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tl n rrnN Fonnsrny C ouMrss r oN 

PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATIONÆ
w Healthy Parks, Healthy Portland
 

. Nich lìislr, Cournissiolcr . j\4ike Àbbatc, Director 

June 5,2Q12 

Portland City Council 
Portland City Hall 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue 
Portland, OR 97204 

Dear Mayor Adams and City Councii Members: 

On May 17,2012, the Urban Forestry Commission voted unanimously to forward the Proposed Housekeeping 
Amendments to Title 11, Trees to City Council for approval. Specifically, the commission recommended that the Council: 

Adopt the recommended housekeeping amendments to Titfe 11, Trees and Títle 33 Planning and Zoning, and direct the 
Bureaus of Parks and Recreation and Development Services to:

1. 	 Track and monitor street and private tree removal permit activity, including trees removed, planted, 
violatìons, etc.; 

2.	 Monitor the effectiveness and enforceabjlity of on-line street tree pruning permits and size threshold; 
J.	 Clarify termìnology in code amendment commentary; 
4.	 Monitor situations where a public notice is not required for removing one tree larger than 20" diameter 

per year on residentially zoned properties; and 
5.	 Produce easy-to-understand outreach materials to ensure Portlanders are aware of and understand the 

code requirements. 

Three written responses were received before the hearing, and two additional people testified at the public hearing. Most 
of the comments did not specifically relate to the proposed amendments. lnstead, they focused on the applicability and 
clarification of exìsiing regulations and the already-adopted new regulations. Speoific requests were to: 

1. Clarify ''per year" ìn reference to requirements that address removing large trees on private property;
2, Consìder revising the Yo" street tree pruning permit size threshold; and
3. General questions of when a permit is required. 

The Urban Forestry Commission focused their attention on ihe need for a comprehensive and far-reaching 
communications plan. As with any new regulations, people are initially unsure of how the new code will specifically apply 
to them. The Commission emphasized the need for staff to create easy-to-understand handouts in plain language, Staff 
is committed to providing an inclusive training and public outreach program that will provide many avenues for public 
access. Staff will work with Public lnformation Officers from the Bureaus of Development Services, Parks and Recreation, 
and Environmental Services to design an effective outreach strategy that will reach organizations such as the 
Homebuilders Association, arborists, Neighborhood Coalitions and Associations, and individual property owners. 

ln summary, the proposed amendments combined with comprehensive outreach and code monìtoring will create a solid 
framework for Tree Code implementation and ongoing administration. 

Thank you for considering our recommendations. 

Portland Urban Forestry Commission 
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Portland Planning and Sustainability Comnrission 

Antlró llaugh, (ìhair 

Michelìc IìLrdd, \¡ice Cìrair llr:walcl Shapilo, \¡ice Chair 
I(aren (ìray Gary Oxman 
lJon llanson Ch¡'is Snrith 

Bureau of Planning and Sustainability Mil<e l-loucl< lrnra Valclc'z 
lrìrìo\,)Liorì. {lull;tiroruli¡ll. Pl'lctitrì Soltìl¡ont. l.ai-Lani Ovalles 

June 13,2012 

Porttand City CounciI 
Portland City Hatt 
121 1 SW Fourth Avenue 
Porttand, OR97204 

Dear Mayor Adams and City Council Members: 

On May 72, 2012 the Planning and Sustainabitity Commission voted unanimousty to forward the 
Proposed Housekeeping Amendments to Title 11 Trees & Titte 33 Ptanning and Zoning to City Council 
for approvat. The Ptanning and Sustainabitity Commission ptayed a signifjcant rote in the Citywide Tree 
Project approved in Aprit 201 1 that created the new Titte 1 1 Trees, and amended significant portions 
of Titte 33 Planning and Zoning. These proposed housekeeping amendments are consistent with the 
adopted potìcies and witl provide a sotid foundation for imptementation and ongoing administration of 
the nev¡ regulations. 

The Commission received three written responses to the proposed amendments. The comments 
generatly focused on the requirements of the new regutations and were outside the scope of the 
proposed amendments. ln response to these concerns, the Commission encouraged staff to conduct 
comprehensive outreach that wit[ provide simpte answers to the most commonty asked questions, such 
as "Do I need a permit", and to coordinate with neighborhood associations, arborìsts, devetopers and 
other community stakeholders. The Commission understands that the Bureau of Devetopment Services 
and Parks and Recreation are committed to devetoping an inclusive outreach and traìning program and 
materials over the next year teading up to imptementation of the new regutations. 

The proposed housekeeping amendments along with a strong education and outreach component wi[[ 
create a sotid framework for effective imptementation of Porttand's new and updated tree codes. 
Thank you for your consideration of our recommendations. 

Sincerety, 

i 

¡l'l 'l
Ltt 1 ¡'..,I', "'j'"' 

André Baugh, Chaìr 
Ptanninq and Sustajnability Commission 

0it)'ol'lJtll'tl'¡tltl, 0rr:gorr I llurcarr ol l)lirrrnirrg iut(l Sustiìi,ìilbility in,rvl.¡roltlirrrrlorrlirtrr.t:onr/ltlrs 
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Project Summary 

On April 13 2O11, Portland City Council adopted Ordinances #184522, and #184524 
that together created a new Title 11, Trees, and amended Title 33, Portland Zomng 
Code. Implementation of the new regulations was staggered with some of the code 
going into effect in July 2011 and the bulk of the changes effective July 1, 2013. This 
phasing strategr was designed to provide time for the bureaus to become familiar with 
the new requirements, set up new permit procedures and communicate the new 
regulations to City staff and Portland residents. 

Over the course of establishing protocols to administer the new tree regulations, staff 
from the Bureau of Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation Urban 
Forestry Division (the two primary bureaus responsible for implementing the new 
regulations) identified some glitches in the codes that require amendments. These 
amendments will improve the day-to-day usability of the regulations and ensure a 
coordinated and seamless implementation. The amendments do not change the intent 
of the adopted policies; rather they are designed to further the objectives of the tree 
project by simplifying and clarifying the regulations for staff and customers. 

Title 11 amendments fall into one or more of the following categories:
 
A more detailed summarA of the recommended tree code amendments for each topic
 
area a,s weII as the Title 33 amendment can be found on page 3.
 

' Clarify Policy to describe permit requirements for all tree removal scenarios. 
Currently, some permit requirements are not explicit. 
The amendments make permit requirements explicit for all regulated tree sizes 
and species. 

Includes Amendments #2 Correct Permit Procedures Summarg T'able 30-1, #4 
Clarify and expand Tabte 40-1. 

' Eliminate Unintended Consequences regarding amendment procedures, 
requiring a permit for all street tree removal permits and issuance of civil penalties. 

Currently, the tree code requires duplicative public hearings to be held by the 
Urban Forestry Commission and Planning and Sustainability Commission for 
amendments that previously went through a public process. 
The amendments will allow staff to efficiently update Title 11 by eliminating 
duplicative hearing requirements. 

Currently, the adopted street tree removal size threshold requìres permits to
 
remove only some small-sized trees, creating confusion as to when a permit is
 
required.
 
The amendments will require a permit for all street tree removals creating a
 
clear and consistent requirement.
 

Currently, the tree code unintentionally disallows assessment of civil penalties
 
to third party contractors who violate the code.
 
The amendment will allow issuance of a penalty to any third party contractor.
 

Tree Code Housekeeping Amendrnents Page 1 

Recommended Draft Report to City Council - September 20L2 
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Includes Amendments # I Amend Process for Updating 'l\tle 1 1, ll3 Ðliminate 
Street Tree Remoual Minimum Size Threshold, #7 Modify Enforcement f'ools to 
Prouide More Options. 

' Fix Technícal Errors to eliminate ambiguous language, correct references and fix 
typos. 

Currently, Title 11 contains terminology that is applied inconsistently with 
Title 33 definitions. Some sections contain incorrect references and require 
minor technical corrections. 
The amendments will create consistency between Titles 11 and 33 and correct 
typos and section references. 

Includes Amendments #5 Modtfu Tree Permit Summarg Table 40 2 and 40-3, #6 
Correct References and Tgpos, Replace Inconsistent Terminology. 

Planning and Sustainability Gommission and Urban Forestry 
Com m ission Recommendation 

The Urban Forestry Commission held a public hearing on May 17, 2012. Two people 
testified at the hearing in regards to the adopted street tree branch pruning size 
threshold. Although this particular policy was not addressed in the proposed 
amendment package, the Urban Forestry Commission asked staff to monitor the 
effecti'¡eness of the pruning size threshold after Title 11 implementation. The 
Comrnission also asked staff to monitor the frequency of permit requests for removing 
multiple large trees on private property under one permit. 

The Pianning and Sustainability Commission met on May 22,201,2 and received no 
public testimony. Following the staff presentation, the Commission encouraged staff to 
conduct a robust and inclusive outreach plan to ensure the public is knowledgeable of 
the new regulations. 

Both the Urban Forestry Commission and the Planning and Sustainability 
Commissions voted unanimously to forward the Proposed Housekeeping Amendments 
to Title 11 Trees & and Title 33, Planning and Zoning to City Council for approval. 

Page 2 I'ree Code l{ousekeeping Amendments Septernber 2012 
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L lntroduction 

Backg rou nd 

Why are we proposing these amendments? 
Since adoption of new tree regulations in April 2011, staff from the Bureau of 
Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation has been working to set up 
systems to administer the new code. During this process, staff from these two 
bureaus raised questions and concerns regarding various components of the new 
regulations. In some cases, these questions highlighted areas where the intent of a 
regulation was not clear, while others identified unintended consequences not directly 
discussed during code development. Other questions brought to light inconsistencies 
between the Zoning Code and Title 1 1. The proposed amendments will clean up the 
new tree regulations ensuring a solid foundation for implementation and ongoing 
administration. 

Project Scope 
The scope of the recommended housekeeping amendments is narrow. The 
implernenting bureaus identified the changes as necessary for efficient and effective 
implernentation. Public comments and questions received in response to the 
amendments were related to general Title 11 requirements and not specifically to the 
proposed amendments. Given the narrow scope of this project as minor housekeeping 
amendments, staff was not able to address requests to re-examine adopted poiicies. 
For example public testimony received at the Urban Forestry Commission hearing 
requested staff to review the street tree branch pruning size threshold. Since the 
adopted threshold does not affect implementation staff did not include this request in 
the scope of work. However, the street tree branch pruning size threshold will be 
monitored after implementation for effectiveness and enforceability. 

Some of the public responses asked for greater explanation of general code 
requirements, while other comments included simple suggestion to improve clarity. 
These comments helped staff to hone aspects of the code language and ensure that 
policy intent was clear. Staff incorporated suggestions where possible. Some of these 
changes are included in the section entitled "Additional Staff Amendments" (EXHIBIT
C). Questions related to general code requirements will be addressed through the 
public outreach and education campaign that will explain regulations and adopted 
policies in plain language. 

Topic Area Descriptions 
Clarify Policy 
Title 11 includes four separate tables in the non-development section of the code that 
are designed to provide at-a-glance information for tree permit requirements. The 
tables serve as a tool for readers to quickly and easily determine permit requirements. 
As staff began setting up protocols based on these tables they discovered that some 
tree removal scenarios were inadvertently not included. This amendment makes 
intended policy more explicit. 

