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Exhibit A

Title 11, Trees — Proposed Code

See Citywide Tree Policy Review Volume 3



Exhibit B

Amendments to Titles 3, 8, 14, 16, 20, 24, 31

See Citywide Tree Policy Review Volume 3
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Exhibit C

Customer Service and Community Access

The proposals presented in this section are critical components of the overall Citywide
Tree Project recommendation package. Proposals for future projects to develop a
Community Tree Manual and to establish a single point of contact for tree related
inquiries were strongly supported by the project Stakeholder Discussion Group, along
with a proposal to develop a 24-hour Tree Hotline. There was also significant interest in
exploring ways to plan for and manage trees at a neighborhood scale, rather than site by
site. During their work sessions, the Planning and Urban Forestry Commissions also
expressed a desire to allow public access to tree permit records and activity through an
on-line portal such as PortlandMaps. These proposals are presented below for
consideration.

Community Tree Manual

The Citywide Tree Project Stakeholder Discussion Group, the Planning Commission,
and the Urban Forestry Commission strongly supported the development of a
“Community Tree Manual” (or “Tree Manual”) to complement the tree regulations.

Initially the Tree Manual was envisioned primarily as a document that translates the tree
regulations into “plain English.” Development community representatives expressed
interest in placing technical specifications in the Tree Manual as administrative rules,
which can be more readily updated than the code. While there is still interest in
converting some of the technical standards and specifications to administrative rule, the
Tree Manual concept has evolved to focus on providing a community educational and
informational resource rather than a regulatory document.

Neighborhood representatives warmed to the Tree Manual concept as a tool to provide
information about the benefits of urban trees, tree care, and best management practices.
There is also interest in creating a tool to educate children about the importance of trees,
and foster their appreciation and understanding of trees in their neighborhoods and
schools.

City staff and stakeholders also want the Tree Manual to be a “living resource” that
would be housed and maintained on a new Tree Website. While there will likely be
specific printed products, the primary focus will be on the development of user-friendly
on-line products and tools.
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As a community resource the Tree Manual will help support and complement other
public initiatives and investments. For example, through the Grey to Green Initiative,
the City initiated an aggressive rethink of its infrastructure policy, and has begun
investing millions of dollars in green infrastructure facilities. In addition to the existing
urban forest canopy that faces the pressure of development, 50,000 street trees and
33,000 yard trees will be planted by the city over a several year period. Providing
information to help Portlanders maintain existing tree assets is important to protect this
investment in planting new trees.

As envisioned, the Tree Manual will serve the following purposes and goals;

1. Raise community awareness of trees and benefits of Portland’s urban forest

2. Provide information and case examples to assist Portland residents, arborists and
developers in selecting, planting, caring for, and preserving/ protecting trees

3. Provide simple and illustrative information to help property owners and developers
understand and work with City tree regulations (graphics, standard operating
procedures, example site plans and applications, etc.)

The Tree Manual will address the following topics:
Portland’s Trees, Tree Programs and Benefits of Trees

The Community Tree Manual would provide information on Portland’s urban forest
and the ecological, social and economic benefits of trees in the city. It would describe the
functions of trees and how they contribute to public, economic, and watershed health

and welfare. The manual would also provide
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manual would provide information on community
organizations such as Friends of Trees and local

programs or events.

Tree Care and Topics of Interest

The Tree Manual would provide basic information to help Portlanders understand how
trees work and how to care for their trees. The manual would also provide information
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and guidance on particular topics of interest. The format would rely on photos and
graphics to help illustrate key points and encourage tree planting and maintenance.

* Basic tree care - planting, mulching and watering, pruning, removal,
preventing hazards

¢ Trees and utilities

o Fire resistant trees and/or landscapes

e Trees and solar access

¢ Trees and stormwater

o Food bearing trees and edible landscapes

» Trees and wildlife - native trees; habitat trees, providing food and cover,
preventing hazards

¢ Trees and views
¢ Alternative sidewalk and building construction to preserve trees

» Trees and groves - preservation in the long term - easements, tracts,
neighborhood agreements

¢ Neighborhood tree plans
Tree Code Primer ~ “Tree Rules Made Simple”

The Tree Manual would present user-friendly information, instructions, and examples to
help people understand and comply with the tree regulations. The manual would
outline City and property owner roles and responsibilities. The Tree Manual could
provide updated forms and worksheets, and tips or example site plans with required
tree information to assist in meeting development application submittal requirements.

The manual could also contain information and potentially technical specifications
relating to tree protection, replacement, etc. Like the City’s Stormwater Management
and Erosion Control Manuals, the Tree Manual would feature ‘lay language’
information, diagrams and illustrations to foster creative site design and construction
methods. The Tree Manual could potentially integrate information and guidelines
contained in the City’s existing “Tree and Landscaping Manual”. The Tree Manual could
be readily updated to reflect the ongoing evolution in urban forestry management
guidance and technologies. The contents might look something like this:

City tree regulations - how to stay out of trouble!

¢ Tell me what I can (and can’t) do - allowances, prohibited activities such as
topping or harming active migratory bird nests
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¢ When do I need a permit? - in development and non-development situations; trees
on public, city and private property;

e What's a Tree Plan? ~ tips and examples for producing Tree Plans and producing
complete project applications
o When should I hire an arborist? - to plant, prune and remove trees; to prepare tree

reports when development is proposed

e Designing with Trees - innovative examples and approaches to integrate trees into
proposed development and the payoff

e Measuring Trees - dealing with straight trunk; trunks on angle or slope, split
trunk; canopy density

e Protecting Trees - fencing requirements; avoiding compaction in the root zone;
alternative methods for root protection; subsurface root protection

e Tree planting requirements ~ tree canopy size, tree spacing, tree replacement and
mitigation, recommended species

¢ Tree appraisal methods
s Standards and specifications - distance from utilities, clearance and visibility

e Forms
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Potentially the Tree Manual could incorporate elements of the Tree and Landscaping

Manual and, along with potential future administrative rules relating to trees, could

complement other City manuals including:

Water Bureau Developer's Manual - ARB UTL-4.02

BES Stormwater Management Manual - ARB ENB-4.01

BES Sewer and Drainage Facilities Design Manual - ARC ENB-4.14
BDS Erosion and Sediment Control Manual - ARB ENB-4.10

PBOT Design Guide for Public Street Improvements - ARB TRN-1.10

Fire and Rescue - Design Manual for Fire Protection Systems and Processes -
ARB FIR-2.01

A basic project work plan is presented below. Currently, it is envisioned that the project

will be coordinated by the Urban Forestry program staff, in close collaboration with the

Bureaus of Development Services and Environmental Services. The bureaus of Planning

and Sustainability, Transportation, and Water will also be called on to assist or review

draft products. The existing Urban Forest Action Plan Coordinating Committee will be

consulted during the project.
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1a | Hone project work plan

Products:

- Tasks, timelines, products

- Stakeholder input

1D partners and other funding sources

2a | Project Management

Products:

- Work plan (tasks/timeline)/budget

- Project website development and maintenance

- Interbureau coordination

- Stakeholder involvement strategy development/coordination
- Grant and contract management

2b | Tree Benefits — Ecosystem Services/Watershed Health
Products:

- chapters/brochures and website:

- video?

2c | Tree Care ‘module’

Products:

- chapters/brochures and website:
- tree planting and establishment
- tree maintenance (pruning, etc.)
- oot protection methods

2d | Tree ‘Topics of interest’
Products:
- chapters/brochures and website

- trees and wildlife/habitat

- fruit and nut trees

- trees and solar energy systems

2e | Tree Code Primer

Products:

- handouts explaining tree codes for development and non-development situations (scenarios,
guidance)

- forms w/ examples of complete permit applications, supporting documentation, trees on site and
tree plans, etc.

instructions for accessing tree permit information
L

“Designing with trees”

Products: ‘

- case studies

- illustrations - land divisions, developments, small sites

3a
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Proposed Tree Manual Products and Budget

City staff have started compiling information to produce the Tree Manual. The Tree
Manual will be primarily maintained on-line, with targeted printed products. Other
types of products may include videos or K-12 grade curriculum. The Tree Manual
would be produced in a manner that supports City sustainability and waste reduction
goals, and that makes the information accessible to the public at little to no cost. The
manual will be readily accessible on-line as an interactive hyperlinked document. People
seeking information would be able to get answers to questions on line, or could print the
pertinent sections of the manual rather than purchasing a complete document.

The estimated cost and time needed to produce the Community Tree Manual will vary
depending on staffing, funding availability and the extent of community involvement.
Staffing is needed to coordinate the project, including coordination with bureaus,
stakeholder involvement, contract and grant management, and product development.
Staffing or other professional services are needed to develop the technical products,
including producing text and graphics, creating and maintaining an interactive website,
video production, and translation of materials for non-English speakers.

The proposed budget in the Recommended Draft to Council (December 2010) for the
Tree Manual included the following one-time allocations from the general fund in FY
2011-12:

= $48,000 for 0.5 Botanical Specialist II in the Bureau of Parks and Recreation
* $47,000 for 0.5 City Planner II in the Bureau of Development Services

= $40,000 professional services contract(s) to assist in website development,
graphics, etc.

* The Bureau of Environmental Services intends to staff the project using existing
staff resources.

The bureaus have since agreed that they could produce key initial elements of the
Community Tree Manual without additional budget resources.

In order to hone the project scope and foster public acceptance and “ownership” of the
Community Tree Manual, the next step is to engage City bureaus and community
stakeholders in the project scoping process. This collaboration would help hone the
scope of the Tree Manual, identify key audiences and users of the products, identify
potential partnership and funding opportunities.
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SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT AND 24-HOUR TREE HOTLINE PILOT PROJECT
Overview

To complement the adoption of the new, consolidated tree code (Title 11) and updates to
the Zoning Code (Title 33), the project recommendations include the establishment of a
single point of contact to field public inquiries, answer basic questions, and direct people
to the appropriate City program staff, for various tree related regulations and
procedures. This position will also help administer tree permits, including providing
information to applicants, initial permit screening and logging into the permit tracking
system, and reviewing applications for completeness. This position may be authorized
to issue Type A permits or pruning permits where documentation from a qualified
professional is included with the application.

Given these important functions, the single point of contact position will serve as a
bridge between Urban Forestry and Development Services for customers and the public,
to seamlessly integrate tree requirements for both development and non-development
situations and negate the need to navigate through two separate bureaus to obtain tree
information. Since a majority of inquiries will be coming in via the phone and the new
tree website, the physical location of the staff fulfilling the screening function is not
critical. Currently an Office Support Specialist II (OSSII) at Urban Forestry field public
inquiries determines if they need to talk to BDS or Urban Forestry staff. The proposal is
to add a Botanic Specialist I to work closely with the OSSII at Urban Forestry staff at
Delta Park to answer the more complicated and difficult questions, help develop
informational materials, and assist in tree permit research and administration.

In addition, the proposal includes establishing a 24-hour hotline to field questions and
reports of tree cutting after normal City business hours and on weekends. Tree cutting
after normal business hours and on weekends was a key concern outlined in the
Southwest Tree Committee report, and was also raised during Citywide Parks Team
meetings and other forums.

The Citywide Tree Project Stakeholder Discussion Group strongly supported
establishing the single point of contact to assist the public by connecting them with the
right bureau and expertise for their questions. Strong support was also voiced for the 24-
hour hotline to improve customer service, help prevent inadvertent or intentional tree
cutting violations, and to provide information during non-business hours. The Inter-
bureau Project Team worked together to develop the following proposal and cost
estimates.
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OBJECTIVES

L 4

The Single Point of Contact (SPoC) will be readily accessible to the public,
providing prompt responses to questions on the full range of City tree programs.
The SPoC will be well versed in City programs and regulations various tree-
related permitting issues. The SPoC will have the ability to refer citizens to tree
care and permit related information.

The 24-Hour Tree Hotline pilot project will utilize the Bureau of Environmental
Services’ 24-hour Spill-Response line to facilitate processing of citizen complaints,
confirm existence of a permit for a subject property, and collect information at the
site when active tree cutting may be in violation of City regulations. Public
awareness about the hotline after hours staff response should help deter egregious
illegal tree cutting activities. It should be noted that the effectiveness of the tree
hotline will likely depend on the establishment of the standardized tree removal
permit system and upgrade of the tree permit information into TRACS.

These two services in combination will achieve the following benefits:

Exhibit C — Customer Service and Community Access - March 31, 2011

Coordinated cross-referral with existing after hours phone lines and services

Increased efficiency of City staff by utilizing automated telephone routing
technology to help direct citizens to the appropriate City program.

Improved customer service by providing automated responses acknowledging
submittal of an inquiry. Automated responses may be programmed to be multi-
lingual as well to reach a wider audience. Standard operating procedures may be
later developed to establish timelines to respond to these inquiries.

Enhanced routing of calls to the responsible bureau and program. Urban Forestry
would be the entry point for questions about trees and tree permit requirements
when no development is occurring, while BDS would be the entry point for tree
requirements during development.

Efficient technical and administrative support to ensure that tree permits are
processed consistently and in a timely manner, and to support and facilitate the
work conducted by City tree inspectors.

Enhanced data and evidence collection on after-hours illegal cutting.

