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            File: 3414 
            By: Email 
 
May 2, 2017 
 
Rockwater 
P.O. Box 38017 
256 King Street North 
Waterloo, Ontario 
N2J 4T9 
 
Attention: Mr. Pete Waters 
 
Dear: Mr. Waters 
 

Re: Arborist Report for 233 Janefield Avenue, City of Guelph 
 
1.0 Introduction 

 
GWS Ecological & Forestry Services Inc. (GWS) was retained by the Rockwater Group to 
evaluate existing trees on a 2.67 acre property which is located at 233 Janefield Avenue and is 
proposed for a multi-residential condominium development. Based on architectural plans 
prepared by MCL Architects, the proposed development will consist of a twin tower 
condominium with 185 suites, as well as above and below ground parking facilities. This vacant 
property abuts a hotel parking lot to the southeast and a church to the southwest. The property 
slopes to the southwest, away from the hydro-electric easement which runs along the northeast 
boundary. All trees are located along the property boundaries as the interior only consists of 
grasses, wildflowers and weeds. Since the proposed development may impact the surrounding 
trees this Arborist Report has been prepared to address City concerns for tree maintenance and 
protection in accordance with Guelph’s Private Tree By-law. 

 
The following discussion describes the study methodology, existing tree conditions in 
the affected area and evaluates the feasibility of tree preservation in relation to the 
proposed development.  
 
2.0 Study Methodology 
 
Prior to the initiation of fieldwork a Topographic Survey Plan which identified existing trees on or 
adjacent to the subject property was reviewed in addition to proposed architectural plans. On 
September 25, 2014 GWS staff completed a detailed tree inventory of all trees 10cm in 
diameter at breast height (dbh) and greater located on, or immediately adjacent to, the property. 
These trees were tagged and tallied by species, dbh, health and overall condition based on six 
vigour classes. Tree maintenance recommendations were made based on tree condition and 
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location in relation to the proposed development. During the inventory one additional tree, not 
identified on the Topographic Survey, was inventoried since its dbh was greater than 10 cm. 
Measurements were made from existing features to allow accurate plotting of this tree on the 
Tree Management Plan. In April 2017 the locations of inventoried trees were re-confirmed using 
2016 Google Earth Imagery.  
 
3.0 Existing Tree Conditions 
 
A total of twelve trees were inventoried on or adjacent to the subject property. Detailed 
information on these trees is provided in Appendix A and their locations are illustrated on Figure 
1. In general, the majority of trees on or adjacent to the property are in good to fair condition 
with few defects and indicators of decline. 
 
Trees 1 to 4 are of a fair size and consist of three Norway maples and one red pine located 
along the southeast property line. All trees are in good health with large vigorous crowns and 
few defects (i.e. broken branches in lower crown). At the south corner of the property tree 
number 5 is a large multi-stemmed (coppiced) Manitoba maple. This non-native tree consists of 
four large stems the largest of which has a dbh of 42 cm. While this tree is located off-site one 
large limb overhangs onto the lot and based on the architectural drawings it may conflict with 
the proposed development. Overall this tree was assessed to be in poor condition, with many 
defects and indicators of decline such as broken and dead limbs, split stem and upper stem 
holes. 
 
Along the southwest boundary there is a common buckthorn (No. 6) and a black walnut (No.7). 
The common buckthorn is another coppiced tree consisting of many smaller stems, the largest 
of which has a dbh of 15 cm. Although this tree is in good health it is an invasive alien species. 
At its current size it produces an abundance of seed which could lead to the spread of this 
species throughout the neighbourhood. Tree 7, a coppiced black walnut, is in good health and 
the largest stem has a dbh of 16 cm. At the western corner of the property there is a 48 cm dbh 
Norway maple (No.8) which appears in good health. 
 
Two large black walnut trees (No. 9 and 10) are located along the northwest property boundary. 
Both trees are growing adjacent to the sidewalk on Torch Lane and they are both in good health 
with wide spreading crowns and no apparent defects. Next to these black walnuts, at the corner 
of Janefield Avenue and Torch Lane, is a small, suppressed red cherry tree with a sparse 
crown. Finally, at the north end of the property there is a 40 cm crack willow (No.12), another 
invasive non-native species. This tree is in fair condition since it exhibits defects such as broken 
limbs and upper stem holes. 
 
4.0 Assessment of Potential Impacts and Tree Management Requirements 
 
Based on the site plan only one tree is in direct conflict with the proposed development. In order 
to accommodate construction of the above ground parking lot at the north end of the property 
the crack willow will have to be removed. Three additional trees are also recommended for 
removal (i.e. No. 5, 6 and 11). Due to its current condition and proximity to future buildings the 
Manitoba maple tree is recommended for removal. The small red cherry tree should be removed 
since it has poor form and conflicts with a nearby hydro pole. The common buckthorn is a very 
undesirable invasive species and it should be removed from the area along with any other 
smaller common buckthorns found in the area. Any trees designated for removal that are 
located along the property boundary or immediately adjacent to it will require the approval of the 
neighboring landowner.
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                                                        Appendix A 

DETAILED TREE INVENTORY 
          
Date: September 25, 2014 Project: 3414 – Janefield Ave. Arborist Report 

          
Inspector: Adam Buitendyk, Melissa Meneghetti Location: 233 Janefield Ave., Guelph 

 

Tree 
No. 