Correct Permit Procedure Summary Table 30-1 

Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments Page 3 
Recornrnended Draft Report to City Council - September 2OI2 
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Chapter 11.30 includes application requirements and procedures for obtaining tree 
permits for City, Street and Private Trees. Table 30- I was included as a means of 
quickly identifying the public notice requirements and appeal opportunities for Type A 
and B permits. The existing table does not capture several situations where l}pe B 
tree removal permits are required. For example, removing a nuisance species healthy 
street tree requires a Type B process but was not reflected in the current table. The 
table also does not clearly address situations where multiple city or street trees 
smaller tlnan 12 inches in diameter were proposed for removal. This amendment 
expands the existing table to include the requirements for all tree removal scenarios. 

Clarifl¡ and Expand Ttbl" 40- 1 

Table 40-1 is intended to provide a quick reference to inform readers whether the 
regulations of Title 11, Trees orTitle 33, Planning and Zoning applies to tree removal 
requests in certain plan districts and overlay zones. This amendment expands the 
table to provide a more complete reference tool for situations where the Zoning Code 
applies. This will create a more user-friendly table and reduce the potential for 
inadvertent violations. 

Modifv Tree Permit Summarv Tables 40-2 and 40-3 
Table 40-2 summarízes the distinctions between Type A and TVpe B permits for City 
and Sl.reet Trees, including tree replacement requirements and when public notice 
opportunities for public appeal are required. Changes to this table are intended to 
clarify tree replacement and public notice requirements for different tree size 
thresholds. The changes identify two tree size categories that were omitted from the 
previous version of this table: trees smaller than three inches diameter; and trees that 
are at least three inches and smaller than 12 inches diameter. 

Similar to Table 40-2 (Summary Table for City and Street Trees), Table 40-3 
summarizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for Private Trees, 
including tree replacement requirements, and when public notice and opportunities 
for public appeal are required. Amendments to this table are made to keep formatting, 
terminology, and footnotes consistent with the changes made to Table 40 2. 

Togettier, these amendments will create clear regulations that are easier for staff to 
implement and customers to understand. 

Correct Unintended Consequences 
There are situations where the regulatory effect of the adopted code results in 
unintended outcomes. These unintended consequences result in; 1) reduced violation 
enforcement tools, 2) regulations that create administrative obstacles and 3) will 
requirc a permit for some, but not all small-stzed tree removal requests. 

Modifv Enforcement Tools to Provide More Options 
Under the criminal and civil penalty contained in Title 20 (Street tree and other Tree 
Regulations) , the City Forester may impose a civil penalty on any person or company 
that violates the code. This penalty can be assessed for up to $1,000 and may be 
issued to first time offenders. This penalty serves as an effective deterrent for people 
who m.ay choose to otherwise conduct tree work without a permit. 

The new tree code replaces the criminal and civil penalty option with a requirement for 
staff to first seek corrective action. This enforcement model is effective for property 
owners and places an emphasis on restoring lost canopy. However, it removes the 

Page 4 'l'r'ee Code I-louseheeping Amendrnenls Septcmber 20I2 
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ability to penalize a third party contractor, such as a tree service provider, who nray 
have conducted work for a homeowner without a permit. For example, if a tree service 
company removed a street tree without first obtaining a permit from Urban Forestry, 
Title 11 would require the homeowner to replace the tree. Once replaced, the 
enforcement case would be closed. There is no ability of staff to enforce a violation on 
the company who conducted the work and failed to get a permit. Furthermore, a tree 
care company could continue to conduct work on other properties without obtaining a 
permit and without penalty. The City should be able to discourage this activity by 
imposing a fine, Staff is recommending that the ability to issue penalties to third 
party contractors be acfded back into the regulations. 

Eliminate Street Tree Minimum Size Removal Threshold 
Under today's regulations a permit is required to remove any street tree. Title 11 
changes this requirement by creating a minimum size threshold. This change 
eliminates the need to obtain a permit for removing trees less than 3 - inches in 
diameter. However, Title 11 still requires a removal permit for these small trees if it 
was planted as a requirement of a previous permit, land use review, or landscaping 
plan. This creates an administrative burden for staff that would need to research a 
particular tree removal request to determine if the tree was required to be pianted as a 
condition of a previous permit. This also makes it challenging to explain to a 
custonìer when a permit is required, causing confusion and uncertainty for the public 
and increasing the risk of inadvertent violations. For example, is a permit needed to 
remove this two-inch street tree? The answer would be "no, unless that tree was 
planted under a street tree planting permit, as a requirement of a previous tree 
removal permit, as part of a development requirement, or as required mitigation." 
Urban Forestry would be responsible for researching each application to make this 
determination. 

In addition to creating an administrative challenge, this new size threshold would 
allow some small trees to be removed and not replaced in kind. This is problematic 
since the majority of newly planted trees are less than a 3- inch diameter. Allowing 
these small trees to be removed and not replaced could reduce Portland's future urban 
canopy. This amendment eliminates the 3-inch size threshold for street trees and 
maintains the current tree removal policy. Requiring a removal permit for all street 
trees c:reates a simple and implementable policy and ensures that trees removed will 
be replaced. 

The 3-inch size threshold will continue to apply to trees on City properties and the 12­
inch diameter threshold size (6-inches in some overlay zones and plan districts) will 
continue to apply to trees on private property. 

SimPlif)¡ Amendment Procedures 
Staff is recommending adding an additional amendment procedure that will allow staff 
to keep Title 11 current with other applicable City titles. Conforming amendment 
procedures are required when changes to other city titles affect the regulations in Title 
11. For example, if changes to zoning code plan district regulations result in no longer 
requiring land use reviews for tree removal, Title 11 would need to be updated to 
reflect the change. Since these substantive changes to Title 33 require public 
hearings, it would be duplicative and unnecessary to require additional public 
hearings to keep Title 11 current with these types of policy shifts. This amendment 
will also allow staff to update Title 11 in a timely manner. 

Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments Page 5 
Recommended Draft Report to City Council - September 2OI2 
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This amendment eliminates duplicative hearings, allowing Title 11 to remain current 
with other City and State titles in a more timely and efficient manner, without 
reducing citizens'access to the code amendment process. 

Technical Corrections 
Technical corrections address typos, fix references, and create consistent terminology 
between Title 11 and Title 33. The proposed amendments will better align Titles 11 
and 33 facilitating a consistent and cohesive system. 

Replace Inconsistent Terminoloqv 
The Tree Code and Zoning Code together create an integrated regulatory system for 
citywide tree requirements. As such, the Zoning Code and Tree Code contain similar 
termirrology. Staff has identified inconsistencies between the use of terms in Title 11 
and the definition in Title 33. For example in some sections the term "site" is used 
instead of "lot". "Site" refers to property under common ownership and may include 
several lots or parcels of land. "Lot" is a more narrow definition referring to a distinct 
plot of land, sometimes constituting only a portion of a "site." 

In adclition the term "frontage" has been replaced with "abutting right of way". Site 
"frontage" refers to the portion of a site that abuts a street, rather than the portion in 
the right of way that abuts a property, This clarification reflects the intent of 
particular sections which is to address street trees in the right of way. 

Other amendments that fall into this category include fixing minor typos such as 
spelling corrections and section references. 

Rescind Conflicting Amendments to Title 33, Planning and Zoning 
Title 33 amendments pertaining to environmental regulations in certain plan districts 
conflict with the existing Airport Futures project (effective May 13, 2011). Although 
not related, the two concurrently developed projects addressed some of the same 
environmental regulations in the same plan districts, creating inconsistencies, 

The Airport Futures project comprehensively overhauled the environmental 
regulations in the Cascade Station/Portland International Center (CS/PIC), and 
created a third airport related district called the Portland International Airport. The 
Airport Futures project reorganized and changed substantial portions of the plan 
district language. 

The changes proposed by the Citywide Tree Project were intended to make the 
language between the general environmental zones and Cascade Station/Portland
International Center Plan District environmental regulations more consistent. The 
Airport Futures project resolved those inconsistencies by referring the CS/PIC Plan 
District environmental regulations back to the general environmental regulations. 

Rescit'rding the amendments to Title 33 proposed with the Citywide Tree project will 
eliminate the conflicting amendments, while retaining consistent requirements for 
trees in the environmental zones of those plan districts. 

Pagc ó '['ree Codc Housekeeping Amendments Septernber 2012 
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ll. Tree Project lmplementation Activities 

City Council phased the implementation of the new Tree Code and related Title 33 
amenclments to provide time for staff to prepare for implementation. In addition to 
this amendment package, staff has been working on numerous implementation 
components. This section provides an overview of some of these activities. 

Communication & Outreach 
At each of the two public hearings the Urban Forestry and Planning & Sustainability 
Commissions voiced the importance of a comprehensive outreach and training 
program to explain the new regulations to staff and the general public. Both the 
Bureau of Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation are committed to 
implementing an inclusive outreach plan that communicates regulations in simple
language. Staff is collaborating with public information officers from the Bureau of 
Environmental services, Bureau Development Services, Portland Parks and 
Recreation, and the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability to create an effective 
outreach and training plan. This plan includes partnering with stakeholders to review 
outreach materials and beta-test the new website, presenting information at 
community such as those hosted by Friends of Trees, conducting targeted training 
classes for those most impacted by the code such as arborists and developers, posting 
articles in local publications, and creating an outreach page on the new Tree Website 
that will be available this winter. The website will contain a calendar of events, a way 
for people to request a training, download brochures, ancl stay current with tree code 
implernentation activities. 

Tree Website 
The Citywide Tree Project includes the creation of a tree website designed to provide a 
single source of tree information for a wide variety of customers. The website is 
intended as a community resource to help support other public tree investments such 
as grey to green. It will provide information about Portland's urban forest, tree care, 
and volunteer opportunities. In addition to information on how to manage and care 
for trees, the website will provide easy access to tree permit requirements in 
development and non-development situations, the ability to check the status of an 
existing permit, who to contact in an emergency and how to report a violation. Some 
of the features of the new website include: 

' 	 An online street tree pruning permit portal that will allow customers to apply for
 
and receive a pruning permit for basic pruning requests, from their home or office;
 . A violation portal for people to report suspected tree violations; 

. Access to downloadable applications and permit instructions, . An online customer service survey; 
' 	 Answers to commonly asked questions about tree care including planting, pruning
 

and removal;
 
. Volunteer opportunities for tree programs in the city; . 	 Information on heritage tree walks; and 
' 	 Information on the benefits of trees and links to urban forest resources. 

Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments Page 7 
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Staffing 
Another key element of code implementation includes determining specific staffing 
needs and identifying initial and ongoing funding sources. 

BPS, FJDS and PP&R worked collaboratively to develop the initial budget requirements 
for the first year of implementation as well as ongoing cost estimates for the second, 
third and fourth years of administration. PP&R and BDS are updating these estimates 
based on continued examination of development activity, the code requirements and 
development of implementing procedures. Re organization of existing staff and 
workloads will occur, however the code expands regulatory responsibilities and creates 
customer seruice improvements that can not be achieved with existing staffing levels. 
In order to meet the high expectations of the new regulations and customer service 
goals, additional staff is necessary for full implementation. PP&R and BDS are in the 
process of creating a revised budget proposal for council consideration. 