Increased opportunities to raise public awareness of trees in neighborhoods,
to deter violations, and to educate citizens about how they can access tree
permitting information.
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Portals - Tree Phone Line and Website

Tree Telephone Contact Line. A telephone contact line will be established provide
an entry point for public inquiries and tree complaints. During normal work day
hours, the single point of contact will field questions relating to tree programs, or
route calls and emails to appropriate bureaus. This will be a live response. The
single point of contact will be available by phone, email, or in person. Permit
applications can be picked up at either the DSC or Delta Park Urban Forestry office,
and returned by mail or in person to Delta Park or by email. It is also envisioned
that permits may one day be applied for online.

At the conclusion of each workday, the daytime telephone line would shift to “after
hours mode”. The system could route calls by using a touchtone menu operating
system, for example the system could route callers as follows:

s For emergencies “hang up and dial 911.”

e For trees obstructing or threatening to fall into the street, “press 1”. The caller
would be routed to the existing Bureau of Parks and Recreation Urban Forestry
response crews called out by Stanton Yard.

s Callers concerned about possible illegal tree removal currently taking place,
“press 2,” to be routed to an after hours voicemail message.

The caller could leave a detailed message including the site address, whether the
tree is on private property or in the planting strip or other public property, the type
of tree removal activity, and questions/concerns. Callers would also be asked to
leave their name and contact number so that a staff person can return the call
“within the next 30 to 60 minutes.”

For the duration of the pilot project, these after-hours calls will be automatically
routed to the existing Bureau of Environmental Services (BES) Spill Response
Hotline, 823-7180. BES staff would verify through the City’s permit tracking system
whether a tree removal permit has been issued or if a Tree Plan has been approved
as part of a development proposal.

If there is no permit on record and there is a reasonable chance of stopping the tree
cutting, staff could conduct a site visit to inquire whether the responsible party had
the proper permits or to collect documentation of the potentially illegal cutting (e.g.,
photos). If there is not a reasonable chance of stopping the illegal tree cutting, the
caller would leave information for subsequent follow up. All confirmed un-
permitted or otherwise illegal tree cutting activities would be routed to Urban
Forestry or BDS staff for enforcement.

Callers inquiring about general permit requirements or other general tree
questions could automatically obtain additional information regarding the permit
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program and office hours would be played, and the caller could leave a message,
which would be returned during the next 24 to 48 hours.

Tree Website

In addition to the telephone line portal, the bureaus plan to create a new City
website specifically for trees. The website would provide the following types of
functions:

° Access for the public to apply online for a tree permit (rather than making a
trip to Delta Park or BDS)

¢ Prompts to help users determine which permits are needed

e Phone numbers to call with questions during and after normal business
hours

e Links to BDS brochures regarding the tree regulations

* Resources and links to the community tree manual and information to learn
more about trees and tree care, how to preserve trees through the
development process, selecting the right tree for the right location, the value
of trees, etc.

Program Monitoring

The 24-Hour Tree Hotline pilot project will last one to two years. During this period
staff will monitor activity, evaluate the demand for the service, and determine if the
program should be continued, modified or terminated. The following information
should be collected and assessed:

e Number of complaint calls, number of calls resulting in an enforcement case, and
number of site visits made to address after hours illegal tree cutting.

e Effectiveness of technology used to route and process different
tree-related situations.

e Satisfaction of callers using the Single Point of Contact and automated phone
system.

* Additional resources needed to support continuing these customer services,
especially after-hours efforts.

Costs

* Single Point of Contact - This position would be staffed by a Botanical Specialist I,
Forestry Specialty at 1 FTE. BDS and Parks will further develop the job description
in preparation for the fiscal year 2012-13 budget process. The ongoing cost range
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for this position at the top of the payscale and with benefits would be
approximately $90,000.

e Phone Tree System Install -~ BTS estimates that this request is within the existing
calling system. Assume $1,000 for any incidental line costs and up front work.

¢ After Hours Response - Assume 3 after hours calls a week, on-call fees already
being paid by BES, and %2 hour of research per tree call. Assume every 4th call
needs a site visit which takes 2 hours. Assume overtime rate 1.5 at the top of the
Environmental Tech II wage rate ($30.72x 1.5 = $46.08) and 15% overhead.

156 calls x Y2 hour x $46.08 = $3,594
39 site visits x 3 hours x $46.08 =  $5,391
Overhead = $1,348
TOTAL $10,333

PERMIT TRACKING SYSTEM & PUBLIC ACCESS TO PERMIT INFORMATION
Overview

The City currently maintains a permit tracking software system (TRACS) that was
established for development and land use-related case activity. This system has since
been expanded to track public works permits, property nuisance abatement, and more
recently Urban Forestry’s tree permits.

The current tree permit tracking system has been designed primarily to respond to City
and Street tree permit activity, not to track permits for trees on private property. Due to
budget limitations the current system is not set up to process fees or to involve other
bureau reviewers.

The proposal is to upgrade the City’s permit tracking system to support the City tree
permit system as proposed by the Citywide Tree Project before the updated tree permit
regulations go into effect. Updating the permit tracking system will require revising
forms and letters to reflect new code citations and requirements. Type A permits, Type B
permits and Programmatic Permits will need to be incorporated into the types of Urban
Forestry permits that TRACS handles. Additional information fields will help streamline
the permit reviews and make reporting more meaningful. The system will also need a
field so that reviewers can confirm that the proposed tree removal will not violate any
zoning requirements or land use conditions.

In addition to process and reporting efficiencies gained, the Permit Tracking system
allows posting of information online at PortlandMaps. Applicants, neighbors, and
others can obtain information on the status of permit applications or enforcement
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actions in the area. This tool will help the City investigate complaints as well. Future
improvements to PortlandMaps may even allow the system to notify individuals when
tree permits are applied for in their neighborhood. At present the tree permit system is
designed for internal city use, making it difficult for the public to access the information.
The system needs to be set up to process permit fees, and to allow the public to access
information on the status and scope of tree permit applications via PortlandMaps

OBJECTIVES

e The proposed upgrades to the Permit Tracking system will coordinate and speed
tree permit reviews, enable faster payment processing, allow payment by cash,
check, or credit card.

¢ Make the permit system more transparent and accessible to permit applicants and
the public. Applicants will be able to obtain real-time information on their
application status. Interested parties can research tree-related activity in their
neighborhoods, information on posted public notice of pending tree removals, and
confirm that permits were obtained before calling in a complaint.

¢ Changes to the tree permit system will enable remote access to this information
which is essential for the after-hours tree hotline to function.

¢ Provide the ability to track and analyze trends in tree removal and replacement
citywide.

PROPOSAL

The Bureau of Development Services recently received City Council approval to convert
TRACS to a new permitting software system (Accela). The conversion is expected to take
two years or longer to complete. While tree permit tracking system improvements could
potentially be integrated into the system-wide conversion to Accela, the new system
might not ready before the Title 11 regulations become effective.

To avoid this problem, the proposal is to contract for services to complete the necessary
improvements to TRACS during FY 2011-12 to ensure that the system is ready by the
time the new regulations go into effect. This upfront investment should offset costs to
the Accela conversion project by readying the TRACS Tree Permits for the conversion as
opposed to trying to integrate these system improvements concurrent with the
conversion process.

Program Monitoring
With the permit tracking system the City can track:
*  Number of permits
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*  Number of enforcement cases
* Number and size of trees removed
» Type of tree removed - evergreen vs. deciduous
»  Number of mitigation inches planted
*  Number of mitigation inches paid in lieu of planting
* Number of appeals
Costs

e The cost to upgrade TRACS for Tree Permits will depend on the amount of time
required to program and test the changes to the system. Initial Bureau of
Technology (BTS) Services staff believe that the following estimates are
conservative based on their familiarity with TRACS programming for other types
of permits. Since BTS will be largely occupied with the Accela conversion, this
work will need to be contracted to a qualified service provider.

- Assume 320 hours at $100 per hour.
320 hours x $100 = $32,000

o The costs for adding Tree Permit information to PortlandMaps should be
negligible and can be addressed as part of future work assignments with the
Accela conversion project. No additional cost is assigned to this task.

NEIGHBORHOOD TREE PLAN
Introduction

The Bureau of Parks and Recreation Urban Forestry Program is interested in advancing
the concept of a Neighborhood Tree Plan. The Neighborhood Tree Plan concept was also
supported by the Citywide Tree Project Stakeholder Group.

The Neighborhood Tree Plan would provide a mechanism for the City and community
to work as partners in setting priorities for trees in specific neighborhoods or areas of the
city. The plan could be entirely non-regulatory, providing a “vision,” goals and set of
priority projects and timelines. The Neighborhood Tree Plan could also potentially be
“endorsed” by the City Council, providing a tool to use in seeking public or private
funding for implementation.

The Neighborhood Tree Plan could also serve as a kind of “master plan,” like the
current Natural Resource Management Plans, with the purpose of to allowing tree
related activities or projects with lesser or more streamlined permitting requirements.
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Benefits

The Neighborhood Tree Plan offers unique benefits that cannot be obtained through
individual tree permits and site-by-site tree preservation, maintenance and replacement.
Benefits include the ability to:

¢ Establish tree preservation and planting goals for large sites or specific areas
or neighborhoods

° Promote protection and enhancement of tree groves or corridors spanning larger
areas or multiple properties

° Integrate objectives and activities for trees on public and private property, within
and outside environmental resource areas (e.g., environmental and greenway
overlay zones), and in development and non-development situations

* Focus tree planting on tree-deficient areas and community spaces (e.g., schools)

¢ Improve diversity of tree ages and species, and foster removal and replacement of
nuisance trees, over time

* Generate opportunities to address other goals for stormwater management, traffic
calming, solar access for energy systems and community or private gardens,
integration of fruit and nut trees, etc.

¢ Opportunity to reduce conflicts between utility location and public works projects,
and trees
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e Leveraging funds and provide economies of scale (e.g., community tree
planting projects)

e Fostering partnerships among neighbors

If the Neighborhood Tree Plan were adopted like a master plan, benefits might include:

o Offering ‘tree credits’ or “advance mitigation credits’ for proactive tree planting to
increase ecosystem services

* Reducing the public and private costs associated with administering individual
tree removal permits

Questions

While staff and stakeholders support this approach, the following questions should be
considered:

e How should the Neighborhood Tree Plan be administered, including tracking tree
preservation, removal, planting and maintenance activities over time?

e How would the Neighborhood Tree Plan be integrated with regulations pertaining
to vegetation removal and planting in resource overlay zones or plan districts
where tree removal and/or planting is governed by the Zoning Code?

e How would the Neighborhood Tree Plan interface with rules pertaining to trees in
development and non-development situations?

e Which persons or entities would be responsible for implementing Neighborhood
Tree Plans?

e What kind of agreements might be helpful, given that the plan would address
multiple properties and a mix of public and privately owned land?

o What are some approaches to develop Neighborhood Tree Plans? Should they be
endorsed by City Council? Used as a framework to allow future projects without
permits or with more streamlined permitting?

Demonstration Projects

It is recommended that the City continue to pursue funding for Neighborhood Tree
Plans. It would be beneficial to develop one or two demonstration projects, and in the
process develop a general approach and protocol that could be used in future projects.
The protocol could be included as a section in the City’s Community Tree Manual.

The Urban Forestry Program would collaborate with other bureaus and Neighborhood
Coalitions to identify one or more potential “demonstration neighborhoods.” It might be

Exhibit C — Customer Service and Community Access - March 31, 2011 16



possible to involve students, such as students in planning or landscape architecture
fields, in partnership with the City and a ‘demonstration neighborhood.’

The demonstration project would involve:

* Developing tree related goals and priorities for the neighborhood, including
priorities for preservation or enhancement of trees, groves, and corridors, canopy
quantity, quality, and distribution, tree age and species diversity, stormwater
management, food source, habitat, solar access or other objectives as appropriate

¢ Generating an implementation plan, and identifying one or more entities that
would be individually or collectively responsible for monitoring and tracking plan
implementation

¢ Identifying allowed and required tree removal, planting and maintenance
activities, clearly describing how these allowances and requirements would
supersede and/or interface with other relevant regulations for development and
non-development situations, and on public and private property

Funding

It is recommended that the City further develop the project scopes and explore potential
grant or other funding options to carry them out. The City should seek potential
partners including local academic institutions and public utilities to participate in the
projects.
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Exhibit D

Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial Impacts
and Budget Proposal

The previous sections of this chapter present the Citywide Tree Project proposal to
update, refine, and strengthen existing City tree regulations and related programs and
customer service activities.

This section presents the estimated tree canopy benefits and costs to implement the
project, and the current budget proposal. Additional information about the financial
impacts of the project is provided in the Financial Impact Statement (exhibit to the
ordinances)

Tree Canopy Benefits

Introduction

As described in previous chapters, implementing the Citywide Tree Project
Recommended Draft proposal will enhance the quantity and the quality of Portland’s
trees and associated canopy, and helps ensure that current and future tree canopy is
distributed and sustained throughout the city.

Specifically, new Title 11 Tree Preservation and Tree Density Standards will encourage
preservation of large healthy trees through new development standards an the updated
tree permit system. Preserving existing trees will contribute to the management of this
important City asset and help protect and reinforce City and community investments in
tree planting. Title 11 will also ensure that a baseline amount of trees is maintained
through preservation or planting on development sites.

