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City of Burlington
Trees 10-12 Tree 20
PROJECT
35 Plains Road East
I
City of Burlington Tree Protection Barrier Detail & Signage L-1
SCALE: NTS
MUNICIPAL FILE NUMBER
TREE REMOVAL: MIGRATORY BIRDS AND NESTS:
1. No trees shall be removed prior to municipal approvals of the Tree 1. The Owner and Contractor must be aware of the Migratory Birds
Management/Tree Preservation Plan. Convention Act, 1994 - specifically; SHEET
No tree removal or construction activity shall contravene the
BOUNDARY TREES: | " ct. ’ Tree Protection Plan
2. Note that boundary frees are protected under the Ontario Forestry e Construction activities with the potential to harm migratory birds —
Act. Boundary trees are defined in the Forestry Act (Section 10.2) and or their nest should be restricted from March 15 to August 31.
are considered shared or co-owned property. The Forestry Act e If work must occur during the migratory bird breeding season, a
indicates that it is a prosecutable offense for one co-owner to injure nest survey should be taken by a qualified avian biologist.
or cut down a boundary tree without the other co-owner's permission. e A mitigation plan (showing active nests and appropriate
3. Written permission from the neighbouring property owner is required buffers) may be required for review and approval by the

prior to removal or injury of any boundary tree(shared ownership) or Canadian Wildlife Services. d
any free that is not fully on the subject property. O e S S O
4. An ISA certified Arborist should be on site prior to any work being
performed within the rootzone of a boundary or neighbouring free to
perform root pruning as required.

69 John Street South, Suite 250

Tree 1 Tree 2 - healed stem wound Trees 3-5 Tree 7 Tree 9 Tree 15 Hamilton, ON L8N 2B9
1. 905.526.8876

www.adessodesigninc.ca
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