Processes and Procedures 
Both Urban Forestry and Development Services will take on new roles and 
responsibilities under the new regulations and in some situations will share 
responsibilities. Title 11, Trees generally separates responsibilities into two sections; 
regulations applicable at the time of development (BDS), and regulations applicable 
when iro development is proposed (Urban Forestry). Although there are two separate 
sections of the code there are many areas where responsibilities overlap. For example 
the zoning code will continue to regulate some trees in non-development situations in 
city designated plan districts and environmental zones. Since multiple regulations 
may effect any single property the bureaus are working together to revise existing and 
create new procedures that will make permit review and issuance simple for staff to 
implernent and efficient for customers requesting a permit. Some procedures 
currently under development include the following: 

. Creating procedures for new A and B tree permits ;
 . Updating procedures for permit review;
 
Creating and revising enforcement procedures for various types of violations; and
' 
Programming TRACS (the citywide permitting database) to capture the necessary' 
dal.a for permit processing, tracking and reporting. 

Project Monitoring 
The brrreaus are in the process of creating a tree project monitoring plan that will 
track staff and customer experiences with the new regulations. The code will be 
monitored to determine appropriate staffing levels, effectiveness of the new customer 
service improvements, and overall improvements to the City's urban forest as 
descril:ed in the Citywide Tree Project. If funding and staffing allows, the new 
regulations will be monitored to evaluate the following; 

. A change in tree preservation during new single family construction; and 

. A change in tree canopy in neighborhoods with fewer trees compared to other 
Portland neighborhoods; 

. The effectiveness of new enforcement regulations; 

. Tree fund expenditures; 

. Customer satisfaction with new regulations and associated customer service 
irnprovements. 

Page 8 'l'ree Codc I'lousel<eeping Amendments Septernber 2012 
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How changes are shown in this document 

Language added to the City Code is underlined; language deleted is shown in 
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The left-hand page provides staff commentary for the code language shown on the 
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ln order to limit the size of this document, only those sections of the Code that are 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendment #1 

AMBND I'IIOCESS FOR UI'DATING TITLB II, TIìEES 

Section 11.10.040 Amendments to this Title 

Section 11.10.040 oddresses the public heoring ond notif ication requirements for omending 
Title 11. Two types of omendments ore described; substontive ond t¿chnicol: 

o 	 Subsfantive amendmentsinvolve new policy or o chonge to existing policy ond reguire 
public hearings To be held by both thø Urbon Forestry Commission and the Plcnning ond 
Sustoinobility Commission prior to o City Council Heoring. These heorings provide on 

opportunity f or the public to review ond comment on o proposed omendment. 

o 	 Technical Amendmenls include minor code clorif icotions, Typos, misspellings, 
renumbering sections, or reorganizing the code. Since no policy changes result f rom o 

t¿chnicol omendment, no public heorings are required. The City Attorney or the 
Auditors Office con moke these omendm¿nts without public commenl or review. Other 
thon technicol omendments, Title 11 does not moke o distinctionbetween policy chonges, 
ond non-policy relaled chonges. As o result public heorings arereguired for non-policy 
related omendments, such os omendments necessory to bring Titlø 11 into conformonce 
with other code Titles. 

Chonges to fhis section odd o third cotegory to oddress conforming omendments. 

o 	 Conforming amendments are reguired when chonges to other cily titles of f ect |he 
regulations in Title i1. For exomple, if chonges to zoning code plon disïrict reguloïions 
result in no longer røguiring lond use reviewsfor tree removol, Toble 40-1 in Title 11 

would ne¿d to be updoted to reflect thot change. 

o 	Cily codes require public heorings to omend. ft would be duplicotive ond unnecessory to 
require odditionol public heorings to keep Title 11 current with lhese Iypes of policy 
sh if ts. 

This omendment eliminotes duplicotivehearings, ond ollows Title 11 to remoin current with 
other CiIy ond Stote tiTles in a more limely ond efficient monner, without reducing citizens' 
occess to The code omendment process. 
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I1.10.040 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

Amendments to this Title. 

General. 

1. 	 Substantive @ to this 'fitle or amendments 
necessar)¡ to ensure conformance with other City Titles may be 
prepared by any bureau but will be coordinated by the Bureau 
charged with those responsibilities in the Title in consultation with 
the Bureaus of Planning and Sustainability, Parks and Recreation, 
Development Services, Environmental Servioes, Transportation, 
and Water. 

2. 	 Technical corrections and matters of simple clarilication rlay be 

prepared and approved by the Auditor or City Attorney. 

lJrban Forestry Comn'rission (UFC).+ear-ing-r€qrlired-The IJI]C shall hold 
at least one public hearing for proposed amendments to this l'itle before 
making a recommendation on such an amendment. A hearing is not 
required for technical corrections or amendments needed to ensure 
conformance with other City Titles. Ilowever. notification of an)¡ 

amendment shall be sent to the Urban Forestrv Commission a minimurn of 
l4 days prior to a decision. 

Planning and Sustainability Commission (PSC). The PSC wi$ may 
provide a€l.riee input on the proposed amendments to the UFC. The PSC 

shall hold a public hearing for any proposed substantive amendments to 
Chapter 11.50 Trees in Development Situations, Chapter 11.60 Technioal 
Specifications, or Chapter 1 1.70 Enforcement. A hearing is not required 
for technical corrections or amendments needed to ensure conformance 
with other Citl¡ Titles. 

Public notice for the hearing. 

l. 	 ¡ùlhe--is-r+etiÊed. UFC or PSC Flearing. Notice of any public 
hearing held by the IJFC or PSC to consider a proposed 
substantive amendment to this Title sliall be mailed to Metro, the 

'lransportation, allOregon l)epartment of recognizcd 
organizations, affected bureaus, and interested persons who have 
requested such notice. Notioe shall also be published in a 

recognized newspaper and mailed at least 30 davs pl'ior to the 
hearing. 

+o+h€+€aring 

2. 	 Citv Council I{earing. Notice of the hearins shall be rnailed to 
those who testilÌed at the IJIìC hearing. either in person ol in 
writing. or those who requested such notice. If hearings were not 
held b]¡ the UFC or PSC. notice shall be mailed to all alÍccted 
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bureaus and persons who have requested such notice. Notice shall 
be _published in a recognized newspaper and mailed at least Ll 
days prior to the hearing. 

E. City Council. The City Council shall hold at least one public hearing on all 
amendments that are not considered technical. @ 
Notiee sf the lrearing shall be rn*iled to these rvho testified at the IJFC 

i€e­
i*g-City Council 

makes the final decision on amendrnents, after considering the 
recommendations of the UFC and PSC and aftel hearing testimony frorn 
the public. 

F. [No Change] 
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Amendm ent #2 

CORIìECT I'ERMIT PIìOCBDURE SUMMARY TAIILE 3O-1 

Toble 30-1 

Chapter 11.30 includes opplicotion reguirements ond procedures for obfoining tree permits 
for City, Street ond Privote Trees. Toble 30-1 wos included os o meons of guickly idenfifying 
the public notice requirements and oppeol opportunities for Type A ond B permits. The 
existing toble does nol copture sevørol situotions where Type B treeremovol permits ore 
required. For exomple, removing o nuisonce species heolthy street tree requires o Type B 

process but wos noI reflected in the current toble. The toble olso does not cleorly oddr¿ss 
situotions where multiple city or street trees smoller thon LZ inches in diameter were 
proposød for removol. This omøndmønt øxponds thø existing toble to include the 
requiremenls for oll tree r¿movol scenorios. Formotting chonges hove olso been mode to 
improve reodobility. 
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[Rcplacc Table 30-1 in Scction 11.30.020 rvith ttrc fottowing proposcd tabte -
Underlining has bcen omitted in thc proposcd table f'or rcadabilityl 

Tablc 30-l
 
Public Noticc Anncal rcoui
otrcc andand Appcal rcqutrcments f'or Uity, Street and lrrivate'l'rces 
Pcrmit Type City/Streel or Public Notice/ PublicProposal 

Privatc Tree May Ap¡real ll,l¡ i 

A City/Street
Any Type A request No

Private 

lJp to foul healthy
 
< 20" dialneter
 

City/Street Nonuisance and non­
nuisance species trees
 

) 20" diameter,
 
healthy uon-nuisance Private
 
species tree [2]
 
More than four
 
healthy >12"
 

B 
Privatediarneter non­

nuisance species trees
 

> 20" diameter, 
Yes

healthy nuisaltce or 
City/Street

non-nuisance species
 
tree
 

More than four 
healtlry > 12" 
dianreter nuisance City/Street 
and non-nuisance 
species trees 

Note [ ] The applicant rnay appeal any Type A or. B pemit decision. 
Note [2] No public notice ot'oppoltunity for public appeal is requit'ed flor rernoval of one healthy 

tron-nuisançe species tree )20" diarrreter pcr ìot pel calendal year in any residential zo¡re. 
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Amendment #3 

ELIMINATE STIIBBT TIìEB MINIMUM SIZE REMOVAL TI{IìESHOLD 

iection 11.4O.O2O When aTree Permit is Reguired 

Chapter 11.40 oddresses most lree work (plonting, pruning, root cutling, removol) when 
development is not proposed or occurring. 

The om¿ndment to this section will eliminote the minimum strøet freesize threshold ond 
clorify thot o permit is reguired to remove oll street trees with specif ied exceptions. Also 
see reloled Amendment #4 and Amendment #5 where this chonge is ref lected in the 
revised Toble 40-1 ond Toble 4O-2 respectively. 

The purpose of the recently odopted three-inch diometer minimum size threshold wos lo 
provide odditionol ef ficiency, enf orceability, ond clority for property owners ond monogers. 
To qddress smoller, newly plontedtrees (fypicolly 1.5") o footnote wos includ¿d reguiring 
permits for these os well. However, from on implementotion stondpoinf lhe new minimum 
sizelhreshold will moke it chollenging to exploin when o permil is reguired, cousing 
conf usion ond uncertointy for the public ond increosing the risk of inodvertent violotions. 
For exomple, is o permit needed to remove this two-inch street tree? The onswer would be 
"no, unless thot tree wos plonted under ostreef tree plontingpermit, os o reguirement of o 

previous tree removol permit, os pont of a development reguirement, or os reguired 
mitigotion." Urbon Forestry would be required to reseorch eoch opplicotion to moke this 
determinotion. Reguiring o removol permiT for oll street trees creates o simple ond 
implementoble policy ond ensures thot trees removed will be replaced. Coveots havebeen 
odded to exclude permit requirements for the removol of smoll volunteer soplings or sucker 
shoot.s to oddress some of the concerns thol wereraised during the initial tree code 
odoption. 

Street Trees - Removing thelhree inch size threshold is consistent with City policy thot 
is still in eff ect, so should not be perceived os o chonge from current proctice. 

City Trees - The City Tree minimum size threshold will remoin unchonged of three inches 
diometer, clong with the stipulation thot any treesthol wererequired to be plonled (os port 
of required miligotion, londscoping , or tree replacement) will still be required Io be 
mointoined, ond replaced if removed. 

Private Trees - No chonges ore proposed to the size threshold for privote trees. 
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11.40.020 Whcn a free Pcrmit is Iìequircd. 

A lree permit is required for all trees in the City of Portland as further described 
below, unless the activity is exempt from the requirements of this Chapter as 

specified in Section 11.40.030. 

A. 	 eiqÊ+re€s-€Êd Strect Trecs. in 
Street trees of an)' size are 

regulated b)¡ this chapter nnless otherwise specified in'l'able 40-l or 40-2. 