Title 33, Planning and Zoning updates will now emphasize preserving healthy, high
quality trees, native trees, and tree groves, and preserving a minimum amount of trees
on land division sites. Title 33 amendments will also prompt consideration of tree
preservation in the context of Design Reviews and certain Conditional Uses, where
appropriate. Title 33 amendments will also ensure that tree protection and tree
replacement are addressed more consistently in existing environmental resource overlay
zones and specified plan districts.

In non-development situations, the standardized tree permit system will continue to
encourage retention of large healthy trees, while providing for more consistent tree
replacement across the city. The new prohibition on planting invasive tree species on
City property and rights-of-way will support City and community investments in
managing invasive plants and adds consistency with existing prohibitions on planting
these trees in required landscaping or natural resource areas.

Exhibit D - Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial Impacts and Budget Proposal March 31,2011 1

O



oo

Canopy estimating approaches are described below for the following project
recommendations: ‘

e Standardized tree permit system for trees on private property
e Tree preservation and tree density standards applied to development permits
e Trees and land use reviews

¢ Trees replacement in environmental zone transition and resource areas
In some instances the estimates are for acres of tree canopy preserved or tree canopy
planted to replace or mitigate for trees removed or tree standards not met. In these
situations, tree preservation and tree planting are inversely correlated. One can see that
the future canopy of trees planted will be greater than the area of canopy generated from
trees preserved today. This reflects the proposal to give “extra credit” for preserving
existing healthy trees, and to require more than a 1:1 tree replacement ratio. This
account for the loss of that asset and the time needed for new trees to provide similar
benefits to larger trees. Staff has taken an average of preservation and planting to come
up with an overall number to use in project discussions.

Like estimates for the financial impacts of the Citywide Tree Project, the tree canopy
estimates have been refined as the project proposal has evolved through the Planning
Commission and Urban Forestry Commission hearings process.

Approach

The following describes the general methodologies used to estimate incremental -
increases in tree canopy associated with the different components of the Citywide Tree
Project. Changes in tree canopy would occur due to 1) increased preservation of existing
trees, and 2) generation of future canopy through increased tree planting to replace
existing trees or meet other requirements.

The scenarios developed to estimate the tree canopy generated each year are intended to
be both plausible and conservative, to avoid over-estimating the projections. Therefore,
the actual incremental tree canopy increases may be greater than the estimates. Relevant
assumptions are also consistent with the assumptions used to evaluate potential
financial impacts of the proposal (e.g., future development permit activity).

More Standardized Permit System for Trees on Private Property (Absent

Development)
Permit System Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted
Single Family Lots 3.4
Currently Regulated Lots 0.35 3.59

Single Family Lots Eligible for the Homeowner Permit

As directed by Council, the more standardized permit system will apply to trees on
most lots in the city, including many of the single family lots that are currently exempt
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from tree permit requirements. Council has replaced this exemption with a different
exemption for lots less than 5000 square feet. As a result, the permit system will address
trees on approximately 55 percent more lots than addressed by current system.

Currently the public is relatively unaware of the City’s permit requirements for trees on
private property. Only about 120 permits per year are filed with the City, while several
thousand permits per year are filed for activities related to street trees. If private tree
permit applications increased by 2 to 4 times given the additional lots and proposed
“call before you cut” outreach campaign, the City would process about 500 permits per
year, or 380 more permits than the 120 permits currently processed. (The City of Lake
Oswego processes roughly 750 tree permits per year.)

The more standardized permit system will establish a streamlined permit for
homeowners, requiring replacement of any tree that is least 20 inches in diameter with
another tree. If half of the total permit applications were for trees on these homeowner
lots, the updated permit system would require replacement of 250 additional trees per
year. If these replacement trees were, on average, medium canopy type trees providing
about 600 s.f. of canopy at maturity, this would generate 3.4 additional acres of canopy
in the future.

(250 trees planted/year x 600 s.f./tree) / 43,560 s.f. per acre
= 3.4 future canopy acres planted per year

Currently Regulated Lots

The more standardized permit system will streamline current requirements by requiring
1:1 tree replacement for dead, dying and dangerous trees, and nuisance species trees,

and up to 4 healthy trees per year between 12 inches and 20 inches in diameter. The City
will continue to require up to inch-for-inch replacement for trees larger than 20 inches in
diameter and requests to remove more than 4 healthy trees at least 12 inches in diameter.

UF staff reports that currently ~80 percent of the tree removal permit applications are for
trees that are dead, dying or dangerous (DDD). If half of the total permit applications
were for trees on the currently regulated lots, and 80% of those applications were for
removal of DDD trees, the updated permit system would require replacement of 200
unhealthy trees per year. If these replacement trees were, on average, medium canopy
type trees providing about 600 s.f. of canopy at maturity, this would generate 2.75
additional acres of canopy in the future.

(200 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./ acre
= 2.75 future canopy acres planted/year

For the remaining 50 healthy trees, we assume that most of these trees are large trees
that are no longer wanted. If half (25) of the trees are less than 20 inches in diameter and
qualify for the 1:1 tree replacement, this would generate an additional 0.34 acres.

(25 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre
= 0.34 future acres planted/year
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If the other half (25) of the remaining healthy trees are at least 20 inches in diameter, the
City would require somewhere between one replacement tree and an inch-to-inch
replacement. Based on City experience the inch-for-inch replacement requirement often
acts as an effective deterrent to tree removal. If City required half of the 25 trees to be
replaced with 3 trees (12x3=36 replacement trees), and half to be replaced inch for inch
which in effect deterred their removal, and the canopy of those existing trees was on
average 1,200 s.f., the canopy effect would be:

(36 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre
= (.5 future acres planted/year

(13 trees preserved/year x 1,200 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./ acre
= (.35 canopy acres preserved/year

Tree Preservation and Density Standards (Applied Through Building Permits)

Development Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted

Tree Preservation 60

Tree Density 121

New Title 11 Tree Preservation Standards will apply to all development permits where
site disturbance will occur and trees 12 or more inches in diameter are present, with
some exceptions for small lots and additions on single family lots less than 10,000 sq. ft..

Consistent with assumptions used to estimate fiscal impact these standards will address
approximately 2,250 permits per year. If on average 1 large healthy tree were preserved
on these sites, an additional 2,250 trees would be preserved. If the average canopy of an
established mature tree was 1,200 square feet, the proposed standards would preserve
an additional 62 acres of canopy per year.

(2,250 sites/year X 1,200 s.f. preserved per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre = 62 acres preserved

Given the City Council’s direction to increase the small lot exemption from lots up to
3,000 sq. ft. to lots less than 5,000 sq. ft., this estimate could be reduced slightly since the
standards would apply to fewer lots during permitting. Given that less than 3% of the
existing canopy is located on lots less than 5000 sq. ft., and the percentage of lot area in
the city is less than 5 percent, than the impact of this change should be limited. It was
projected for fiscal impact assessment the new Tree Density Standards will apply to
4,400 development permits per year. The standards will vary by development type.
Across the development types (excluding open space zones), the tree density standards
are projected to establish and maintain canopy coverage for distinct urban land elements
(ULE’s).

One medium canopy tree will generally be required for each 500 square feet of site area
not occupied by buildings. If on average, each of the 4400 permits where tree density
standards are applied results in planting two medium canopy trees, the net result would
be 121 acres of future canopy.
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(4400 permits/year x 2 trees planted x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre
=121 future acres planted/year
The City Council has directed an exemption from the tree preservation standards and
tree density standards for industrial, employment and commercial zones that do not
have existing landscaped area standards (i.e., IH, IG1, EX, CX, CS, and CM). Currently,
these zones contain only 2.8% of the existing tree canopy in the city. It is not possible at
this time to estimate the annual impact of on future canopy of this exemption, however
over time the tree density standard would have generated additional canopy on these
sites or in the watershed where development takes place, equivalent to about 4.5% of the
34 percent tree canopy target. If land in these zones is fully developed this increment of
canopy loss would need to be generated elsewhere in the city.
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Tree Preservation and Land Use Reviews

Land Use Reviews Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted

Tree Preservation Criteria 5

o Plus improved quality preservation on 200 sites per year

The proposed new land division criteria should significantly improve the quality and

quantity of tree preservation on more than 165 sites per year. The focus will be on
preserving large healthy trees, tree groves and native trees. Additionally, trees on
property lines will now be counted toward meeting preservation requirements.

The proposal includes establishing new tree preservation considerations for certain

conditional use/master plan and design reviews. It is estimated that this would provide

opportunities to preserve trees during an additional 35 reviews per year.

If 2 additional trees were preserved on half of the land division sites (2 trees x 0.5 x 165
sites =165 trees), and 1 additional tree was preserved on half of the conditional use and
design review cases (1 tree x 0.5 x 35 sites =17 trees), an additional 182 trees would be

preserved each year. Preserving these trees would also help applicants meet the

preservation and density standards at time of building permit. If the average canopy of

an established mature tree was 1200 square feet, this would preserve an additional 5

acres of canopy per yeatr.

(182 trees preserved/year x 1,200 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre

=5 acres tree canopy preserved/ year)

Tree Replacement in Environmental Zones

Environmental Zones Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted
Replacement requirements 4.4

e Plus conversion of nuisance trees to native tree species

The proposal will clarify that trees in environmental overlay zone transition areas

(~1,400 acres) must be replaced with native or non-nuisance species trees. This would
apply to trees 6 inches or more in diameter, in both development and non-development
situations. Currently these trees are not required to be replaced so the potential impact

on tree canopy could be substantial over time.

Assuming only 1 tree per 10 acres of transition area received a permit each year, with

requirements to replace with another tree, and the replacement trees were medium

canopy type trees (on average), the additional replacement would generate almost 2
more acres of future canopy annually. '

(1400 acres) x (1 tree planted/year/ per 10 acres)
=140 trees planted/year

(140 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f. /acre

= 1.9 acres future canopy planted/year
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Moreover, the proposal clarifies that in the resource areas of environmental zones,
replacement trees are required for non-native trees, as well as dead, dying and
dangerous trees, and trees located adjacent to structures. These trees are presently
exempt from replacement requirements. Replacement trees planted in the resource areas
are required to be native species.

Assuming only 1 tree per 100 acres of resource area received a permit each year, with
requirements to replace with another tree, and the replacement trees were medium
canopy type trees (on average), the additional replacement would generate almost 2.5
more acres of future canopy annually.

(18,000 acres) x (1 tree replaced per 100 acres) = 180 trees replaced/year

(180 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f. /acre
= 2.5 acres future canopy planted/year

Summary of Estimated Canopy Benefits from Tree Project Proposal*

Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted
Tree Permits 0.35 7
Development 62 60-121**
Land Use Reviews 5
Environmental Zones 4.4
TOTAL 67.35 72.4-132 4

* These estimates may change to a limited extent based on amendments approved by the City
Council. The estimates should be updated after Council takes final action.

* *The City’s current landscaping standards also generate additional tree canopy, however the
Tree Density Standards provide assurances that baseline tree capacity is maintained even if
landscape standards do not apply or are modified or waived. Trees planted to meet Tree Density
Standards may also be used to meet Zoning Code landscaping standards so these rules are
complementary and reinforcing. If it is assumed that only half of the additional tree canopy is
attributable solely to the Tree Project proposal then the total annual net increase in tree canopy
for development would be about 60 acres.
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Comparing Tree Canopy Generated By the Tree Project Proposal
with Canopy Generated By Tree Planting Alone

Acres Future Acres
Preserved Planted
Tree Project Proposal (net) 67.35 724
City Tree Planting Alone 12.3

During the Planning Commission and Urban Forestry Commission hearings process
stakeholders asked how much tree canopy benefit would be generated if the City
invested the equivalent of the project implementation costs solely on planting trees.

The ongoing implementation costs of the project proposal are estimated to be $535,000 to
support the staffing necessary put these programs into action.

According to Urban Forestry staff, the per tree cost of planting and establishing a 2 inch
tree is estimated to be $600: '

Tree cost each/incl. acquisition and delivery $175
Volunteer planting 1 hr coordinator $60
Establishment 20 visits X .25 hr for 2 seasons $375

‘ Total $600

By applying the ongoing implementation costs to plant trees instead of administering
the proposed regulations, the City could plant approximately 892 trees per year.
Assuming the trees were medium canopy type trees (on average), this planting effort
would generate approximately 12.3 acres of future canopy annually. However, no trees
would be preserved through this approach.

($535,000/ $600 per tree)=892 trees

(892 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f./acre
=12.3 acres of future canopy planted/year

Considering that the project proposal would generate a total of almost 200 acres of
current and future tree canopy, the proposed regulatory programs would achieve over
16 times the amount of tree canopy than City planting efforts alone.

(199.75 acres gross/12.3 acres)=16.24 times more canopy

Accounting for the fact that existing landscaping requirements of the Zoning Code also
generate additional tree canopy that could be reflected in the acres planted through
development, the net tree canopy that is solely attributable to this proposal remains well
over 130 acres per year and more than 10 times the canopy that would be generated than
had the City invested an amount equivalent to the project costs to plant trees only.
Moreover, City tree plantings tend to be public property, while the proposal will foster
equitable distribution of trees on public and private land throughout the city.

(139.75 acres net/12.3 acres)=11.36 times more canopy
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Costs and Budget Proposal
Introduction

Although the Citywide Tree Project proposal is intended to streamline and standardize
current City programs the proposal also increases the level of service provided by the
City and will require a net additional investment to achieve desired benefits.