Species
1 

DBH2 (cm) 
Defects and 

Decline 
Indicators3 

Vigour 
Class4 

Relative Location5 
Recommended 

Maintenance Work 

1 Mn 44  2 
Southeast property 
boundary 

Prune low limbs 

2 Mn 36  2 
Southeast property 
boundary 

Prune low limbs and dead 
branches in lower crown 

3 Mn 39 bl 2 
Southeast property 
boundary Prune low and broken limbs 

4 Pr 35 w 2 
Southeast property 
boundary Nil (off property) 

5 Mm 42 (40, 39, 36) st, bl, h, dl 4 
South corner of 
property Removal due to condition 

6 Buc 15 (9,13,10,7,13,10,7,15)  2 
Southwest property 
boundary Removal invasive species 

7 Wb 16 (13) c, st 3 
Southwest property 
boundary Nil (off property) 

8 Mn 42 st 2 
West corner of 
property Prune low limbs 

9 Wb 54  2 
Northwest property 
boundary Prune low limbs 

10 Wb 46 (42)  2 
Northwest property 
boundary Prune low limbs 

11 Chr 15 sup 3 
Northwest property 
boundary 

Removal due to conflict 
with hydro pole 

12 Wic 40 bl, h 3 
North property 
boundary Removal due to location 

Notes:      
1. Tree Species Codes     
Mn Norway Maple Mm Manitoba Maple Wic Crack Willow 
Wb Black Walnut Buc Common Buckthorn   
Pr Red Pine Chr Red Cherry   

       
 2.  Tree diameter is measured at 1.4 m above the ground surface. Measurements in brackets indicate a  

tree with multiple stems (e.g. coppice). 
    
3. Tree Defects and Decline Indicators    
bl - broken or severed primary limbs  
st-  Split stem/weak crotch  
h- Upper stem holes/decay     
dl- Moderate dead wood (11-35% secondary branches mostly) 
c- Cankers 
sup- Supressed/stagnated tree 

       
4. Tree Vigour Classes     

1 Excellent 3 Fair  5 Very Poor 
2 Good  4 Poor 6 Dead 

       
5. The relative location of a tree refers to its general location on the property.  
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Corrective pruning is recommended for six trees (i.e. 1, 2, 3, 8, 9 and 10) to improve their health 
and appearance. Low limbs and deadwood are to be pruned at the branch collar to facilitate 
proper healing. All woody debris resulting from pruning and tree removal work is to be chipped  
and removed from the site. Tree No.7 should also have the remaining fence post and paige wire 
fencing embedded in the larger stem of the tree removed to prevent further damage. 
 
After tree removal and pruning work has been completed and before the initiation of site 
grading, tree protection fencing is to be erected around the remaining trees in accordance with 
the City’s minimum Tree Protection Zone (TPZ). The TPZ generally equates to a tree’s dripline 
although it may extend beyond this distance depending upon the size of the tree. The tree 
protection fencing should consist of orange snow fencing where no immediate construction is 
taking place, or be replaced with wooden hoarding where construction work is nearby. All 
protective fencing must be maintained in an effective condition until all construction activities 
have been completed, including landscaping. No grade changes are allowed within the defined 
TPZ and no materials or equipment may be stored in these areas as per the City of Guelph’s 
Tree Protection Policy. Any open face excavation that is necessary in close proximity to a TPZ 
should be completed using hand tools or a low water pressure hydro vac method to minimize 
root damage.  
 
Given the architectural plans it is anticipated that trees No. 9 and 10 may sustain some root loss 
during excavation of the underground parking area. Since the extent of root loss is currently 
unknown we recommend that an Arborist be on-site during excavation to directionally prune any 
damaged roots. When construction is completed remedial tree planting is required as per the 
City’s Tree By-Law to compensate for the removal of 4 existing trees. For each tree removed, 
excluding exempt trees (e.g. Common Buckthorn), 3 trees should be planted as per the City’s 
practice and these 12 replacement trees must be incorporated into the proposed landscaping 
plan for the site. 
 
We trust this information helps to facilitate the approval of your proposed multi-residential 
development. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you require further assistance with this 
matter. 
 
All of which is Respectfully Submitted. 
 
 
GWS Ecological & Forestry Services Inc. 

 
Greg W. Scheifele, M. A., R.P.F. 
Principal Ecologist/Forester



 

 