B. 
regtllatecl b)¡ this chapter unless otherwise specified in Table 40-1. 

E+. 	Generall1t Private Trees. Private trees 12 or more inches in diameter sn 
allle+s-+né+rae+s are regulated by this chapter@ 
unless otherwise specified in Table 40-1. Trees required to be preserved 
by @ a condition of a land use review eryrovision-€f 
@ may be subject to other requirements. 

L
 
in diameter in ev

W 

fTable 40-1 Tree Removal in Overlay Zones and Plan Districtsl 

fRe-letterC-FtoD-G] 
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Amendm ent #4 

CLARIFY AND EXPAND TAIìLE 4O-1 

Toble 40-1 Overlay Zones ond Plon Districts 

fn some plon dislricts ond overlay zones, certoin treeremovol is regulotedby theZoning 
Coderather thon Title 11. Toble 40-1 wos included in this section to direct readers to the 
oppropriote set of reguloTions ond fo serve as o useful "ot o glonce" tool for reoders lo 
guickly determine which regulotions opply. However, the currøntly odopted toble does not 
contain all scenarios where zoning code regulations opply. These gops in informotion moy 
result in reoders inadvertently opplying the wrong sel of regulotions or ossuming their tree 
is exempt (from either Title ll or Title 33 or both) when it is not. 

This omendmenf exponds Toble 40-1 to copture the vost mojority of situotionswherezoning 
code regulotions opply. fncluding this informotion will help prevent inodvertent zoning or 
tree code violotions. 

This qmendmønt olso includes revisions to copture the eliminotion of the minimum street 
lree size threshold proposed in Amendment #3. 
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[Iìeplacc Tablc 40-1 in Section 11.40.020 rvith thc fbllowing proposcd tablc 
Underlining has been omittcd in the proposcd table fbr readabilityl 

Table 40-l Tree R linOvc rlav Zon es and l'lan Districtsa	 emoval ln 
^Ovcrlay Zone or TII ï'itle I I tree pcrmits fbr T33 Title 33 zoning review for 

Plan District 'l'ree removing[21 Trce rernoving 
Size Sizc 

.Environme utal Street lì'ees within l0 feet of buildings Street l-lealthy native trees that do not ' 
conservation and all or attached structures all nreet the listed situations
 
protection overìay City . Nuisance species trees City
 
zones "c" "p" . Non-native non-r.tuisance trees all
 
See: 33.430.080 Private . Dead, Dying, ol f)angerous tt'ees Private 

>6"	 when wood l2 inches in all 
diameter and greater is left in the 
same ownership, unless fhe City 
Forester approves lelnoval of 
diseased wood fi'orn the site 
because it will threaten thc 
health ofother trees 

. Trees projecting into a City­
designated view corridor
 

Greenway overlay Street . Nuisance species trees Strcet . Native 'l'rees
 

ZONES all . 	 I)angerous trees all n Non-native llon-nuisance tt'ecs((g" ((i" ((r,' .City Trees landward of the greenway City . 	I)ead or dying trees 
-l-r'eesSee: 3i.440.320 /-) setback in c(9" ('íi'r "r" ovel'lays alì . not nreeting the listed 

Itrivate Private situations wlren located within or
>6" all	 riverward of'the gleenway 

setbacl< ill "g" r<¡'r "r" overlays 
¡ Trees not meeting the listed 

situations when located in "n" 
"q" overlays 

Pleasant Valley Street ¡ Trees within 10lèet of buildings Street . llealthy nafive tl'ees that do not
 
Natural Resources all or attached structures all meet the listed situations
 
Overlay Zot1e "v" City . Nuisance species trees City
 
See:33.465.080 /J . Non-native non-nuisance trees all 

.I'rivate Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Privatc 
>6"	 when wood l2 illches in all 

diameter and gleater is left in 
the saDre ownership, unless the 
City Forester appl'oves removal 
of diseased wood lì'om the site 
because it will tlrreaten the 
health of other trees 

.Scenic Resource Street All Street lì'ees Strcet 'l'r'ees within tlte stl'eet setbacl( or 
Overlay all . li"ees within l0 fcet of buildings nla fir'st 20 1'eet from the street lot 

City or attached stl'uctures City line that do not nreet the listed ./-) Nuisance species tlees .ao situations 
Only applies to trees in Itrivate . l)ead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Privatc 

.Scenic Corridors that >6" Trees associated with the repair ) 6tt 
are within the and rnaintenance of water, sewer 
minimurn stleet or stonll water lines 
setback or the first 20 ' Trecs within 20 feet of a public 
feet li'om the street lot safety RF Transrrrission Facility 
line where no street . Any Private or City trecs <12" 
setback exists. provided that replanting is rnet in 
See: 33.480.040.8.2.g accordance with 33.248.030 [3 ] 

Note Il] If a site is in tnore tlran one overlay zone or Plan l)istrict, tlre regulations for botìl a czì^s apply ­
[2] All Plarl Districts and overlay zones requile tlee replacen]ent, or as allowed by the City lì'or.ester 

@tingisr.equiredtomeetzoningcodet.equirerrrents,
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Amendm ent #4 Commentary Continued J"ffi 5 ffi ffi 4 

CLAIìIFY AND BXPAND TABLI, 4O-1 

Toble 40-1 Overlay Zones ond Plon Districts 

Th¿ following summorizes key omendments to the Toble: 

1) Two existing plon districts havebeen odd¿d fo f he f irst column, Coscode
 

Stotion/Portlond Internotionol Center Plon Dislrict; ond Portland fnlernotionol
 
Airport Plon District. These two plon districïs include speciol environmental zone
 
provisions thot differ slightly from lhe general environmentol overlcy zone
 
provisions.
 

2) ZoningCodereferencesare moved to the first column to moke them more prorninenT
 
in the toble.
 

3) New columns hove been odded idenlifying lhe opplicoble tree size ond type f or boTh
 

the Tree Code and Zoning Code regulotions f on greater clarity.
 

4) Reguirements fon tree removol ossocioted with repoir ond mointenance of waf er,
 
sewet or storm woter lines hove been odded to the Scenic Corridor, Rocky Bulte
 
Plon District, ond Johnson Creek Bosin Plon District.
 

5) Reguirements for treeremovol n¿or Rodio Freguency Tronsmission Focilities hove
 
been odded to the Scenic Corridor.
 

ó) Where thø zoning code specif ies locotion ond/ or numbers of replocemenf trees to
 
guolify for o Title !!Iree permit process, these specificotions hove been odded to
 
the relevant ovønloy or plon district.
 

7) Footnotes have 6een odded to reinforce lhe requirement thot reploc ement trees
 
ore required in all coses, except when the City Forester modif ies or woives thot
 
requirement. This wos odded to oddress concerns thot including specif ic
 

replocement requirements f rom the zoning code f or those overlay or plon district
 
oreos noted above, the toble moy imply thot replocemenf is not reguired in other
 
oreos or situolions.
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Table 40-1 (Continued) [1] 

Ovcrlay Zons ot' 
Plan District 

Tlt 
Tree 

Title l l tree pe rmits for 
removing [21 

T33 
Tree 

Title 33 zoning review for 
removing 

Size Size 
Cascadc Strect ¡ lì'ees within l0 feet of buildings Strcet . Ilealthy native trees that do not 
Station/Porf land all or attached structures all rnect llìo lisled situations 
lnte rnational Center 
Plan District 

City
/) 

. 

. 
Nuisance species trees 
Non-native non-nuisance tl'ees 

City 
all 

See: 33,508.340 Privatc 
) 6't 

. Dead, Dying, ot' l)angerous tlees 
when wood l2 inches in 

Privatc 
all 

Only applies to trees diameter and greater is left in the 
located in a "c" or "p" same ownel'ship, unless the City 
overlay Forester approves rernoval of 

diseased wood fi'orn the site 
because it will threaten the 
health ofother trees 

¡ Tl'ees projecting into a City­
designated view con'idor 

Columbia South Street . Trees within l0 fect of buildings Strcet Iìealthy native trees that do not 
Shore Plan District all or attached structurcs all rneet the listed situations 
See: 33.515.262 &. City . Nuisance species trees City I lcalthy lton-native non­
33.5t5.214 .J . Dcad, Dying, or I)angerous tlees all nuisance ttees that do not lleet 

Private whcn wood l2 inchcs in Private the Iisted situations 
Only applies to trees >6" diarneter and gleater is left in the all 
located in a "Ç" or "p" sarne ownerslrip, unless the City 
overla¡r Irorester approves rernoval of 

diseasçd wood flom the site 
because it will threaten the 
health ofother trees 

Johnson Crecl< llasiu Street ' All Street'lì'ees Strcct ¡ 'ì-rees within 20 feet of the 
Plan District 
33.531 .125 

Only applies to trees: 
. Within 20íèet of the 

all 
City
/) 

I'ilivate 
>6" 

. 

. 

. 

Nuisance species trees 
'ìì'ees within l0 feet of buildings, 
attached stl'uctures, or riglrt-of­
way im¡rroverrrents 
Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees 

nla 
City 
ì6" 

Privatc 
>6" 

Springwater Corridol lot line; on a 

site with any portion in the special 
flood hazard area; and/or on a site 
with any pclrtiorr in thc Scluth 
Subdistlict that do not tneet the 

Springwater Corriclot . Trees associated with the lepair situations listed 
lol line ; and rnaintenance of water, sewer . On a site with any or storm water lines 
portion in the special . Any other 6" to 12" tree provided 
flood hazard area; that at least two trees are planted. 
and/or 

. On a site witlr any 
[3] 'ì-rees removed within 20 feet 
of the Springwater Con'idor nust 

portion in the South be replaced within 20 feet of the 
Subdistrict. corridor 

Note Il] If a site is in tnore than one overlay zone or Plan District, the regulations for both a..as ap[ty.--­
[2] All Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree leplacernent, or as allowed by the City lìorester. 
[3 ] Miniururn planting is required to meet zoning code r.equirenrents. 
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able 4ll­ ontrnuedTable 40-f (C 

Overlay Zone or Plan Tll Title I I tree permits for r'33 l'itlc 33 zoning revicw for 
District Tree removing l2l Trce removing 

Sizc Sizc 
Portland Strcet . l"rees within l0 feet of buildings Street Ilealthy native trees that do not 
International Airport all or attached structures all meet the situations listed 
Plan District See: 

3 3.565.540 
City 
>3" 

. 

. 
Nuisance species trees 
Non-native non-nuisance trees 

City 
all 

Applies onl1, 1e ¡t".t 
located in a "c" or' "p" 

Private 
>6" 

. I)ead, Dying, or Dangerous trees 
when wood 12 inches in 

l)rivate 
all 

overlay dianreter and greatel is left in the 
sanle ownership, unless the Cify 
Forester approves l'enroval of 
diseased wood lì'orn the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees. This does 
not apply in landscaped areas of 
golf courses 

. Trees projecting into a City­
desisnated view corridor 

Rocky lìutte Plan Street . All Street Trees Street Trees that do not rneet the 
District all . Nuisance species trees nla situations listed 
See: 33.570.040 Citv > 

J 

r Trees within 10 feet of buildings, 
attached structul'es, or right-of-

City
>6" 

Private 
>6" . 