Together the City bureaus estimated the cost to implement the Tree Project, including
changes in workload, staffing, equipment, and professional services. Staff also
identified likely funding sources for each element of the proposal.

Approach

Staff assessed the financial impact for:

¢ Tree Permits in Non-Development Situations
* Trees in Development Situations and Land Use Reviews
e Customer Service and Community Education Projects

First staff itemized the main tasks for these program areas. Additional tasks and/or time
associated with the tasks were noted. The additional time was then multiplied by the
estimated number of permits or cases to arrive at a total additional time and associated
staffing needs per task. FTE (Full Time Equivalents) were translated into salary using
appropriate job classifications. Benefits were included at a rate of 40% of salary. Staff
was advised that the level of recommended staffing increases should not trigger
additional overhead, however, vehicles and technical services costs were accounted for
separately.

Land use review, building permit, and tree permit activity assumptions were generally
based on historical data provided by BDS and Urban Forestry, and some assumptions as
to how this activity could change based on proposed code updates.

The estimates represent the project incremental changes in time spent on tasks affected
by the proposal - not the full time spent on that task. For example, BDS land use review
staff currently spend time evaluating tree preservation standards and writing findings.
An incremental increase in time is estimated only for staff to apply new and updated
tree preservation criteria. . Any current deficiencies in staffing are not captured or
addressed by this analysis.

Trees in Non-Development Situations

The proposal includes recommendations to update the City’s tree permit system
for City, Street and Private trees when no development is occurring. The
proposal will streamline the system overall by creating the Type A and Type B
permits. The addition of a minimum 3 inch diameter threshold for permitting
City and Street Trees will also streamline the system. Other recommendations
are not expected to increase permit system staffing costs for City and Street
Trees.
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For private tree removal permits the proposal to extend City permitting
authority to all properties in the city, including currently exempt single family
lots, will increase staffing needs.

The staffing estimates for the proposed private tree removal permit program
reflect an assumed number of permits each year. A range of potential permitting
activity was considered to account for uncertainty. The staff and budget
estimates summarized below reflect the high end of the range to ensure that
fiscal impacts are not underestimated. An increase in permitting activity is
expected as the tree removal permit program will apply to more properties.
Public outreach is proposed to occur before and after updated requirements
become effective, which will increase awareness of the permit program. The
staffing estimates do not reflect program efficiencies and economies of scale that
are expected as the number of tree permit applications increase and procedures
are become routine.

Currently, this City’s tree permit system is paid for with general fund dollars.
The $35 application fee is charged does not cover the City’s to administer the
permit, inspect trees, deal with appeals, etc. The proposal is to continue charging
a nominal fee for the permit to encourage compliance so the program would not
be fee-supported.

Trees in Development Situations

The proposal includes a number of recommendations to better address trees in
development situations. Additional staff time will be needed to review, inspect
and enforce the proposed standards and criteria related to trees. The proposal
will also expand the role of Urban Forestry to provide technical assistance.

Land Use Reviews and Private Development Permits

Staff initially used an annual average case load based on the years 2000 to 2008
for land use reviews and 2004 to 2009 for development permit activity. The data
from these higher development years were used to ensure that the fiscal impact
is not underestimated if and when development activity increases. Staff also
sued caseloads from 2009 to 2010 to estimate changes staff needs and costs
during a period of lower development activity. The bureaus estimated the
percentage of cases that would be affected by the proposal and additional time
spent on individual tasks.

Additional costs are associated with increased Urban Forestry staff review and
consultation and increased BDS staff time to apply updated standards and
criteria related to trees, and to inspect for compliance with tree-related
preservation, planting and protection requirements.

These activities will be funded through modest increases in land use review and
development fees. Potential fee increases were estimated by applying the cost of
the program across affected permit/case types. The projected fees include staff
salaries, benefits and overhead. Some fees could be pro-rated based on project
value or procedure type so that simpler projects pay a lower fee and more
complicated projects pay a higher fee. Preliminary estimates of development fees

Exhibit D - Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial Impacts and Budget Proposal March 31,2011~ 10



Vi
%&’é‘t

show ranges between $50 and $60 for building permits. For land use reviews,
fees could range from $60 to $70, to several hundred dollars, depending on how
they are applied across cases. BDS and Parks will propose specific fees for City
Council adoption.

Capital Improvement Projects and Public Works

The Citywide Tree Project proposal standardizes current infrastr ucture bureau
practice for involving Urban Forestry when public projects are likely to affect
trees. Staff estimated the costs for more routine and frequent coordination
between Urban Forestry and the infrastructure bureaus or more projects. Costs
were also estimated for additional surveying and CADD time to identify trees
within and adjacent to the project area on plan sheets. When considered in
relation to the overall budget for capital projects, the increase is expected to be
minor.

Infrastructure bureau staff also noted that the proposal could result in increased
construction costs for City projects in order to avoid impacting trees. These
potential costs should be acknowledged, but because they would not be routine
and would be very difficult to anticipate or quantify, they have not been
estimated in this fiscal impact assessment.

Required mitigation for tree removal could also increase the cost of some CIP
projects. However, mitigation requirements are generally equal to or less than
current requirements. The proposal will also allow City projects to plant
replacement trees on another site in the same watershed, rather than requiring
payments for required mitigation. This flexibility should make it possible for
most City projects to mitigate without significant cost increases.

Customer Service and Community Education
The bureaus worked together to generate projected costs and staffing for
customer service improvements as described in previous report sections,.

To summarize, the primary implementers of the Tree Project proposal, the Bureau of
Development Services (BDS) and the Urban Forestry Division of Portland Parks and
Recreation will need additional staff resources to administer and enforce the new tree
regulations and provide a single point of contact for the public. There are also additional
one-time costs for staffing and services to upgrade the TRACS permitting system, pilot a
24 hour Tree Hotline, and pay for new permit review and inspection staff until sufficient
development fee revenue has accrued to allow the BDS to shift to fee-based funding.
Other infrastructure bureaus (Water, BES and PBOT) will also experience relatively
minor cost increases to address trees more systematically in conjunction with City
capital improvement and public works projects.

During the Planning Commission and Urban Forestry Commission hearings the
Citywide Tree Project proposal was revised to reduce complexity and implementation
costs. Ongoing costs were reduced by 43 percent, and total costs by 33 percent. For
example the commissions approved the use of spot-check approach for tree-related
inspections to reduce costs, at least for the near term.
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In addition, the commissions approved a phased project implantation strategy and
funding strategy. The phased approach will provide time to prepare for the new codes
to go into effect, including development of informational materials for staff and the
public, conducting public outreach, upgrading the TRACS tree permit tracking system,
and producing the community tree manual. This approach also allows the initial start up
costs to be gradually spread over a longer period, reducing the burden on annual
budget. The phased project implementation strategy is outlined below, followed by the
three sets Budget Proposal Summary Tables. The first set of tables was submitted to
Council in the Recommended Draft to Council (December 2010). The second and third
sets of tables represent 2 updated budget estimates that are also provided as attachments
in the updated Financial Impact Statement (Exhibit E). Both reflect reduced costs for FY
11-12 and FY 12-13 relative to the December 2010 proposal. Cost reductions are based
eliminating funding for the tree manual in FY 11-12 and scaling staffing costs to reflect
anticipated mid-year hiring in FY 12-13. Additional costs reductions could be achieved
by deferring portions of the tree permit program as shown in Option 2. Note that in
each of these scenarios, much of the one-time funding needed for projects and ramp up
activities in the first two fiscal years will end or shift to fee supported funding for
ongoing program implementation.

s Decision (spring 2011) - City Council adopts the project proposal and implementation
strategy; directs the bureaus to budget for Phase | program activities.

FEB 2011 JULY 2011 JULY-5EPT 2012 FEB 2013
» City Councit Phasel Tite 33 » Begin hires for: *Title 11 effective
hearsfadopts changes effective > Plan Review ¥ Phasa ATile 23
peopasal * Begin hires for: >Inspaction changes effective
+Outreachy/Training +Eustomes Senvice. Development fees

«Tree Manual

FY. 2011 <12 BUDGET CYCLE FY 2012- 13 BUDGETCYCLE FY 2‘03 3- 14 BUDGET CYCLE
»*Project rampupyiraindng and outreach » Pagks.and BDS sealc funding to prepare * £ndd ane-time genaral fund
*Trae Manual for T33/71 1 Code implementation support for program

¢ Phase | (Fiscal Year 2011-12) — “Ramp Up”, Tree Manual , Phase | T33 Improvements

a. City Council approves one-time general funds for project “ramp up” activities, i.e., permit
tracking system upgrades, staffing in the Bureaus of Parks and Recreation and
Development Services to develop administrative procedures and information on the new
development standards and tree permit requirements

b. Cost-neutral Title 33, Planning and Zoning amendments effective July 2011
o Phase !l (Fiscal Year 2012-13) - Implementation “Transition”

a. City Council approves increases in development and land use review fees and allocates
general fund for staff to administer Title 11, Trees and remaining Title 33, Planning and
Zoning improvements, to purchase vehicles for new tree inspectors, to hire the single
point of contact, and to launch 24-hour tree hotline pilot project.

b. In this first year of implementation, fees will need to accrue before fee supported staff can
be hired. For this reason, the proposal reflects one time support of these positions
through the general fund, the Urban Forestry Fund, or another alternate source. After this
first year, sufficient reserves should be available to support the required staffing.
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c. Title 11, Trees, and remaining amendments to Title 33, Planning and Zoning and other
City titles are effective February 1, 2013, unless deferred based on funding availability

d. Code and program monitoring begins.

* Phase Il (Fiscal Year 2013-14 and future) - Ongoing Program Implementation
a. One-time general fund allocations are terminated

b. Code and program monitoring continues
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Budget Proposal Summary Table — Recommended Draft to Council (Dec, 2010)

g

FY 2011 - 2012

S > g e
Program Crganization and Starf-up
PPR Functinns Parks Botanic Spec i 08 ] $48,000
BDS Funchons BOS Pranner § 0.5 347,000
TRACS upgrads ~ Tree pesmits
PTE Parks Contract / 332,000
Trea Manual
Project manager Parks gotamic Spec it [ { $48,000
“Code Made Easy” Contert  BDS Pianner i o5 347,000
"Watershed Services” CondenlBES Program Speclatlst 0.5
PTE, M&S Parks __Condract , $40.000
TOTAL - 2.5) $262.000

FY 2012 - 2013

R i
Land Use Reviews
Application Review BOS Pranner i .5 .
Arborist Consuitation: Parks Tree inspector .2 $17.,000] 17,000
Bulloing Permits ggl
Plan Review BOS pianner i 1.4 ¥85.0 $45,008
Buisding Permit Inspecton  BDS Tree inspacior 10| sEso $B5.000)
Capital and Pubtic Works Projects
CERPW Plan Preparation Water, SurveyrCADD B.5) $940.0D $90,000,
’ BOTBES
CEPPWY Revte paction  Parke Treg inspecins 1.3 $25,001 §25,000
Treg Parmit Program
Tree Permit inspecior Parks Tres inspacior 10 3850 $85.004
Vehicles and Equipmant wE€0,000f 50,000
Single Point of ContactPermit Assistance Dﬂl
Detfa Park Location Parks  Batanic Spec! 10 §51.0 §91,000
24 hour Holiine (plot)
Spiit Response Line HES Qvertime fexising siaf $10.0 £10,000
TOTAL §.5 558.000]  $17€.000]  $185.000 $17.000] 3115000 $85.000

FY

e a
Land Use Reviaws

Applicalion Review 80% Piannar i D5 $47,000 $47 000
Arbonst Consuttation Parks Tree Inspacior frivd $17,000 $17,000
Huluting Permits
Pian Review BOS Pranner i 18 $85,00 $85,000
Buliding Permil Inspection  BOS Tree inspector 1.0 85,00 $8:5,000
Capital and Pubtic Works Projects
" y Water, ) ,
CIRPW Pian Preparation BOT BES SurveyiCADD o5 590,000 50,000
CIPPWN Reviewdnspection  Parks: Trea inspacior .3 $25.0 $25,000
Trae Permif Program I
Tree Permil inspacior Parks Tree lnspecies 1.8 85,000 $85.000
Bingle Point of ContactiPermit Assistance |
pDeita Park Location Parks Hotanie Spec 11K 561, 94,000
TOTAL 5.5 5350001 $17¢,000 $0|  $244.000{  $115.000 $0

Exhibit D - Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial Impacts and Budget Proposal March 31, 2011 14



@

3 9
Attachment 1 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal #1 ' P &k

Red =cut  Green = reduction Blue = shift/increase (from 12/2010 Recommended Draft)

FY 2011 - 2012 [Project Ramp Up; absorbiscale Initlal Tree Manual, shift TRACS funding to Tree Fund]
B 10 3

Program Organization and Start-up

PPR Functions Parks Botanic Spec 1l 0.50 $48,000 $48,000

BDS Functions BDS Planner 1l 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
TRACS upgrade ~ Tree permits

PTE Parks Contract $32,000 $9,000 $23,000
Tree Manual

Project manager Parks Botanic Spec || 250 $48-0004 $48,000

"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner il 0:50 $47.000] $47,000

