oozing seam, basal sprouts
237 Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum " 24 2 M M(H) Good P P R RD
Sugar Maple g 00(
A hari
238 sﬁ\?errs ;(;zlznnum 92 6 19 M(H) M(H) Good P P R RD Dead wood minor
Acer saccharinum . Forked from base, codominant stems, included bark,
239 Siver Maple 132 8.4 20 M M Fair P P P P exposed roos
Acer saccharinum . . . -
240 Silver Maple 102 6.6 18 M M Fair P P R RD Codominant stems, included bark, girdling roots
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
241 Sugar Maple 11 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good ] 3 P p
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
242 Sugar Maple 14 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good 0 3 P p
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
243 Sugar Maple 15 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good 0 P P P
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
244 Sugar Maple 15 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good s P P P
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
245 Sugar Maple 1 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good o P P P
Acer saccharinum
246 Silver Maple 83 54 13 M(H) M(H) Good S P P P
247 Acer saccharinum 75 [64.40] 48 13 M(H) M Good s P P p Codominant stems from base, included bark.
Silver Maple
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
248 Sugar Maple 11 24 4 M(H) M(H) Good S 3 P p
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
249 Sugar Maple 12 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good ] 3 P p
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
250 Sugar Maple 11 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good ] 3 P p
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
251 Sugar Maple 12 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good p P P P
Acer saccharum ssp. saccharum
252 Sugar Maple 13 24 5 M(H) M(H) Good p P P P
Ownership
Private (On Site) Trees 242
Private (Off Site) Trees 5
Municipal Trees 0
Shared Trees 5
Subtotal 252
Recommendation Based on Condition
Preserve Tree Based on Health & Structure 238
Remove Tree Based on Health & Structure 14
Subtotal 252
Recommendation Based on Development
Preserve/Transplant Tree Based on Development Impacts 66
Remove Tree Based on Development Impacts 186
Subtotal 252

1. DBH (Diameter at breast height): Measurement of tree stem diameter at 1.4 meters above ground.

2.[] Denotes DBH's of Each Stem of Tree with Multiple Stems

3. Tree Protection Zones; adaptedfrom Specifications Index for Tree Protection and Preservation (Spec. No. SS12A) City of Burlington (September, 2020).

Removal of trees owned by others (e.g. private off-site, municipal or shared/boundary trees) require approval from the owner.
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