¡ 

way irnprovements 
Dead, Dying, or I)anger"ous trees 
'lì'ees associated with the repair 

Private 
) 6r' 

and maintenance of water, sewer' 
or stonr water lines 

' Any other 6" to 12" diameter tree 
provided that at least two trees 
are planted l3l 

South Auditorium Strcet Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Strect Tlees that do not rneet the 
Plan District all provided at least one tree is all situations listed 
See: 33.580. I 30 City planted in tìre sanre genelal City

/) location or in accordance with >6" 
I'rivate the adopted landscaping plan Privatc 

>6" >6" 

Note [] If a site is in more than one overlay zone or Plan Distlict, the regulations for lroth areas apply. 

l2] Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree leplacernent, or as allowcd by thc City li'orester. 
^,ìl[3] Minimurn planting is lequired to meet zoning code requirernents. 
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Amendment #5 

MODIFY TREB PEIIMIT SUMMAIIY TAIìLES 

'ï:i,:iÍ_ï' 
Table 40-2 summorizes the distinctions between Type A ond Type B permits f or City ond 
Street Trees, including tree replacement requirements, ond when public notice ond 
opporlunities for public oppeol are required. 

Chonges to this toble ore intended to clorify treereplacement ond public notic¿ 
reguirements for diff erent Iree size thrøsholds. The changes identify two tree size 
categoriesthat were omitled from the previous version of this toble: lrees smoller thon 
three inches diorneter; ond trees thol ore of leost |hree inches ond smoller thon 12 inches 
diometer. 

Other chonges to this toble include consistent use of the term "site" insteod of "lot". "Site" 
refers to property under common ownership ond moy include severol lots or porcels of lond. 
"LoT" is o more nonrow definition referring to o dislinct plot of lond, sometimes constituting 
only a portion of o "siTe". 

rn oddition the term "frontoge" hos been reploced with "obutting right of woy". site 
"frontage" refers to the portion of o site thot obuts o street, rother thon the porlion in The 
right of woy thot obuts o properTy. This clorificationreflects the intenT of this section 
which is to oddress street trees in the right of way. 

Longuoge hos olso beenadded to moke il cleor thot o permit is not reguired for removing 
sucker shoots ond smoll self-sown frees. 

Site
 
(moy include multiple lots
 

Abutting righl of woyunder some ownership) 

Frontoge 
(is on f hø lot 
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[Replacc'l'able 40-2 in Section 11.40.040 with the fbllowing proposcrl table-
Undcrlining has been omitted in thc proposed table for readabilityl 

Table 40-2
 
Summarv of Permit Requirements fbr C and Strcet'l'rees
ummarv oI rerm ulrements I'or 

,,. ',",Tieg..ì .,'. 
,, . Public Notice /

Pe-imit Replacement [1] .....
Activify i.Type	 

t:. 

Public May
(See Section 

Appeal
11.40:060) 

No Pcrmit is required for: 
- pruning bralrches ol roots <l/4"; 
- removing Crty'lì'ees <3" in diameter;
 

'removing street trees that are suckel'shoots, self-sown trees < 114"; or
 
- other activities that are exenlpt lì'om the requilern ents of this Chapter (see I I .40.03 0).
 
Planting trees A nla No
 
Pruning branches or l'oots larger than t/+"
 

Other activities as described in
 
I 1.40.040 A.3
 
Removal of any regulated tree that is: A tree fbr trec No
 
- dead, dying, or dangerous
 
Removing ufr to 4 healthv trees lrer site, or abutting right of way Der vear as follows:
 
- less than 3" in diarneter	 Al2l tree for tree No 

- 3 to <12" in diameter	 B tree for tree No 

- 12 Lo <20" in diarneter	 B tree l'or tree No 

- 20" and largcr in diamcter B inch f'or inch Yes 

Removing more than 4 healthy trees per site, or abutting risht of way Þer vear as follows: 
- less than 3" in diametcr	 A t2l tree for ree No 

-	 3 to <12" in diameter B tree fbr rec No 

12" in diameter B inch for inch Yes 

- 20" and larger in diameter B inch for inch Yes 

[] "Tree lot "lree" means one tlee is requilecl to be planted for each tree renroved, "inch 1'or inch" rneans 
the City Forester may require up to an equivalent nL¡rnber of inches be planted for the total diaureter 
inches of the tree being removed. 

[2] Applies to all Street Trees, in addition to any other City Trees planted as palt of a landscaping or 
mrtigation requirement, including trees planted to replace trees removed under a previous tree perlrrit. 
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Amendment #5 Commentary Continued 

MODIFY TIIEE I'BRMIT SUMMAIIY TAIILBS 

Toble 4O-? ond 
Table 40-3 

Similor fo Toble 40-2(Summory Toble f or City ond Streel Trees), Toble 40-3 summoriz¿s 
the distinclionsbetweenType A ond Typø B permits for Privot¿ Trees, including tree 
replacement reguirements, ond when public noticø ond opportunities for public oppeol ore 
required. 

Am¿ndments to this toble ore mode to keep f ormatting, terminology, ond footnotes 
consistent with the chonges mode to Table 40-2 including consistent use of the lerms "site" 
insteod of "lot". "Sife" reÍers to property under comrnon ownership ond moy include several 
loïs or porcels of lond. "Lof" is narîower ondrefers fo o distinct plot of land, sometim¿s 
constituting only a portion of o "site". 
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[Iìeplace Table 40-3 in Section 11.40.050 with thc following ¡rro¡rosetl table 
Undcrlining has becn omitted in the proposed table for readability, 

:L e S ü $ 4 
Table 40-3 

Summary of Permit lì.equirements fbr Private Tul rcrllt utl-cmen rtva recs 
Tree 

Public Notice /Ilermit Replacement[1]Activity Public MayType (See Section 
Appeal

11.40.060) 
No pennit is requiled for: 
- plantiug trees 

- pruning trees outside ofthe environnental protection (p), environmental conservation (c), or Pleasant 
Valley Natural Resource (v) overlay zones; 

- removaloftleessmallerthanthesizesregulatedbythischapter(see 11.40.020 8.); or 
- other activities that are excrnpt frorn tlle lequirernents of this chapter (see I1.40.030) 
Pruning nativc trccs in c, p, or v I L -T-- -A nia Noovc'layzones I I I 
Re moval of any tree that is: 
- dead, dying, or daugerous 

- a nuisance species identified in the 
tree for tree NoPortland Plant List 

- located within 10 feet of building 
or attached structure 

Removing up to 4 healthy non-nuisance strecies trecs trcr site lrer vear as follows: 
- Smaller than 20" diameter A tree l'or tlee No 

- 20" diarneter and larser B inch for inch Yes[2] 
Removing more than 4 healthy noll-nuisance species trees Þer site per vear as fbllows: 

12" diamcter and la B inclr l'or inch Yes 

Il] ""frec f'or'lì'ee" ûìeans onc tlee is required to be planted for each tree rcrnoved, "inclr f'ol inch'; 
"i¿a'*thc City lìorester nray require up to an equivalcnt ltumber of inches be plantcd for fhe total dianleter. 

inche s of the tree being lemoved. 
12 l No public notice ol opportunity for public appeal is requirecl for rernoval of one heahhy tlee > 20" 

diarneter per lot per year in any residential zone. 
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Amendm ent #6 

COIIIIBCT IIBFEIIBNCES AND IìI'PLACE INCONSISTBNT TEIIMINOLOGY 

11.40.040 City ond Street Tree Permit Stondords ond Review Foctors 

11.4O.050 Privofe Tree Permit Stondords and Review Foctors; ond 

1 1.40.060 Tree Replocement Reguirements. 

Section tL.40.04O loys out the stondords ond review foctors for evoluoting Type A and Type 
B permits f or City ond Street Trees. 

This section includes areferenceto ll.4O.O2O reloting to removol of trees lhot ore locoted 
in overloy zones ond plon districts. Amendment #2 reorganized l140.O2O. Consequenlly, this 
omendment reploces the ref erence with o more direct ref erence to Toble 4O-t (Tree 
Removol in Overlay Zones ond Plan Districts). 

fn oddition , the reference Io tree preservotion required 6y a "tree plon" is unn¿cessory, 
since o rree plan is only in eff ect during o development project . An" A', or "8,, permit would 
nol be issued if o site is under developmenÌ. fnsteod, tree removol ond plonting 
reguirements would be subject to 11.50 "Trees in Development situolions.,, 

Conversely,thereference to "conditions of o lond usereview" is retoined. This is becouse 
for some lond use decisions, conditions of opprovol moy requirelhelong-term retenlion of 
certoin trees. Removol of these trees, even ofter the opproved development hos been 
completed, would be subject to the reguiremenls of the porticulor lond use decision. 
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11.40.040 City and Strcet Tree Permif Standards and lleview Factors. 

l-ype A and B pern-rit applications for tree related work affècting City or Street
'Irees shall be reviewed using the following applicable review factors and 
standards in accordance with the application procedures set fortl-r in 
Chapter 1 1.30. 

[Tablc 40-2 Summary of Permit Iìcquiremcnts for City and Street 'I'rees] 

A. 	 [No change] 

B. 	 fNo changel 

1. 	 [No change] 

a. 	 For trees located in one of the overlay zones or plan 
districts identified inM. T'able 40-1, 
the proposed removal is exempt or allowed by Title 33, 
Planning and Zoning; 

b. 	 The tree is not required to be preserved by a-+rce-ptar1 a 
condition of a land use review, provision of this'I'itle or the 
Zoning Code, or as part of a required stormwater facility; 

c. 	 [No changel 

2. 	 lNo Changel 
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i' ffi ffi ffi # 4Amendment #6 Commentary Continued 
COIIIIECT IIBFBIìENCES AND IIBPLACB INCONSISTENT TIIIì.MINOLOGY 

11.40.040 City ond Street Tree Permit Stondords qnd Review Foctors 

11 .40.050 Privote Tree Permit Stondords ond Review Foctors; ond 

1 1.40.0ó0 Tree Replocement Reguirements. 

Section 11.40.050 loys out the sfondords ond review foctors for Type A and B permits for 
Privote Trees. 

This omendment reploces the erroneous ref erence to "City ond Streef Trees" from this 
section which is specif ic to "Privole Trees". 

Similor to the requirements for City and Street frees, this section ref erenced 1I.40.02O 
which relotes to removal of trees thot ore locoled in overloy zones and plon districts. 
Amendment #2 reorganized seclion It.4O.O2O. Conseguently, this omendment replaces |he 
ref erence with o more direct ref erence to Toble 4O-I (Tree Removol in Overlay Zones ond 
Plon Districts). 

Like the omendment proposød for City and Street Trees, the reference to preservation 
reguined by a"tree plon" is removed sincetree plans ore only in effect during o development 
project. An"A" or "B" permit would nof be issued if o site is und¿r development. fnsteod, 
freeremovalond plonting reguirements would be subject to 11.50 "Tr¿es in Developmenl 
Siluotions." 

The ref erence to "conditions of o lond use review" is røtoined. This is becouse f or some lond 
use decisions, conditions of opprovol moy require'lhelong-Ierm retention of certoin trees. 
Removol of these Irees, even after the opproved development hos 6een completed, would be 
subjecl to the requirements of the porticulor lond use decision. 
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11.40.050 Privatc Tl'ee Per¡nit Standards and Revicw Factors. 