"Watershed Services” Contel BES Program Specialis  9-50 $0

PTE, M&S Parks Contract

T33

Ry

L.and Use Reviews
Application Review BDS Planner Il (Jan.) 0.25 $0
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Insp. (Feb.)  0.05 $4,250 $4,250
Building Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner Il (Jan.) 0.50 $47,500 $47,500
Building Permit Inspection BDS Tree Insp (Jan.) 0.50 $42,500 $42,500 [ $85,000
Capltal and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE  Survey/CADD(Feb.)  0.13 $23,400 $23,400
8
CIP/PW Review/Inspection Parks Tiee Insp. (Feb.)  0.08 $6,800 $6,800
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Insp (Jan.) 0.50 $42,500 $42,500
Vehlcles and Equipment (2 vehicles BDS & UF) $60,000 $60,000
Single Polnt of Contact/Permit Assistance
Delta Park Location Parks Bot. Spec | (Jan.) 0.50 $45,500 $45,600
24 hour Hotline (pllot)
Spill Response Line BES Existing Staff OT (Feb. $4,00

i : i L
12/2010 Draft Budget 5.60 $558,000 $176,000 $165,000 817,000 $115,000 385,000 350

FY 2013 - 2014 and future [Remain ongo Hour Pllot extended 1 year]

Land Use Reviews
Application Review BDS Planner li 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Inspector 0.20 $17,000 $17,000
Building Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner Il 1.00 $95,000 $95,000
Building Permit inspection BDS Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Capital and Publlc Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE Survey/CADD 0.50 $90,000 $90,000
8
CIP/PW Review/Inspection Parks Tiee Inspector 0.30 $25,500 $25,500
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Single Point of Contact/Permit Assistance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 1.00 $91,000 $91,000
24 hour Hotline (pliot)
i i BES Existing Staff OT ] $10,000
[OTAL 550 . $244,00 c )
12/2010 Draft Budget 5.50 $535,000 $176,000 30 $244,000 $115,000 $0 30
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Attachment 2 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal Scenario

Red = cut Green = reduction Blue = shift/increase (from 12/2010 Recommended Draft)

FY 201 1 - 2012 [Deferlabsorb Tree Manual, shiit TRACS funding to Tree Fund

Program Organization and Start-up

PPR Functlons Parks Botanic Spec I 0.50 $48,000 $48,000

BDS Functions BDS Planner I 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
TRACS upgrade — Tree permits

PTE Parks Contract $32,000 $9,000 $23,000
Tree Manual )

Project manager Parks Botanic Spec Il 0.50 $48,000 $48,000

"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner 1l 0.50 $47,000/ $47,000

"Watershed Services" ContelBES Program Speclalis  0-50) $0;

PTE, S Parks Contract $40,0004 $40,000,

$0 $262,000 $0

Land Use Reviews
Application Review BDS Planner fi (Jan.) 0.26 $0
Arborist Consuitation Parks Tree Insp. (Feb) 0.05 $4,260 $4,250
Building Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner il (Jan.) 0.50 $47,500 $47,500
Building Permit Inspection  BDS Tree Insp (Jai.) 0.560 $42,500 $42,500 $86,000
Capltal and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE  Survey/CADD(Feb)  0.13 $23,400 $23,400
s .
CIP/PW Review/Inspection  Parks Tree Insp. (Feb) 0.08 $6,800 $6,800
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Inspector 100 $85,000 $85,000
Vehlcles and Equipment (1 vehlele for BDS insp.) $30,000 $30,000
Single Polnt of Contact/Permit Asslstance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 408
24 hour Hotline (pllot)
ponse Line BES Existing Staff OT (Feb.)

$4 000

72/207 0 Draft Budget . 5.50 $558 000 $176,000 3165, 000 817, OOO $115,000 $85,000 30

Land Use Reviews :
Application Review BDS Planner 1l 0.50 $47,000 ‘ $47,000
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Inspector 0.20 $17,000 $17,000
Bullding Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner 1l 1.00 $95,000 $95,000
Building Permit Inspection BDS Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Capital and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE  Survey/CADD 0.50 $90,000 $90,000
S
CIF/PW Review/Inspection  Parks Tree Inspector 0.30 $25,500 $25,500
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Inspector 1.00 $856,000 $85,000
Vehicles and Equipment (1 vehicle for UF Insp.) $30,000 $30,000
Single Polnt of Contact/Permit Assistance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 1.00 $91,000 $91,000
24 hour Hotline (pilot)
Spill Response Line BES Existing Staff OT $1O OOO $10 000

1212010 Draft Budget 5.50 5535‘000 $176,000 S0 $244,000  $115000 $0 50
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City of Portland, Oregon

FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT
For Council Action Items

(Deliver original to Financial Planning Division. Retain copy.)

1. Name of Initiator Roberta Jortner 2. Telephone No. 3. Bureau/Office/Dept.
503.823.7855 Planning & Sustainability
4a. To be filed (date) 4b. Calendar (Check One) 5. Date Submitted to FPD Budget Analyst;
Regular Consent  4/5ths
X O 0

1) Legislation Title: Citywide Tree Policy Review and Regulatory Improvement Project

Amend and consolidate existing tree regulations into new Code Title 11, Trees, adopt companion amendments in other
Titles, and direct the establishment of customer service improvements and implementation funding (Ordinance; add Code
Title 11 and amend related Titles)

2) Purpose of the Proposed Legislation: Create clear, consistent, cohesive regulatory framework to address trees in
Portland and to protect and enhance the urban forest by:

1. SUBJECT OF THIS ORDINANCE: Updating City regulations relating to the Urban Forestry Program
and trees in development and non-development situations, and consolidating these regulations into a new
City code title — Title 11, Trees. Title 11 contains provisions to authorize the City’s Urban Forestry
Commission and Urban Forestry Program, standardizes the City’s tree permit system and enforcement
procedures, establishes new tree preservation and tree density standards that apply through development
permits, and establishes technical specifications and definitions. Title 11 clarifies that trees on the City’s
Nuisance Plants List may not be planted on City property or rights of way.

2. TO BE ADOPTED THROUGH SEPARATE ORDINANCE: Amendments are proposed to the existing
Intergovernmental Agreement to Transfer Land Use Planning Responsibilities between the City of Portland and
Multnomah County, to address the administration of tree-regulations that apply in situations requiring a
development permit.

3. TO BE ADOPTED THROUGH SEPARATE ORDINANCE: Updating City land use regulations in Title 33 to
improve tree preservation and tree planting in land divisions and other specified land use reviews, to encourage tree
preservation through new flexible development standards, and improving consistency of tree regulations in
specified overlay zones and plan districts. Amendments to the Ladd’s Addition Conservation District Guidelines
are proposed to clarify that the prohibition on planting nuisance species trees applies and that the street plan
guidelines will inform the selection of species to replace nuisance species street trees in the future.

3. SUBJECT OF THIS ORDINANCE: Taking actions to improve customer service and access to tree-related
information including upgrading the City’s tree permit tracking system and establishing a single point of contact to
assist the public, a 24-hour tree hotline pilot project, and a community tree manual.

3) Revenue:

Will this legislation generate or reduce current or future revenue coming to the City? If so, by how much? If new
revenue is generated please identify the source. While intended to improve program efficiency and cost-effectiveness,
this legislation does not, in itself generate or reduce current or future revenues for the City. Portions of the program are
envisioned to be funded by increases in tree permit, development and land use fees, however changes to fee schedules
would be done through separate legislation

I Exhibit E Financial Impact Statement — March 31, 2011 1



4) Expense: E@ f%

What are the costs to the City as a result of this legislation? What is the source of funding for the expense" (Please
include costs in the current fiscal year as well as costs in future years) (If the action is related to a grant or contract please
include the local contribution or match required)

The estimated costs to prepare for and implement the project proposal are shown in Attachments 1 and 2. The attachments
represent two potential cost and funding scenarios, both showing changes in cost compared to the Financial Impact
Statement submitted as an exhibit to ordinances contained in Volumes 3 and 4 of the Recommended Draft to Council
(December 2010). In addition, these costs do not reflect amendments that City Council has approved ‘in concept’ on
March 9, 2011, and that have the potential to affect workload. These amendments are listed blow, with an initial estimate
of the general direction of impact on workload.

" Council Tentative Direction on 3/9/11

Tree Permits
1. New exemption for lots less then 5,000 sq. ft. - workload reduction

2. Eliminating the street tree pruning permit - workload neutral (shift resources to monitoring/enforcement)

3. Adding a programmatic permit option where the City may allow removal of trees larger than 6" diameter with
opportunity for public appeal - workload increase

Development Situations
4., Counting street trees toward on-site tree density requirements on lots <3,000 sq. ft. - workload neutral

5. Increasing tree preservation lot size exemption from 3000 to <5000 sq. ft.; changing building coverage
exemption from 90% to 85% - both workload reductions

6. Adding tree preservation exemption for sites in several industrial, commercial and employment zones - workload
reduction

7. Establishing Comprehensive Natural Resource Management Plans - workload redistribution/reduction

Two scenarios are provided to reflect the fact that certain decisions for staffing and funding will be best made closer to the
proposed implementation date.

Attachment 1 outlines the services and cost as follows:

a. FY 2011-2012 - Funding for tree permit tracking system upgrades, “ramp up” for new code, and — Source: one-
time general fund. (Cost for the Community Tree Manual will be absorbed and the project scaled to comport with
existing staff resources.)

b. FY 2012-13 — Funding to staff and implement Title 11, phase 2 Title 33 amendments, vehicles purchase, single
point of contact, 24-hour hotline pilot; amendments to Ladd’s Addition Conservation District Guidelines — mix of
one-time and ongoing general fund, development and land use review fees, capital improvement project dollars,
Urban Forest fund

¢. FY 2013-14 — Funding for ongoing program activities (code administration and enforcement) — ongoing general
fund, capital improvement project dollars, development and land use review fees

Attachment 2 reflects a scenario where the costs for the single point of contact and an additional tree inspector (and
vehicle) needed to implement the updated Private Tree Removal permit system are deferred to 2014. In actuality, before
the FY 12-13 budget process the Bureau of Parks and Recreation (Parks) will determine whether additional General Fund
is needed to support these services in FY 12-13, or whether these costs can be deferred to FY 13-14 or covered by an
alternative funding source. Parks consider potential savings associated with streamlining of permitting procedures and any
potential increases in efficiency or funding opportunities identified during an upcoming discussion of implementation
issues and opportunities. If insufficient funding is available Parks could elect to defer program elements such as the new
permit requirement for single family zoned lots. Similarly the Bureau of Development Services will consider its funding
availability. If insufficient funding is available BDS might need to scale back services such as inspections for the Title 11
tree preservation and density standards.

Exhibit E Financial Impact Statement — March 31, 2011 2



Staffing Requirements:

5) Will any positions be created, eliminated or re-classified in the current year as a result of this legislation? (Ifnew
positions are created please include whether they will be part-time, full-time, limited term or permanent positions. If the
position is limited term please indicate the end of the term.) - None.

6) Will positions be created or eliminated in future years as a result of this legislation? - Positions proposed to be
created in future years, and budget proposal, are shown in Attachments 1 and 2 (see explanation in 4) above.

Complete the following section if you are accepting and appropriating a grant via ordinance. This section should
only be completed if you are adjusting total appropriations, which currently only applies to grant ordinances.

7) Change in Appropriations (If the accompanying ordinance amends the budget, please reflect the dollar amount to be
appropriated by this legislation. If the appropriation includes an interagency agreement with another bureau, please
include the partner bureau budget adjustments in the table as well. Include the appropriate cost elements that are to be
loaded by the Grants Office and/or Financial Planning. Use additional space if needed.)

Fund Fund Commitment | Functional Area | Funded Program | Grant Sponsored | Amount
Center Item Program

APPROPRIATION UNIT HEAD (Typed name and signature)
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- Attachment 1 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal #1

ks

«
b

Red=cut  Green = reduction Blue = shift/increase (from 12/2010 Recommended Draft)
Y 2

SR

F

Up,

011 - 2012 [Project Ramp absorbiscale inltlal Tree Manual, shift TRACS funding to Tree Fund]
s 7 o =

Program Organization and Start-up

PPR Functions Parks Botanic Spec Hl 0.50 $48,000] . $48,000

BDS Functions BDS Planner || 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
TRACS upgrade ~ Tree permits

PTE Parks Contract $32,000 $9,000 $23,000
Tree Manual

Project manager Parks Botanic Spec Il .50 $48,000 $48,000

"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner Il 8:50 $47.000 $47.000

"Watershed Services" Contel BES Program Specialls 650 $61

PTE, M&S i t $40,000

St B

12/2010 Draft Budget 2.50 $262,000 $0 $262,000 $0 30 30 $0

FY 2012 - 2013 c 1, 2013 staff hire date & Feb 2013 effective date for T11, Phase 2 T33 amendments, 24-hr hotline]
T ST TR T 5% 73 KT RPN SRR = R

R

Land Use Reviews
Application Review BDS Planner Il (Jan.) 0.25 $0
Arborlst Consultation Parks Tree Insp. (Feb.)  0.05 54,2560 $4,250
Building Permits
Plah Review BDS Planner Il (Jan.) 0.50 $47,500 $47,500
Building Permit Inspection  BDS Tree Insp (Jan.) 0.50 $42 500 $42,500 $85,000
Capltal and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE Survey/CADD(Feb.)  0.13 $23,400 $23,400
S
CIP/PW Review/inspection Parks Tree Insp. (Feb.)  0.08 $6,800 $6,800
Tree Permlit Program :
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Insp (Jan.) 0.50 $42,500 $42,500
Vehicles and Equipment (2 vehicles BDS & UF) $60,000 $60,000
Single Polint of Contact/Permlt Asslistance
Delta Park Location Parks Bot. Spec | (Jan.) 0.50 $45,600 $45,600
24 hour Hotline (pliot)
Spill Response Line BES Existing Staff OT (F $10,006| o %4000

12/2010 Draft Budget 5.50 $558,000 & 0 $165,000 $17.000 $115,000 $85,000 $0

3 - 2014 and future [Remainin

S

g 1-time adds shift to ong

oing
L .

and fees, 24-Hour Pilot extended 1 year]
e e .

4
. %
Bl s - -

Land Use Reviews
Appllcation Review BDS Planner Il 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Inspector 0.20 $17,000 $17,000
Bullding Permlts
Plan Review BDS Planner Il 1.00 $95,000 $95,000
Bullding Permit Inspection BDS Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Capital and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE Survey/CADD 0.50 $90,000 $90,000
S
CIP/PW Review/inspection  Parks Tree Inspector 0.30 $25,500 $25,500
Tree Permlit Program
Tree Permit inspector Parks Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Single Polint of Contact/Permit Assistance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 1.00 $91,000 $91,000
24 hour Hotline (pllot)
$10,000

Spill Response Line

Existing Staff OT

5 T &
12/2010 Draft Budget
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Attachment 2 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal Scenario i

Red =cut  Green = reduction Blue = shift/increase (from 12/2010 Recommended Draft)

FY 2011 - 2012 [Deferrabsorb Tree Manual, shift TRACS funding to Tree Fund]

Program Organization and Start-up’

PPR Functions Parks Botanic Spec Ii 0.50 $48,000 $48,000

BDS Functions BDS Planner Il 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
TRACS upgrade - Tree permits

PTE Parks Contract $32,000 $9,000 $23,000
Tree Manual

Project manager Parks Botanic Spec .50 $48,000 $48,000

"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner 1| 0:50 $47,000 $47,000

"Watershed Services" ConteiBES Program Specialis 0-50 50

PTE, M&S Parks Contract $40; OOO $40,000.

12/2010 Draft Budget N 250  $262,000 S0 $262.000 50 50 50 50

Land Use Revlews
Application Review BDS Ptanner Il (Jan.) 0.256 $0
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Insp. (Feb) 0.05 $4,250 $4,250
Bullding Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner li (Jan.) 0.50 $47,500 $47,500
Building Permit Inspection BDS Tree Insp (Jan.) 0.50 $42,500 $42,500 $85,000
Capltal and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation ~ BOT,BE Survey/CADD(Feb)  0.13 $23,400 $23,400
S
CIP/PW Review/Inspection  Parks Tree Insp. (Feb) 0.08 $6,800 $6,800
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Inspector 1-00 $85,000 $85,000
Vehicles and Equipment (1 vehicle for BDS Insp.) $30,000 $30,000
Single Polnt of Contact/Permit Assistance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 4-00 $84-000 $94:000
24 hour Hotline (pllot)

12/2010 Draft Budget 5.650 5558,000 $176,000 $165,000 $17, 000 $115,000 $85,000 0

FY 2013 - 2014 and future [Homeowner Permit and SPoC are implemented, 24-Hour Pilot extended for full year]
ra R . oo T

it o R
Land Use Revlews

Application Review BDS Planner 1l 0.50 $47,000 $47,000
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree Inspector 0.20 $17,000 $17,000
Bullding Permits
Plan Review BDS Planner li 1.00 $95,000 $95,000
Building Permit Inspection BDS Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Capital and Public Works Projects
Water,
CIP/PW Plan Preparation  BOT,BE Survey/CADD 0.50 $90,000 $90,000
S
CIP/PW Review/inspection Parks Tree Inspector 0.30 $26,600 $25,500
Tree Permit Program
Tree Permit Inspector Parks Tree Inspector 1.00 $85,000 $85,000
Vehicles and Equipment (1 vehicle for UF Insp.) $30,000 $30,000
Single Point of Contact/Permit Asslstance
Delta Park Location Parks Botanic Spec | 1.00 $91,000 $91,000
24 hour Hotline (pllot)
Sil| Res se Line _BES EX|st|n $10, 000

12/201 0 Draft Budget l 5.50 5535'000 51 76, OOO $0 $244,000 $1 1 5 OOO
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11.40.030 A
(Refer to
Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B.)

Fist A

ption for Priva

R

T ey

Lot Sie Exem

te Tree Removal Permits

o

= . o . -
Eliminate proposed lot size exemption for Tree Permits (No Development). On March
9, City Council provided direction to develop a lot size exemption for the Private Tree Permit
system. This would exempt lots less than 5,000 square feet in any zone. This exemption
would apply to nearly 43,000 lots in the city.

This amendment would remove the lot size exemption in favor of a more standardized
permit requirement, eliminating disparities between different sized lots, and reducing
confusion as to when the permit requirement applies. Lots less than 5,000 square feet
would continue to be exempt from the Title 11 Tree Preservation Standards in development
situations.

No change to Dec. 2010 Recommended Draft Commentary. Omit first paragraph in Commentary
for Discussion Item 3.B. from the March 31, 2011 Title 11 amendment package as follows:

Title 11 Amendment Package)

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.030 in hlséilssibh Item
Amendment 3.B., page 4 of the March 31, 2011 Title 11 Amendment Package)

11.40.030 Exemptions.
The following are exempt from the requirements of this Chapter:

A.

(This amendment would revise the language in Table 40-3 shown in Attachment A, page 29 of the

Title 11 - Additional Substantive Amendments

Draft — April 6, 2011
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Title 11 Trees — Additional Substantlve Amendments
2.A. Standard 12" Diameter Size Threshold for Private Tree Removal Permits (retains Single Family Type A Permit provision)

184522

o

Standardize the tree size threshold for when private tree removal permits are
required. On March 9, City Council considered alternatives for tree size thresholds at
which private tree removal permits would be required. The direction was to apply a 12"
diameter tree size to most lots, but address "Homesites" (single dwelling zoned lots less
than 10,000 square feet with a house or duplex) with a 20" diameter tree size. Permits for
these lots would also not be subject to public notice or appeal. The tree size in sensitive
resource areas and specified plan districts would remain at 6" diameter.

In contrast, this amended proposal would level the tree size threshold for all lots to a
uniform 12" diameter tree size. The 6" diameter size would continue to apply in resource
areas and specified plan districts.

As a corollary amendment to the standardized 12" diameter tree size threshold for
permitting, the proposed Tree Preservation exemption for additions on built single dwelling
lots is also deleted. The disparity between the 12 inch diameter tree size applied through
the Tree Preservation Standards for development, and the 20 inch diameter tree size
threshold in non-development situations has been eliminated, so this Tree Preservation
exemption is no longer justified.

Additionally, with the elimination of the variable lot size table, a definition for the term
"Homesite" is no longer necessary, and is replaced with the statement "lots less than
10,000 square feet located in a Single Dwelling zone, and developed with a single dwelling
or duplex."

Revise Dec. 2010 Draft Commentary as follows:

Private Trees - the previous tree permit applied only to trees 12 or more inches in diameter
on private properties, and did not incorporate the existing smaller size thresholds for the
regulated trees in some overlay zones or plan districts that are now subject to Title 11
provisions. Where Title 11 permit requirements apply, a 6 inch minimum tree size threshold is

esfabhshed for‘ specn‘ned over'lay zones and plan districts. een*wme—Pequmng—a—tPee—PemeveJ

For single-eweting-developed Single Dwelling zoned lots less than 10,000 square feet the code
requires a Type A permit and replacement of requlated frees with another tree. epplies-a-20
ineh-endHergertree-size-thresheld: This provision applies primarily to properties in the City
that are currently exempt from tree permits. The prior exemption applied to "built single
family lots in single family zones that are not dividable.” The previous regulations were intended
retain trees on developable sites until a land division application was submitted. However, the
term “dividable” and the limitation to single family zones were problematic. The exemption
caused confusion in situations where lots were seemingly exempt (i.e. single family house on a
normal size lot) but due to an overlay zone, plan district, or a tree preservation requirement
from a land use review, property owners would inadvertently violate tree regulations. The
exemption also created disparity between one property and the next, based on factors
unrelated to the trees themselves.

The Planning and Urban Forestry Commissions spent considerable time and discussion developing
an approach that reduces confusion for these property owners, while limiting regulatory

(This amendment would revise the language proposed for Section 11.40.020 B.2 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 4, and Amendment #17, page 10 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

11.40.020 When a Tree Permit is Required.
B. Private Trees.

1. Generally. Private | {otssi
tracts &et—meluded—m-l’—afagfaphs—B%—ef—B—} are regulated by this chapter except as
specified in B.2-through-B-3._Trees required to be preserved by a tree preservation

plan, a condition of a land use review, or provision of this Title or the Zoning Code
may be subject to other requirements.

32. Specified overlay zones and plan districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in

overlav zones and plan dlstrlcts are regulated as noted 1n Table 40-1 —Spee}ﬁe

[renumber references for 11.40.020 B.3. to 11.40.020 B.2.]

(This amendment would revise the language in Table 40-3 shown in Attachment A, page 29 of the

Title 11 Amendment Package. The remainder of Table 40-3 as amended is unchanged.)

Table 40-3
summary of Permit Requirements for Private Trees [1]

Pruning: Native trees in ¢, p, or v overlay
zones

Removal [2]:
Regulated trees that are

¢ Dead, dying, dangerous

* Nuisance species

e Within 10’ of a building or attached structure 1 tree for every
tree removed

¢ Up to four healthy non- nulsance trees per

Title 11 - Additional Substantive Amendments

Draft — April 5, 2011
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intrusiveness and increasing equity between all properties in the city. City Council further
simplified the code by establishing a <10,000 s.f. single lot size threshold on which to base
eligibility for streamlined permitting on built lots in Single Dwelling zones

digtmeter—For-trees-atles O-inches-in-diemeter-removabisOn these lots all free
removal requests are subject to a Type A permit (no review, and no public appeal option), with a
simple tree for tree replacement requirement. The message is "cut a large tree, replace a tree”.
People should check with the City before removing any tree at least 6 inches in diameter to
reduce risk of inadvertent violations should be reduced. A “call before you cut” campaign is
recommended. This approach is a non-regulatory outreach tool that can be used to connect with
property owners and of fer information about tree planting options and incentives like the City's
Treebate program.

Up to inch for
inch
replacement;
determined on
case-by-case
basis by City
Forester

Removal [2]:
Regulated trees that are:
¢ Healthy non-nuisance trees =20” diameter

o More than four healthy non-nuisance trees
=12 diameter per site per year

- E P . 1 ] ||}1 Esites"

Yes

B

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.050 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 4 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors
Type A Removal Permits

11.40.050
A2,

(This amendment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.50.040 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.

B. Exemptions. The following are exempt from the tree preservation standards of this Section:
2. Sites meeting at least one of the following:
de.

(This amendment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.80.020 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

Title 11 - Additional Substantive Amendments

Draft — April 5, 2011
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Title 11 Trees — Addltlonal Substantive Amendments

2.B.Standard 12" Diameter Size Threshold for Private Tree Removal Permits (removes Single Family Type A permit provision)

Standardize the tree size threshold for when private tree removal permits are (This amendment would revise the language proposed for Section 11.40.020 B.2 in Discussion Item

required. On March 9, City Council considered alternatives for tree size thresholds at Amendment 3.B., page 4, and Amendment #17, page 10 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)
which private tree removal permits would be required. The direction was to apply a 12"

diameter tree size to most lots, but address "Homesites" (single family zoned lots less than . .
10,000 square feet with a house or duplex) with a 20" diameter tree size. Permits for these 11.40.020 When a Tree Permit is Required.

lots would also not be subject to public notice or appeal. The tree size in sensitive resource

areas and specified plan districts would remain at 6" diameter. B. Private Trees.

In contrast, this amended proposal would level the tree size threshold for all lots to a 1. Generally

umform 12 "dlamet§r t'll‘ee size and ehmmat.e special provisions to require only Type A tracts cludedin P hs-B- 2 B3 are regulated by this Ch apt er, exc ept as

permits for "Homesites". The 6" diameter size would continue to apply in resource areas 1b

and specified plan districts. specified in B.2-through-B-3. Trees required to be preserve a tree preservation
lan. a condition of a land use review. or provision of this Title or the Zoning Code

As a corollary amendment to the standardized 12" diameter tree size threshold for may be subject to other requirements.

permitting, the proposed Tree Preservation exemption for additions on built single dwelling
lots is also deleted. The disparity between the 12 inch diameter tree size applied through
the Tree Preservation Standards for development, and the 20 inch diameter tree size
threshold in non-development situations has been eliminated, so this Tree Preservation
exemption is no longer justified.

Revise Dec. 2010 Draft Commentary as follows:

Private Trees - the previous tree permit applied only to trees 12 or more inches in diameter
on private properties, and did not incorporate the existing smaller size thresholds for the 32.  Specified overlay zones and plan districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in
regulated trees in some overlay zones or plan districts that are now subject to Title 11 overlay zones and plan dlStI’lCtS are regulated as noted m Table 40-1 —Speel—ﬂe
provisions. Where Title 11 permit requirements apply, a 6 inch minimum tree size threshold is e i ee €

esfabhshed for‘ specnfled over'lay Zones and plan districts. eeﬂhﬁue-fﬁeqwmge#ee—inemeve&

[renumber references for 11.40.020 B.3. to 11.40.020 B.2.]