Type A and IJ perrnit applications for tree related work affectirig eit¡erS{ree{ 
q.rees Private Trees sliall be reviewed using the following applicable review 
factors and standards in accordance with the application procedures set lbrth in 
Chapter I 1.30. 

[Table 40-3 Summary of Permit Requirements f'or Private Trees] 

Standards and Review F'actors for 1'ype A Permits It¡r Private Trees. 

l. 	 a-b lNo changel 

2. 	 a-e [No change] 

f. Healthy trees. Up to 4 healthy trees rnay be removed per 
site per calendar year if each tree meets the I'ollowing: 

(l) 	 Each tree is less than20 inches in diarneter; 

(2) 	 None of the trees are l{eritage Trees; and 

(3) 	 None of the trees are required to be preserved by a 
trceplian, a oondition of a land use review, 
provision of this Title or the Zor-ring Code, or as part 
of a required stormwater facility; 

Standards and Review Factors lòr Type Il Permits fbr Private T'rees. 
Because 'type B perrnits for Private 'lrees are recluired only I'or rernoval; 
the standards and review factors of'this Subsection are specific to tree 
removal. 

l.	 Standards. The City llorester shall determine that the following 
standards are met before granting a Type B permit: 

a. 	 For trees located in one of the overlay zones or plan 
districts identified in W. Table 40-1. 
the proposed removal is exernpt or allowed by 'fitle 33, 
Planning and Zoning; 

b. 	 'fhe tree is not required to be preserved by a.+ts@ a 
condition of a land use review, or provision of this'f itle or 
the Zoning Code; and 

c. 	 Trees removed shall be replaced as specified in Table 40-3. 

[No change] 
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Amendment #6 Commentary Continued 

CORRBCT RBFBRBNCBS AND IìBPLACE INCONSISTENT TERMINOLOGY 

11.40.040 City ond Street Tree Permit Stondords ond Review Foctors 

11.40.05O Privote Tree Permit Stondords ond Review Foctors; ond 

1 1.40.0ó0 Tree Replocement Reguirements. 

Section 11 40.0ó0 specifies tree replacement reguirements for A ond B permits. 
Terminology is chonged to clorify tree locolion consistent with Toble 40-2. Since 
"fronlage" refers to the portion of properly lhot obuts o streel , rother thon fhe portion in 
the righl of woy thof abuts o property,lhis term hos bøen reploced by "obutfingrighl of 
woy". 

Abutting righl of woy 

Frontage 
(is on the lot 
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11.40.060 Treelì.cplaccmentllcquirements. 

Generally, the City Forester will lequire replacement of trees removed under a 
Tree Permit as specifìed in Subsection A. llowever, the City Iìorester rnay instead 
allow payrnent into tlie Tree Planting and Preservation lìund as specifrej irr 
Subsection 8., or rnay waive or reduce the replacement requirement as specilìed 
in Subsection C. 

A.-8. 	[No change] 

C. 	 Waivers. The City llorester may waive or reduce the replacement 
requirement when the City Forester determines: 

1. The and site already meet the 
tree density standards of Chapter I1.50; or 

2. [No change] 
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Amendm ent #7 

MODIFY BNFORCBMENT TOOLS TO PROVIDB MORB OI'TIONS 

11.70.O80 Correcting Violotíons of this Title, ond 

11 .70.O90 Enforcement 

The Citywideîree Pro¡ect developed an enf orcement process thot prioritizes correcting o 

violotíon os opposed to o lengthy ond stoff-int¿nsive enforcemenf process. Howev¿r, in so 

doing, o valuoble tool to penalize third porty controctors (i.e.Iree service componies) thol 
repeatedly violote the code wos lost. 

As odopfed,the code reguires restorotive octions betaken (nomely replonting, or poying o 

feein lieu of plonTing). Only when the responsible porty foils to correct the violotion moy 
enf orcement octions (like f ines) be levied. This limits the City's obility to penolize tree 
service componies thot nepeotedly violote since lhe remedies will primorily foll on the 
property owner (since only lhe property owner is oble to plonï Irees onhis/her property). 
Only when o properly owneî reÍuses to correct the violotion, con the enf orcern¿nt octions 
be instituted ond the controctor be cited. 

fn the. mojority of coses, correcting the violotion should be suff icient, ond ensures thot 
trees ore reploced. However, when a rree service controctor hos misrepresented thol they 
either had tree permits or thot permits were not needed when they were, Ihø City should 
beable to discouroge this octivity by imposing fin¿s. This is consistent with current City 
enforcemenl policy. 

Amendmenls lo seclions 11.70.080 ond 11.70.090 remove the stipulotion thot enf orcemenf 
options ore only occessible if ottempts of correcting the violotion ore not successful, ond 
Ihereby brooden The tools ovoiloble to discouroge deliberate non-complionce. 
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A. 

B. 

11.70.090 

A. 

åffiffffim4 
Corrccting Violations of this I'itle. 

General. The following list of remedies gives the city lìorester and IIDS 
Director broad discretion in applying a reasonable and el'fective means to 
restole a tree or site where trees have been illegally removed or damaged. 
The rights and rernedies provided in this chapter are cumulative, are not 
mutually exclusive, and are in acldition to any other riglits, remedies and 
penalties available to the City under any other provision of law including 
the enforcernent actions described in Section 11.70.090. 'tlie City lìorester 
or BDS Director rnay adopt administrative rules to establish priorities and 
guidelines for the following remedies. 

Standard remedies. standard remedies are intended to address a wide 
variety of violations of this Title. Additional remedies specihc to City a¡d 
Street Trees, and trees in development situations are described in 
Subsections C. and D. When the City determines that a violation of'this 
Title has occurred, any or all of the standard remedies clescribed i¡ this 
Subsection, and any applicable additional remedies described in this 
Section rnay be required depending on the severity and exlent of the 
violation. 

¿etiensleser@ 

[ìcmainder of this section is unchanged] 

Enforcement Actions. 

General. The following list of enforcement actions gives the City Forester 
and BDS Director additional means to obtain compliance with the 
requirements of this Title, 

T'he rights and remedies provided in this chapter are cumulative, are not 
mutually exclusive, and are in addition to any other rights, remedies an<l 
penalties available to the City uncler any other provision of law. 'flie City 
Forester or BDS Director rnay adopt administrative rules to establisl-l 
priorities and guidelines for the lollowing enl'orcement actions. 

[Ilemainder of this section is unchangcd] 
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Amendment #8 

RBSCIND CONFLICTING AMBNDMENTS TO ZONING CODE
 
CHAPTEIì 33.508
 

33.430 Environmentol Zones 

33.508 Coscode Stotion/Portland Internotional Center Plon Distríct (CS/PTC) 

The Airporl Fulures project (effective Moy 13, 2011) odopted substontiol omendmenls lo 
chopl er 33.508 for the Cascade Stotion/Portlond fnternotionol Center (CS/PIC) Plon 

District in oddition to creating o plon district specific for the Portlond fnternational 
Airport (Chopler 33.5ó5). The Airport Futures project removed duplicotive regulotions for 
the environmentol zones withinthese plon district oreos and insteod, the plon district relies 
on o f romework of environmentol regulotions thot eilher supplement or supersede the 
general environmentol overloy regulotions found in Chopter 33.430. 

The revision to section 33.430.030 simply odds o ref erence to the Cascade Stolion/ 
Portland fnternotional CenIer (CS/PTC) Plon District to the lisl of Plon Districts ond other 
oreos thot contoin additionol or replocemenf environmentol regulotions. 

The ref erence to the CS/PTC is removed f rom section 33.430.0óO (where these Regulotions 
Apply) ond The last senlence in this section hos been reploced with o more generol cross 
ref erence to section 33.430.030 to provide readers with o cross ref erence to help remind 
them of the supplementol or superseding regulotions found within porticulor plon districts 
and/or notural resource monogement plon oreos. 

fn oddition to the obove revisions, this omendment proposes rescinding the chonges odopted 
through the CitywideTree Project for the CS/PTC plon district. Al the some lime Airport 
Futur¿s nevised Chapter 33.508, the CitywideTree project om¿nded Chapter 33.508 in 

ordei lo include consistenT reguirements pertoining lo Irees in both the environmental zone 
chopter ond the environmentol regulotions found wiÌhin the plon district. Since Airport 
Fulures removed these requirements f rom the plon district ond relies insteod on lhe 
general environmental zone regulations f or tree reloted requirements, lhe CitywideTree 
Project omendments ore unnecessory. Moreover, the CitywideTree Project omendments do 

not line up with the version of Title 33 as omended by Airport Futures (since thot project 
reorganized ond chonged substontiol portions of the plon district longuoge). 

To r¿concilethese conf licting omøndments, this omendment proposes to simply withdrow 
the omendments thot wereproposed with the CilywideTree Project, and leove the Airport 
Futures omendments, which are currently in eff ect, intoct. 
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33.430.030 llclationship To Othcr Environmcntal Ilegulations 
Sonre of'the eiglit study areas discussed under Section 33,430.020 irnpose additional 
environmental regulations in Plan Districts. T'hese additional regulations either 
supplement or supersede the regulations of this Chapter. Paragraph 33.700.070.E 
describes the hierarchy of regulations within the Zoning Code. 

Additionally, Natural Resource Management Plans may contain regulations that 
supersede or supplement the regulations of this chapter. Whenever natural resource 
nìanagement plan provisions conflict with other provisions of this chapter, the natural 
resource management plan provisions supersede. Non-conflicting provisions supplement 
the provisions of this chapter. Maps 430-9, I 0, 1 I and 12 show Natural Iìesource 
Management Plan areas. 

The fbllowing Plan Districts and Natural Resource Management Plans have additional 
legulations that may supersede or supplement the environmental regulations of Chapter 
430: 

. The Balch Creek í4/atershed (see Chapter 33.5(¡3, Norlhu¡est Llills Plan District) 

. Clctscade Slation/ Porlland Inl,ernational Center Plan District (see Chapter 33.508) 

. The Columbia South Shore wilhin the Columbia Corridor (see Chapter 33.5I5, 
Columhia South Shore Plan District) 

. ,lohnsr¡n Creek Basin (see Chapter 33.537, .lohnson Creek lJasin Plan DÌstrict) 

. Norlhu,est l:lills Natural Areas (see Cha¡tler 33.563, Norlhwe¡'l IIills Plctn District) 

. Slryline Wesl Conseruation Plan aree (see Chapler 33,563, Northtyest IIill,s Plan 
District) 

. East Columbia Neighborhood Natural lLesources Managemenl Plan (separate 
documenl) 

. Smilh and Bybee Lakes Natural Resources Management Plan (separate document) 

. Forest Park Natural lLesources Managentenl Plan (separale document) 

. Natural Resources Management Plan.þr lhe Peninsula Drainage Dislrict No. I 
(separale documenl) 

. PorÍland Inlernational Airport PIan District (see Chapter 33.565) 

This chapter contains only the City's environmental regulations. Activities which the 
City regulates through this chapter may also be regulated by other agencies. In cases of 
overlapping City, Special District, Regional, State, or Federal regulations, the more 
stringent regulations will control. City approval does not imply approval by other 
agencies. 