(This amendment would revise the language in Table 40-3 shown in Attachment A, page 29 of the
Title 11 Amendment Package. The remainder of Table 40-3 as amended is unchanged.)

Table 40-3

perm#s—lhe—A prior exemp‘rlon applled to “bunlf smgle famnly Iots in smgle famzly zones that are Summary of Permit Requirements for Pi'ivate Trees [1]
not dividable.” The previous regulations were intended retain trees on developable sites until a ;

| land division application was submitted. However, the term “dividable" and the limitation to
single family zones were problematic. The exemption caused confusion in situations where lots
were seemingly exempt (i.e. single family house on a normal size lot) but due to an overlay zone,

plan district, or a tree preservation requirement from a land use review, property owners would Pruning: Native trees in ¢, p, or v overlay Wa No
inadvertently violate tree regulations. The exemption also created disparity between one zones
pr‘operfy and the nexT based on facfor's unr‘ela‘red to the frees ’rhemselves Ihe—ﬂanmng—eﬁd A
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Title 11 now applies private tree removal permit requirements consistently to all lots in the city.

A “call before you cut" campaign is recommended. This approach is a non-regulatory outreach
tool that can be used to connect with property owners and of fer information about tree
planting options and incentives like the City's Treebate program.

Removal [2]:
Regulated trees that are
¢ Dead, dying, dangerous
* Nuisance species
o . 1 tree for every
e Within 10 of a building or attached structure tree removed No
e Up to four healthy non-nuisance trees per
year that are less than 20" diameter.
o Any-tree-on "Homesites" {see11-40.020-B-2)
Removal [2]: ‘I Up to inch for
Regulated trees that are: inch
o Healthy non-nuisance trees =20” diameter replao@mcnt;
. determined on Yes
e More than four healthy non-nuisance trees case-by-case
>12” diameter per site per year basis by City
+TypeB-Permits-do-not-apply-te"Hemesites" Forester

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.050 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 4 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors
A.2. Type A Removal Permits

(This amendment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.50.040 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.

B. Exemptions. The following are exempt from the tree preservation standards of this Section:
2. Sites meeting at least one of the following:
dc.

(This amendment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.80.020 in Discussion Item
Amendment 3.B., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package)

LB84522
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Title 11 Trees - Discussion Item Amendments

18450

‘\;« ]

1.A.1 | 11.20.020 | Urban Forestry Commission (UFC) Membership. Eliminate the proposal to add bureaus 11.20.020 The Urban Forestry Commission.
A (p.31) as ex officio members of the UFC; eliminate the existing provision establishing the Bureau | A, Membership. The Urban Forestry Commission consists of eleven members who have demonstrated
of Transportation as an ex-officio member of the UFC. an interest in the protection and enhancement of the urban forest, appointed by the Mayor in
Add statement requiring women and multi-cultural representation on the UFC consultation with.the Commissioner of Parks and Recreation and confirmed by the City Council.
(Technical Amendment introduced by Commissioner Fritz 3/9/11) is included in this Women and multi-cultural groups shall be represented. At least three members shall have
Discussion Item Amendment to avoid potentially conflicting amendments. experience and expertise in arboriculture, landscape architecture or urban forestry. One member
Commentary: shall be on the board of a non-profit organization that has a demonstrated direct interest in the
City Council introduced provisions requiri sentation on the UFC by women and multi- urban forest, who is not a City employee. The remaining seven members, insofar as possible, shall
y bouncil infroduced provisions requiring represen nonthe yw na miem- t dlverse eogra th areas, 1nterests and expertise of the communlty Repfesemaﬁves—ef
cultural groups to ensure a broad and diverse selection of interests. Additionally, "ex-officio" represen g gr 1P p
representatives from the Bureau of Transportation and Commissioner in Charge of Parks and ) o .
Recreation or their delegate are removed from Urban Forestry Commission. These changes F] - e
favor of focusing the Commission's role as a c/tizen advisory body. There was concern that ex- '
of ficio members retain voting privileges and could dilute citizen input. Instead, bureaus will
have stronger liaison roles, and will be expected observe and to participate when the discussion
or issues are relevant to the particular bureau.
1.B.1 | 11.10.040 | Future Amendments to Title 11. Require the Planning and Sustainability Commission 11.10.040 Amendments to this Title.
C. (p.19) (PSC) to hold a public hearing and make recommendations to City Council regarding C.  Planning and Sustainability Commission (PSC). The PSC will provide advice on the proposed
?rlngxadmecriltlslt(; (c)ievelopment related requirements of Title 11, specifically Chapters 11.50, amendment to the UFC. The PSC may-choose-to shall hold a public hearing for any proposed
o ana A substantive amendments to Chapter 11.50 Trees In Development Situations, Chapter 11.60
Technical Specifications, or Chapter 11.70 Enforcement.
Commentary:
The PSC has a broad charge to balance the many, varied, and sometimes conflicting goals of the
Comprehensive Plan, as compared with the more targeted focus of the UFC. Since the Planning
and Sustainability Commission is tasked with balancing development and other city goals, its role
in amending the development related requirements of this title includes a requirement to hold a
public hearing for those chapters addressing development situations and related topics. The
City Council would consider the PSC's recommendations and the UFC's recommendations before
making a final decision.
2.A.1 | 11.50.030 | Exemptions from Tree Preservation and Tree Density Requirements. 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
B.and C. | Exempt land within industrial, employment and commercial zones that do not have B. Exemptions. The following are exempt from the tree preservation standards of this Section:
(p.93) existing landscaped area standards, specifically the IH, IG1, EX, CX and CM zones, from

the Title 11 Tree Preservation and Tree Density Requirements, at least until land supply
related issues raised by the LUBA remand on the River Plan are worked out.

(The standards would apply in zones that have existing landscaped area requirements and
all multi-dwelling residential zones. Applicants could meet these standards on site or pay
into the Tree Fund, at their discretion.)Direct staff to return for additional discussion at a
later date when issues raised by the LUBA remand have been addressed.

Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments

Commentary: Additionally, in light of the land supply issues raised by the LUBA remand of the
North Reach River Plan, portions of sites in Industrial, Employment, and Commercial zones
where there are no current landscape area requirements are exempt. Staff will return to the
City Council for additional discussion and evaluations as to whether to retain this exemption
once these issues have been addressed or resolved.

11.50.060050 On-Site Tree Densnty Standards
B. v

1. On portions of sites located within an IH. IG1. EX., CX. CS. or CM zone.

Exemptions.

1. The following dPevelopment activities are exempt from the on-site tree density standards

- atod with the follow oo

d. On portions of sites located within an TH. IG1, EX. CX. CS. or CM zone.
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11.50.050 | Required Tree Preservation Percentage. To simplify the required tree preservation 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standard
A. (p.97) calculations and reduce the number of instances where the result would be a fractional A-C. Tree Preservation Requirement
number, change the preservation standard from "35% of trees >12” in diameter" to "one- — 1 Private Trees.
third of trees >12” in diameter” on development sites. =
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in 1a. Free-Retention. An applicant shall preserve and protect at least one-third (¥4) 35
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments pereent of the trees 12 inches and larger in diameter located completely or partially
on the development site.
Note that botanical names are proposed to be added to the native trees listed in this section Retaining trees at least 6 and less than 12 inches in diameter that are documented in
as provided in Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments a report prepared by an arborist or landscape professional to be Garry Oak (Quercus
Note that the term Tree Planting and Preservation Fund is being corrected as provided in garryana), Pa_01ﬁc Madrone (Arbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew (Taxus brevifolia),
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments Ponderosa Pine (Pinus ponderosa), or Western Flowering Dogwood (Cornus
nuttallii) species are not included in the total count of trees on the site but may be
Revise the requirement "35%" to "one-third (1/3)" of the trees >12” in diameter on used toward meeting the 35-pereent preservation standard.
development sites in the commentary.
2b.  Mitigation. For each tree removed below the one-third (¥5) 35-pereent requirement,
payment to the Tree Planting and Preservation and—Planting Fund is required
equivalent to the cost of two trees. See Section 11.15.010.
2.B.2 | 11.50.030 | Small Site Exemption from Tree Preservation Requirement. Change the site size 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
B. (p. 93) exemption from the proposed "less than or equal to 3,000 square feet" to "less than 5,000 A, Where these regulations apply.
And square feet"
. : . 1. Except when exempted by Subsection B, below, this section applies to trees within the City
253 Reflect this numeric change in the commentary of Portland and trees on sites within the County Urban Pocket Areas in the following
Building Coverage Exemption from Tree Preservation Requirement. Revise the situations:
threshold at which sites are exempt from tree preservation from 90% to 85% a. On sites. Development activities with ground disturbance where there are
Private Trees 12 or more inches in diameter and/or City Trees 6 or more
Commentary: To acknowledge the difficulty of designing around existing trees on small sites inches in diameter and the site:
and sites with high amounts of building coverage, sites les than 5,000 square feet or with at 1 is 5.000 square feet or larger in area; and
least 85% existing or proposed building coverage are exempt. The 85% threshold is consistent (2) _ has existing or proposed building coverage less than 85% 96%.
with building coverage limits in particular zones. :
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments
2.C.1 | 11.50.060 | Crediting Street Trees toward on-site tree density requirements. Credit newly planted 11.50.060 Tree Density Standards
C. (p.103) | and existing street trees toward tree density requirement on sites less than or equal to C3. Tree Density Credits
3,000 square feet. This amendment provides more flexibility for development on small sites.
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in 4.d. On sites less than or equal to 3.000 square feet, healthy non-nuisance species trees planted
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments or retained in the street planting strip may be credited as described in this Subsection.
Commentary:
Additional flexibility is provided for small sites (<3,000 square feet) to meet the on-site tree
density requirement. For these sites, street trees that are planted or retained along the site
frontage may also be counted toward the on-site tree density requirement. This acknowledges
the constraints of planting trees on these smaller sites.
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3.B 11.40.020 | Private Tree Removal Permits. Revise the applicability of tree removal permits for Private | 11,40.020 B. Private Trees
B.2. Trees to exempt all lots less than 5,000 square feet. Change the eligibility criteria for the
(p-59) single dwelling permit option from multiple lot sizes based on different single family zones | 5 Homesites. Except as noted in subsection B.3 below. only trees 20 or more inches in diameter on
to a single lot size threshold of less than 10,000 square feet for single dwelling zoned lots 5 : : . .
And developed with a single house, attached house, duplex, or manufactured home. Change smgle.-famlly zoned lots that are less Fhan 10.000 square feet in area and developed with a single
term from ‘single dwelling permit” to provisions for tree removal permits on a defined dwelling or duplex are regulated by this chapter.
11.40.030 | “homesite”.
A. 2.
(p.63) Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments
Related Technical Amendments: Sections 11.40.050 A.2.g., 11.50.030 B.2.d., and
11.80.020
Commentary: Regui eservati A5
Private Tree removal permits are not required for lots smaller than 5,000 square feet. This is review-or-provision-of this Title-or the-Zening Code;and
intended to target use of staff resources to larger lots with the bulk of the tree canopy in e——The-site-is-not-larger-than-the sizes-listed-in-Table40-1-
Portland. This exemption applies to all lots in all zones and departs from the current exemption Table-40-1 Maximum-Site-Size-for-Subseetion11-40:020-B-2:
which applies to built single family "non-dividable lots". The threshold is set at less than 5,000 Zone R25 RS R7 R10O R20 RF Other
square feet to ensure that permits are required to remove trees on the many.lots that are Site 4749 | 9499 | 13,299 | 18,999 | 37,999 | 165,527
platted at exactly 5,000 square feet. size sf sf sf sf sf sf ’
Second, to facilitate the application of a simple permit process with a larger tree size =
threshold on typical built single family lots, the concept of a "homesite” is established and 11.40.030 Exe.mptlons. . . )
replaces the existing "dividable" factor. A homesite is defined a single dwelling zoned lot less The following are exempt from the requirements of this Chapter:
than 10,000 square feet and that contains a single dwelling (hogse, aﬂached house, A Trees on lots that are less than 5.000 square feet in area.
manufactured home) or duplex. A Type A tree removal permit is required to remove trees at ~rees on fofs Ihat are less thall ».2ov sduale Joct I dixd.
least 20 inches in diameter on a qualifying homesite. These trees will be required to be replaced
with a single tree, and the application would not trigger a review, notice, or public appeal. The [Reletter A through E as B through F]
homesite threshold was set at 10,000 square feet to ensure that lots with more development
potential are subject to tree removal permit requirements for trees 12 or more inches in
diameter, consistent with the Title 11 Tree Preservation standard.
3.B. | 11.40.050 | 3.B. RELATED TECHNICAL AMENDMENT - Type A Private Tree Removal Permit - 11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors
A2.g. Change the term "single dwelling site" to "homesite" for consistency with change in A.2. Type A Removal Permits
(p.79) 11.40.020 B.2. This subsection also includes minor corrections to use consistent
?ggrr;zf;%rﬁ?i;ie..Zijgs(é(cgzrrﬁ?re inches in diameter), and to replace references to g. Trees on single-dwelling el ing "Homesites". The trfse is atJeast 20 or more inches in diameter
and meets the provisions of Paragraph Subsection 11.40.020 B.2.
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11.50.030 | 3.B. RELATED TECHNICAL AMENDMENT - Tree Preservation Standard Exemptions. 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
B.2.d Clarify that this paragraph exempts from the Tree Preservation standards those sites that
(p-93) ?é—:tdeveloped with a single dwelling in single family zones on sites less than 10,000 square | g Exemptions. The following are exempt from the tree preservation standards of this Section:
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as provided in 2. Sites meeting at least one of the following:
Exhibit B, Title 11, Trees Technical Amendments
dc.  The site is a "Homesite." The site is less than 10.000 square feet, is within a Single
Commentary: Dwelling base zone, and is currently developed with a single dwelling or duplex:
This section is intended to establish consistency with the Private Tree Permit provisions that cady-developed-with-a-house-and-gualifiesfor-the-Single-Dwelling Provision-in
apply to qualifying homesites. Since tree removal on these sites is subject only to a Type A Chapter11-40-020-B-2;
permit and only for trees 20 or more inches in diameter, applying the preservation standard to
these sites would create a disconnect between the development and non-development related
requirements.
3.B. 11.80.020 3.B. RELATED TECHNICAL AMENDMENT - Define Homesite. 11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements
B.15 "Homesite" means a site less than 10.000 square feet, that is developed with a single dwelling or
Commentary: duplex, and located in a single dwelling zone,
This definition reflects the properties that are subject to Private Tree Removal Permit
requirements for trees at least 20" in diameter and that are addressed by exemptions in
Chapters 11,40 and 11.50
3.C.1. | 11.40.040 | Temporary Attachments to trees. Clarify and simplify the requirements for hanging 11.40.040 A. Standards and Review Factors for Type A Permits for City and Street Trees.
{p.67) objects on City or Street Trees.
Note: This amendment was discussed as part of the Discussion Item Amendments. The City 3. Other agtivities. A permit is.require'd to attach permanent objects (e.g. lights,.si.gns, or aftwork) to a
Council endorsed the language introduced in Commissioner Fritz's Technical Amendments on tree or its supports (e.g. guides, wires, stakes), or for any other type of activity the City Fores?er
March 9%, which is shown here. determines has the potential to harm a City or Street tree. In reviewing these requests, the City
Forester may impose limitations on the method, location, or duration of such activities.
Commentary: Clarification has been added to distinguish "temporary" from "permanent"
attachments for the purposes of determining when permits would be required for City or
Street Trees.
3.C.2. | 11.30.040 | Self Issued Street Tree Pruning Permit. Allow applicants to self-issue Street Tree pruning | 11.30.040 Procedure for Type A Permits
B. (p.47) permits,
B. Decision by the City Forester.
Commenfary': . R N . . 2. The City Forester may issue the permit, deny the permit, or may apply conditions of
In or"d‘er' to increase operghonal efflc!encnes ahd rgduce wc.n'rmg time for pruning permits, new approval to the permit to ensure the request complies with the applicable review factors and
provisions allow for "self-issued" pruning permits via an online form or other means. To standards. Tvpe A permits may be self-issued for Street Tree Prunine. The applicant must
fdemons'rr.'m‘e that pruning will follow proper qrbomculfuml practices, it is 1'm‘ended that this aoree that s: uIch Irunin Wm: be conducted in accordance with broper aE rEboricultural
information be provided through the permitting process and that the applicant has practices. Self-issued permits are not subject to subsection B.4. and may not be appealed.
acknowledged that he/she has read, understands, and agrees to conduct the appropriate
pruning practices.
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11.45.030
and
11.45.040
(p-87)