33.430.060 Whcre These Regulations Apply 

These regulations apply to all environmental zones, except those in the Columbia South 
ShorePlanDistrictthataresouthofNEMarineDrive,ffi 

hose that are within the Smith and 
Bybee l-akes Natural Resources Management Plan area, City-owned land within the 
Iìorest Parl< Natural Resources Management Plan area, and the Peninsula Drainage 
District No. 1 Natural Resources Management Plan area. See also Section 33.430.030. 
Relationsl'rip to Other llnvironmental Regulations. 

fsr'+h 

Hr:nd.q,¡ r.8 (J r'. 
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COAAMENT,ARY 

Note: 

The Citywíde Tree Project odopted omendments to ChopTer 33.508 ore included for 
reference. All revisions shown here are proposed to be rescinded. For reodobility, 
these rescínded omendments ore not shown in strikethrough. 

Environmental Zones 

33.508.312 ltems Subject to These Regulations 
[No change.] 

33.508.314 Items Exempt From These Regulations 
The following are exempt from the development standards and required reviews 
Sections 33.508.300 through 33.508.340 +his'see+ien+. Other City regulations 
Title 10, Erosion Control, and Title I 1, Trees must still be met, When no deve nt or 
other activities are proposed that are subject to the development standards oq 
requirements of this chapter, tree removal allowed under the exemptions 
to the tree permit requirements of 'l'itle 11, 'frees. 

A. - K. [No change.]	 :ü' 

L. 	 Removing a trees or plants liste 

M.	 Removi trees that are wit 
êcks stair and 

carports; 

o danserous trees or portions of trees when 
ger, as determined by the City l-orester or an 

b portions is exempt only if all sections of wood o

l2 inches in diameter either: 

main, or are placed, in the resource area of the same 
ownership on which they are cut: or 

2. 	 Are removed, if the City Forester authorizes removal of diseased 
wood because leavinq it in the resource area of the same 
ownership will threaten the health of other trees: and 

O. Pruning trees in accordance with Title 11 permit requirements. 
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Note: 

The Citywide Tree Project odopted omendments to Chopter 33.5O8 are included for 
reference. All revisions shown here ore proposed to be rescinded. For reodobility, 
fhese rescÍnded omendments ore not shown in stríkethrough. 

33.5O8.33O Development Standards 

A.	 [No change.] 

B.	 Land uses and activities within an environmental zone must meet the following 
standards: 

l. - 4. [No change.] 

5. 	All development or activities which disturb ground or remove 
must conform to Chapter 24.70, Clearing and, Grading, 
Gsn+rel and to the .Ðroslon Control Manua 
In addition, the following standarcls must et; 

a. * d. [No change.] 

6. - 8. [No change.] 

9. 	Construction and o underground
utilities, including s tþlrndividual lots and 
stormwater a 1O-foot-wide corridor across 

's and a 1S-foot-wide corridor for 
nnot result in the killing or removal of 

iameter s 

10.ñJ 3, I 

NS ion of the trail or recreation facilities cannot result in the removal 
rees rnore-tha-n 6 or more inches in diam e te r;-measured-4-$?feet-abeve 

and are not required to be located within wetlands subject to 
state or federal regulations. 

15. - 17. [No change.] 
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ADD ITI ONAL STAFF AIVI EN DN/ ENTS 

Recommended Housekeeping Amendments 
to Title 11, Trees 

September 2012
 

The amendments in this section were identified after the urban 
Forestry Commission and Planning and Sustainability Commission 
hearings. They represent minor changes not previously reviewed. 
Additional amendment rational is included. 



åffi 5 # ffi.åAmendment #1 

AMBND PROCESS I-OI{ UPDATING TITLE 11, TIIIIES 

Sectíon 11.10.040 Amendments to this Title 

Section 11,10.040 oddresses the public heoring ond notif icotion reguirements for omending

Title 11. Two types of omendments ore described; substontive ond technicol:
 

o 	 Subsfanfive amendmenfsinvolve new policy or o change fo existing policy ond reguire 
public heorings to be held by both the Urbon Forestry Commission ond the plonning ond
 
Sustoinobility Commission prior to o City Council Hearing. These heorings provide on
 
opportunity f or lhe public ro review ond comment on o proposed omendment.
 

o 	 Technical Amendmenls include minon code clorif icotions, typos, misspellings,
 
renumbering sections, or reorganizing the code. Since no policy chonges result f rom a
 
technicol omendment, no public heorings are required. The City Attorn ey or the
 
Auditors Office con moke these omendments without public commenl or review. Other
 
thon technicol omendments, TiTle 11 does not moke a distinctionbetweenpolicy chonges,
 
ond non-policy related chonges. As o result public heorings orereguired for non-policy
 
reloted omendm¿nts, such os omendments necessory to bring Title 11 into conformance
 
with other code Titles
 

Changes to this søction odd o third calegory to oddress conforming omendments. 

o 	 Conforming amendnents are required when chonges lo other city ritles aff ect the 
regulotions in Title 11. For example,if chongesto zoning code plon distnict regulotions
result in no longer requiring lond use reviews for tree removol, Toble 4O-1 in Title 11 

would need to be updoTed to reflecl thoï change. 

o City codes require public heorings to omend. ft would be duplicotive ond unnecessory to
 
reguire odditionol public heorings lo keep Title 11 current with these types of policy
 
sh if ts.
 

This omendment eliminotes duplicotivehearings, ond ollows Title 11 to remoin current with 
other City ond Stote Titles in o more timely and efficient monner, wifhout reducing citizens' 
occess to the code omendmenl process. 

Additional Sfoff Amendment 
Additionol clorificotion hos been odded lo this section to specify public nofif icotion 
responsibilities f or oll omendment types. 



11.10.040 

A. 

C. 

D. 

å&ff#ñ-åAmendments to this Title. 

General. 

l. 	 Substantive amendments to this Title or amendments necessary to
 
ensure conformance with othel City Titles rnay be prepared by any
 
bureau but will be coordinated by the Bureau charged with those
 
responsibilities in the Title in consnltation with the Bureaus of
 
Planning and Sustainability, Parks and Recreation, Development
 
Services, Environmental Services, Transporlation, and Water.
 

2, 	 Teohnical corrections and rlatters ol'simple clarilication rnay be 
prepared and approved by the Auditor or City Attorney. 

urban Þ.orestry cornmission (UFC). The ulìc shall hold at least one 
public hearing for proposed amendments to this Title before making a 
recommendation on such an amendment. A hearing is not lequired for 
technical corrections or amendments needed to ensure conlbrmance with 
other City Titles. 

Planning and Sustainability Comrnission (PSC), The PSC may provide 
input on the proposed amendments to the LJIìC. The PSC shall holcl a 
public hearing for any proposed substantive amendrnents to Chapter I 1.50 
Trees in Development Situations, Chapter I L60 l.echnical Specifications, 
or Chapter 11.70 Enforcement. A hearing is not required for technical 
corrections or atnendments needed to ensure conformance with other City 
Titles. 

Mean$g. 	 Notilìcation lìequirernents. 

l. 	 ljlìc or PSC Flearing. Notice of any public hearing held by the 
UIIC or PSC to consider a proposed substantive amendment to this 
Title shall be mailed to Metro, the Oregon Departrnent of 
Transportation, all recognized organizations, affected bureaus, ancr 
interested persons who have requested such notice. Notice shall 
also be published in a recognized newspaper and mailed at least 30 
days prior to the hearing. 

2.	 Urban For r be notifìed 
anv amerì needed to er fòrrnance with 
tittes or technical corrections a rninimum of 14 days prior to a final 
decision. 

city council IJearing. Notice ol'the hearing shall be rnailecl to 
those who testified at the IJIrC hearing, either in person or in 
writing, or those who requested such notice . If hearings were not 
held by the UFC or PSC, notice shall be mailed to all alfected 
Bureaus and persons who have requested such notice . Notice shall 
be published in a recognizecl newspaper and mailed at reast 14 

2 
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4. 	 The notifications required bv this section shall be the responsibility 

of the Bureau coordinating the amendment or technical correction. 

E. 	 City Council. The City Council shall hold at least one public hearing on all 
amendments that are not considered technical. City Council rnakes the 
hnal decision on amendrrents, after considering the recommendations of 
the UFC and PSC and after hearing testimony from the public. 

F, lNo Changel 
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Amendm ent #4 

CLAIIIF'Y AND BXPAND TAIILE 4O.I 

Toble 40-1 Overlay Zones ond Plon Districts 

fn some plon districts ond overlay zones, certoin treeremovol is regulaled by the Zoning 
Coderather thon Title 11. Toble 40-1 wos included in this section to direct readers to the 
oppropriote set of regulations ond to serve os o useful "ot o glonce" tool for readers to 
guickly determine which regulotions opply. However,lhe currently odopted toble does not 
confain oll scenorios where zoning code regulotions opply. These gops in information moy 
røsult in readers inodvertently opplying the wrong set of røgulotions or ossuming their Iree 
is øxempt (from either Title 11 or Title 33 or both) when it is not. 

This omendment exponds Toble 40-1 to copture lhe vost mojority of situotions where zoning 
code regulotions opply. Including this informotion will help prevent inodverfent zoning or 
tree code violations. 

This omendment olso includes revisions to copture the eliminotion of the minimum slreet 
Jree size threshold proposed in Amendment #3. 

Additionol Stoff Amendment 
Additionol clorif icotion hos been odded to the column oddressing Title 33, Zoning Code 
opplicobility, including revising theheader in the lost column Io reflect zoning "code" review, 
os wellos odditionol longuoge in this colurnn thol specifies lhot if alree does not meeT the 
Titlellsituotions"listedintheToble"thenaTitle33zoningcodereviewisreguired, This 
revision is indicoted in lhe proposød table by underlining odded languoge and s+rike*hreugh 
deleted languoge. 
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[Amcnd Tablc 40-1 in Section 11.40.020 wifh fhc f'ollowing changes in the proposed 
tablel 

a moval in Zones and l'lan Districts llTablc 40-1 Trce lle 
Overlay Zone or Tll Titlc I I tree permits for T33 Title 33 zloning Code rcvicw for 

Plan District Tree removing: l2l Tree renoving: 
Size Size 

Environmental Street . Trees within l0 feet of buildings Street . Healthy native trees that do not 
conservation and all or attached structures all rneet th e listed-+i+ua+ions 
protection overlay 
zones "c" "p" 

City
/) 

¡ 
. 

Nuisance species treos 
Non-native non-nuisance tlees 

City 
all 

applicablefitle 11s 
listed in this table 

See: 33,430.080 Pr¡vate 
>6" 

. Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees 
when wood l2 illclrcs in 

Private 
all 

diarneter ancl gleatel is left in the 
same ownership, unless the City 
Forester approves lernoval of 
diseased wood frorn the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

. l"rees plojecting into a City­
designated view corridor 

Greenway ovcrìay Street . Nuisance species trees Strcet . Native l'rees 
zones 
ú(n)r ((q'r ((g" ((l'r (c[rt 

See: 33.440.320 

all 
City 
/J 

. 
I 

I)angerous trees 
Trees landward of the greenway 
setback ir'ì "g" "i" "t" overlays 

all 
City 
all 

' 
' . 

Non-native non-uuisance trees 
Dead ol dying trees 
'lì'ees not meeting the listed 

Private 
>6" 

Private 
all 

situations when located within or 
livelward of the gt'eenway 
setback "r" overlays 

. 'l-rees not rneeting the listed 
situations when located in "n" 

Pleasant Valley Street r Trees within l0 f'eet of buildings Strcct 
"q" overlays 
Ílealthy native trees thal do no1 

Natural Resoul'ces all or attached structures all meet the 1isæd-si+ua+iens 
Overlay Zone "y" 
See:33.465.080 

City
/) 

. 

. 
Nuisance species trees 
Non-native non-nuisance trees 

City 
all 

applicablc l-itlc I I situations 
listed in this tabìe 

Private 
>6" 

. l)ead, Dying, or Dangelous frees 
whcn wood l2 inchcs in 

Private 
all 

diarneter and greater is left in 
the sarne ownership, unless the 
City Forestel approves relnoval 
of diseased wood fi'ortr the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

Scenic lìcsource Street ' All Street "l"l'ees Strcet 'l'recs within the street setbacl< or 
Overlay Zone all ¡ Trees within l0 fcet of buildings nla lirst 20 lèet fì'om the strect lot 

S City o¡' attached structures City line that do not rneet the ltsted 
?t . Nuisance species trees >6" situa+ions-aplrlicablc l'itle I I 

Only applies to trees in 
Scenic Corridors that 

ttrivate 
>6" 

. 
¡ 

Dead, Dying, or Daugerous trees 
'lì'ees associated with tlre repair 

Private 
>6" 

situations listed in this table 

are within the and mainteltance of water, sewer 
minimum street or storm water lines 
setback or the first 20 . Trees within 20 feet of a public 
feet fi'om the street lot 
line where no street . 

safety RIl Transtnission Facility 
Any Private or City trees (12" 

setback exists. provided that replanting is rnct in 
See: 33.480.040.8.2. accordance with 33.248.030 [3] 

Note Il] If a site is in more than one overlay zone ol'Plan District, the regLrlatiolls for lroth areas apply 
[2]All Plan l)istricts arrd overlay zones require tlee replacen]ent, or as allowecl by the City lìor.ester-. 

[3] Minimum planting is required to ¡neet zoning code requir.ements. 
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The following summorizeskey omendments fo The toble: 

1) Two existing plon districts havebeen odded to the first column Cascade 
Stotion/Portlond Internationol CenIer Plon District; ond Portlond fnternotionol 
Airport Plon District. These two plon districts include speciol environmentol zone 
provisions thot differ slightly f rom lhe general environm¿nlal overlay zone 
provisions. 

2) Zoning Code røf erences are moved to the f irst column to moke them more prominenf
 
in the toble.
 

3) New columns hov¿ been added identifying the opplicoble tree size and type for both
 
the Tree Code and Zoning Code regulations f or grealer clority.
 

4) Reguirements f or tree removol ossocioted wilh repoir ond mointenance of warer,
 
sewet or storm woter lines hove beenadded to the Scenic Corridor, Rocky Butte
 
Plon District, ond Johnson Creek Bosin Plon District.
 

5) Reguirements for treeremovol neor Rodio Freguency Tronsmission Focilities hove
 
been odded to the Scenic Corridor.
 

ó) Where ihe zoning code specifies locotion and/or numbers of replocemenl |rees to
 
quolify for o Tif le lLtree permit process, thesespecificotions hove been odded to
 
the relevont overloy or plon district.
 

7) Footnotes have 6een odded to reinforce lhe requirement that replac emen| trees
 
are reguired in oll coses, excepl when the City Forester modif ies or wqives thot
 
requirement. This was odded lo oddress concerns thot including specif ic
 
replacement requirøments f rom the zoning code f or those overloy or plon districl
 
oreos noted a6ove, the toble moy imply thot røplocemenl is not reguir¿d in other 
oreos or sifuolions. 
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Overlay Z<tne or 
Plan District 

'ilI 
Tree 

Tablc 40­ablc ¡l(l-l (Continuccl 
Title I I trec permits for 

rcmoving; l2l 
't33 
.I'rec 

Titlc 33 'ilonilng Codc rcview for 
reuroving: 

Size Size 
Cascade Street . Trees within l0 feet of buildings Strect . llealthy native trees that do not 
Station/Portla nd all or attached stl'uctures all rn cct th c hsted* r+ua+ions 
Illternational Center 
Plan District 

City . 
. 

Nuisance species trees 
Non-native non-nuisance trees 

City 
all 

applicablcl'itle I I situations 
listed in this table 

See: 33.508.340 Private . l)ead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Privatc 
>6" when wood l2 inchcs ill all 

Only applies to trees diameter and greater is left in the 
located in a "c" oI' "p" same ownerslrip, unless the City 
ovellay Folester approves rernoval of 

diseased wood fi'om the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other lrees 

. l'r'ees projecting into a City­
designated view corridor 

Columbia South Street ¡ 'lrees within l0 feet of buildings Street . Ì lealthy native trees that do not 
Shore Plan District all or attached stl'uctures all rn eet t hc Hs+ed-si+ua+isns 
See 33.515.262 &. 

33.515.214 
City
/) 

. 

. 
Nuisance species trees 
Dead, Dying, or l)angerous trees 

City 
all 

applicable l-itle ll situations 
listed in this table 

Private when wood l2 inches in Privatc . l-lealthy non-native non-
Only applies to trees >6" diameter and greater is left in the all nuisance trees that do not rneet 
located in a "c" or "p" 
overlay 

same ownership, unless the City 
Forester approves removal of 

th e lis{ed-situa+iensappltçAþþ 

l-rtle ll situationffi 
diseased wood lì'otl the site table 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

Johnson Crcel< Iìasin Street . All Street Trees Strcct ¡ 'frees within 20 feet of the 
Plan District all . Nuisance specics trees nla Springwater Corridor lot line; on a 
33.537.t25 

Only applies to trees: 
. Within 20 feet of the 

Springwater Corridot 

City
/) 

Privatc 
>6" 

. 

' . 

Trees within l0 feet of buildings, 
attached structures, or light-of­
way improvernents 
Dead, Dying, or l)angerous trees 
Trees associated with the repair 

City 
>6" 

Privatc 
) 6',t 

site with any portion in the special 
flood hazald area; and/or on a sitc 
with any portion in the South 
Subdistlict that do not meet {åe 
sj{+ratjonsJjstedapplicable Title I I 

lot line; 
r On a site with any 

and rnaintenance of water, sewer 
or stonn water lines 

s ituati oru_þþ{¡ ¡¡¡[þ¡4þle 

portion in the special . Any other 6" to 12" tree provided 
flood hazard alea; that at least two tlees are planted. 
and/or 

. On a site with any 
[3] Tlees removed within 20 feet 
of'tlre Springwater Col'l'idor must 

poftion in the South be replaced within 20 feet of the 
Subdistrict. corridol' 

Note [1] lf a site is in more than one overlay zone ol Plan District; the legulations for both a.eus ¿rpply. 

[2] All Plan Distlicts and overlay zones lequire tree replacemelìt, or as allowed by the City ìr'orester. 
[3] Minimurn planting is required to meet zoning code r.equirernents. 
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ablc 40- Continucdì ll 

Overlay Zone or 
Plan District 

Tlt 
Tree 

Title I I trec permits for 
removing: l2l 

1'33 
'l'rec 

Titlc 33 r)/otrittg Code revicrv 
lbr removing: 

Size Size 
Portland Street . 'Irees within l0 lèet of buildings Strcet Ilealthy native trees that clo not 
International Airport all ol attached stl'uctures all n1 eet th e lisæd,r;i{uatjons 
Plan District See: 

33.56s.s40 
City
/) 

. 

. 
Nuisance species trees 
Non-native non-nuisance tlees 

City 
all 

applicable'l'itle I I situations 
listed in this table 

Applies only to trees 
located in a "c" ol' "p" 

Itrivate 
>6" 

. Dead, Dying, or Dangelous trees 
when wood l2 inches in 

Private 
all 

ovellay diarneter and greater is left in the 
sarne ownership, unless the City 
Forester approves removal of 
diseased wood lì'orr the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees. 'lhis does 
not apply in landscaped areas of 
golf courses 

. 'l-rees projecting into a City­
cìesignated view corridor 

Rocl<y Buttc Plan Street . All Street Trees Street 'l'r'ees that do not meet the 
District 
See: 33.570.040 

all 
Citv > 

J 

' r 
Nuisance species trees 
Trees within l0 feet of buildings, 
attached structures, or right-of­

r¡la 

City
>6" 

si{utrlions-Hsledapplicable Title 
I 1 situations listed in this table 

Private 
) 6t' . 

I 

way irnprovements 
Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees 
Trees associated with the repair' 

Private 
>6', 

and lrraintenance of water, sewer 

I 
ol'storm water lines 
Auy other 6" to 12" diarneter tree 
provided that at least two trees 
are planted [3] 

South Auditorium Strect Dead, Dying, or l)angerous trees Strcct 'Iì'ees that do not meet the 
Plan District all plovidcd al leasl onc trcc is all si+ua+isns,lis+edApllça blç_I i! I e 
See: 33.580. I 30 City

/) 
planted in the same genelal 
location or in accordance with 

City 
)> 6',t 

Ll_ s ituati on s IgL-e.¡l r¡_drls_.tLi¡l¿Lç 

Private 
>6" 

the adopted Iandscaping plan Private 
>6" 

Note Ii] If a site is in rnore than one overlay zone or Plan District, the regulations for both areas apply. 
[2] All Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree leplacement, or as allowed by the City Forester. 
[3] Minimurn planting is required to lneet zoning code r.ec¡uirements. 
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New Amendment #9 

INCLUDE A DBFINITION FOR THE "h" OVEIILAY 

Chapter 11.80 Def initions ond Meosurements 

Section 11.40.050 provides stondords ond review foctors for privote trees. This includes 
requirements for Type'A'pruning permits. Some trees may receive on "Exceplion" lo the 
requiremenTs ond moy be pruned without obtoining o permil. One of these existing 
exceptions is for crown mointenonce ond crown reduction of trees within the Portlond 
fnternofionol Airport Plon District or Coscode Station/Porlland fnternotional Center Plon 
Districf whenthey exceed the protectedheight limit delineotedby the "h" overlay zonefor 
the safely of oircroft operotions. 

The "h" overlay, or oircroft landing zone,is olreody o designoted overloy zone shown on the 
OfficialZoning Mop, While the "h" overloy isref erenced in Tille 11, o definition for this 
zonewas inodvertently left out, leoving it somewhot ombiguous to whol the "h" overlay zone 
referred. This omendment odds o def inition for the "h" overloy, ensuring consistency 
belweenthe zoning code ond Title 1i, ond eliminoting fhis ombiguity. 
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cHAl,TIilt 11.80 

DEFINITIONS AND MEASUREMBNTS 

11.80.010 [No Changc] 

11.80.020 DefinitionsandMeasurements. 

A. 	 [No Change] 

lì. 	 'fhe definition of words with specifÌc meaning in the tree code are as 

follows: 

I - 18. [No change] 

19. 	 "Overlay Zones and Plan Districts" refers to any of the following 
overlay zones or plan districts as shown on the Official Zoning 
Map, unless the specific regulation states otherwise: 

a - d. [No Change] 

e. 	 Aircraft Landing Zone. for trees located within the aircraft 
landing zone. shown on the Official Zonine Map with an 
,,hrr. 

I 	 Johnson Creek Basin Plan District, only applied to the 
South Subdistrict, to areas within the special flood hazard 
area, and to sites that abut the Springwater Corridor. 

f.g. 	 Rocky Butte Plan District 

g.h. 	South Auditorium Plan District 

l0 