Programmatic Permit. Include provisions to allow public agencies to remove healthy non-
nuisance species trees larger than 6 inches in diameter, provided that public notice and an
opportunity for public appeal is afforded to address City decisions relating to the removal of
these larger trees.

Note: A prior Technical Amendment (introduced 3/9/ 11) proposed revising the sections and
consolidating permit limitations, as well as including a statement requiring that work
conducted under a programmatic permit adheres to proper arboricultural practices (see
amended subsection 11.45.030 D.3.) These changes are included as part of this Discussion
Item Amendment to avoid potentially conflicting amendments.

Commentary:

The basic Programmatic Permit is limited to removal of dead, dying, dangerous, and nuisance
species trees of any size, and limits removal of healthy non-nuisance trees to trees less than 6
inches in diameter. Programmatic permits for these activities are not subject to public appeal.
This limitation was seen as too restrictive for some public agencies where thinning or removing
larger trees may be needed to meet their management obligations or to improve overall forest
health (by promoting broader healthier canopy growth). As a result, the City may approve
removal of larger healthy trees and the public will be afforded an opportunity to appeal the
City's decision.

City Council directed staff to report back within 6 to 8 months after the code has gone into
effect as to whether this approach might also be suitable for golf courses.

11.45.030 Procedures
D. Permit limitationsduratien.
1. Time Limits. The City Forester may approve a Programmatic Permit for a period of up to 5
years. An annual report from the applicant to the City Forester on activity conducted under
the permit is required.

2. Tree Size Limits.
a. The programmatic permit will not allow the removal of healthy non-nuisance
species trees 6 or more inches in diameter. except as provided in Subsection D.2.b.
b. If an applicant requests removal of healthy non-nuisance species trees 6 or more

inches in diameter, an opportunity for public appeal shall be provided in accordance
with Subsection 11.45.030 F.2.b.

C. For any request, the City Forester may further limit allowed tree removal in order to
meet the review factors in Section 11.45.040.

3. Tree Work Limits. All work conducted under a programmatic permit must be conducted in

accordance with proper arboricultural practices.

F.

1 Timely Filing. Appeals shall be filed on forms as prescribed by the City within 14 days
from the date of the written decision. Such appeals shall specifically identify in writing how
the decision-maker erred in his/her decision.

2. Appellant.

a. An_applicant may_appeal a denial, required conditions or specifications of an
approval, or the revocation of any Programmatic Permit. Appeal Hearings will be
conducted as specified in Subsection 11.30.040 D.

b. The public mav_appeal an_approval, required conditions or specifications of
Programmatic Permits that authorize the removal of healthy non-nuisance species
trees 6 or more inches in diameter. Appeal Hearings will be conducted as specified
in Subsections 11.30.050 C. through E.

3. Appeal Body Referral. The Appeals Board may refer the appeal request to the full Urban
Forestry Commission.

11.45.040 Review Factors

[re-letter "C." to "B."]
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Title 11 Trees - Techmcal Amendments

Remove References
Remove references to River Environmental Zone (this zone is not in effect)

Agree. Delete references to River Environmental Overlay Zone throughout Title 11:

See: 11.40.020 B.3.(p.61); 11.60.020 B.3.(p.111); 11.60.020D.3.(p.113); 11.80.020 B.19.b.(p.169)

Correct References
Ensure that all references to the "Tree Planting and Preservation Fund" are consistent.
Some refer to the Tree Preservation and Planting Fund, and some to the Tree Fund.

Agree. Replace references to ensure consistent use of "Tree Planting and Preservation Fund"

See: 11.40.060 (p.81); 11.50.050 A.2.(p.97); 11.50.050 B.2.(p.99); 11.50.060 C.3 (p.103);
11.70.080 B.3.(p.145)

11.05.010

Additional Tree Benefits. List of tree benefits in purpose statement omits “provide oxygen”

Agree. Revise as follows and include reference to these additional benefits in commentary:

B. and “buffer noise.” Oxygen is an important benefit of trees. While noise buffering and
(p- 3) perceptual noise buffer%n'g qualities of trees are generally assocje.‘ted with large Stand.s of 11.05.010 B. The chapters within this title address trees in both development and non-development
trees as opposed to individual trees, this benefit nevertheless exists, and should be listed. . . . . T .
situations and seek to enhance the quality of the urban forest and optimize the benefits that trees provide.
Desired tree benefits include:
1. Providing oxygen. and-Ccapturing air pollutants and carbon dioxide;
5. Providing visual screening and buffering from wind -and storms; and noise:
11.10.010 | Reword for clarity. Replace “not in conflict” with “consistent" so as to state the language Agree. Revise first sentence of second paragraph as follows:
p.11) in the positive. Since adopting admin rules may provide clarification or direction of code
requ.lr?mentfs tgm f t?re tr;lot necessgrltly ?Cttlo.nsﬂsh?t ari re%ulre:}écr)l C(;mpgl Sv;’;hncte&a&? th 11.10.010 Code Administration and Duties Performed
g;g\gSlons of the title, the appropriate fest is that suchi rule maiing is € © © | The City Forester and BDS Director are authorized to adopt, amend and repeal administrative rules, netin
eonfliet congistent with the provisions of this Title, pertaining to matters within the authority or
responsibility of the City Forester or BDS Director under the provisions of this Title.
11.10.010 Clarify budget request process. It is not clear with the proposed language who the City Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows:
A4d.a. Forester would submit the budget request to.
(p.13) 11.10.010 A.4. Managing the Urban Forestry Program by:
a. Preparing and submitting the annual budget request for the operation of the Parks and Recreation
Forestry Division to the Director of the Bureau of Parks and Recreation;
11.10.040. | Clarify the procedures for emergency amendments to Title 11. The last sentence Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows:
F. seems to imply that a public meeting by council is not required for passage of an
(p.19) emergency orc'linar%ce Whi.CI.l contragicts the City .Charter {(Section 2—12(?) . RemQVing the 11.10.040 F. Declaring an emergency.
last sentence in this provision and instead referring to the charter provisions will eliminate
conflicting interpretation. City Council may declare an emergency in accordance with the City Charter and amend th}s Title and
assocwted Adm1mstrat1ve Rules w1thout followmg the process set out in thls sectlon Public-hearings;
11.10.050 Correct Reference. "City" agencies should be "public" agencies consistent with definition Agree_ Note Change and rationale in commentary and revise an sentence in code as follows:
(p.21) in Chapter 11.80 and to reflect broader applicability of these agreements (not limited to just

city bureaus)

11.10.050 Interagency and Intergovernmental Agreements.
The City Forester or BDS Director in the course of their duties in implementing this Title may enter
into agreements with other bureaus or public agencies. These interagency and intergovernmental
agreements may allow the BDS Director or City Forester to delegate powers granted within this
Title to or provide services to other bureaus or eity public agencies, subject to the requirements
outlined in the agreement...
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are subject to a Type A or B permit, as this information is in Chapter 11.40.

Change the section title to more accurately reflect content which describes the Types of tree
permits. The threshold for when tree permits are required is addressed in Chapter 11.40.

11.15.040 | Fund Reporting Requirements. The Urban Forestry Fund report should include an Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows:
(p.29) accounting of collections in addition to expenditures, similar to the Tree Planting and
Preservation Fund to represent both sides. This was an inadvertent omission. 11.15.040 Annual Report
B. The Urban Forestry Fund. The report will include an accounting of revenues collected and
expenditures.
9 11.20.020. | Urban Forestry Commission (UFC) Meeting Schedule. The requirement that the UFC Agree. Revise as follows:
D. meet each month is not as critical with the formation of the Appeals Board who can meet
{p.33) when needed to hear appeals of tree permits. The flexibility for the full Commission to meet 11.20.020 D. Meetings.
10 times a year versus each month will allow reasonable flexibility for the Commission to - . .
meet intensively about an issue over the course of a couple of weeks, or skip a meeting at The Commission will meet at least monthly ten times per vear and may meet more often.
other times of the year when a majority of the commissioners may be unavailable to meet.
10 | 11.20.020 | Add Commissioner In Charge for UFC Budget Recommendation Advice Agree. Note in commentary and revise code as follows:
E.3. The Urban Forestry Commission should also be advising the Commissioner-in-Charge of
{p.33) the Bur§au of Parks aqd Recreation on issues related to the Forestry Division budget. This 11.20.020. E. Duties
was an inadvertent omission. 3.  Advising the City Forester, the Director and Commissioner-in-Charge of the Bureau of Parks and
Recreation, and Citizen’s Budget Advisory Committee on the preparation and contents of the
annual Forestry Division budget request.
11 11.20.030 | Membership Composition of the Urban Forestry Appeals Board. Ensure there is a Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows:
A widespread and balanced representation of the interest groups present on the full UFC on
(p-35) the Appeals Board. 11.20.030 The Urban Forestry Appeals Board.

A. Membership. The Urban Forestry Appeals Board consists of five members representing diverse
interests of the Urban Forestry Commission, selected by a majority of the Commission. Members
will serve without compensation for terms not to exceed their membership in the general
Commission and may be reappointed.

11.30.020 | Public Notice and Appeal for Tree Permits. Agree. Note purpose of revised Table 30-1 in commentary. Revise code as follows:
Tbl 30-1 Replace Table 30-1 with appropriate procedural table. Tree Permit threshold information is
(p.43) already included in Tables 40-2, and 40-3. Remove reference assigning the activities that

11.30.020 When-Tree-Permits-Are Required-Description of Tree Permits
B. Types of Permits

There are two types of tree permits, A and B. This chapter assigas—aetivities—and-sets out the
procedures for each permit type, including when public notice and opportunity for public appeal
are required.....

Table 30-1 summarizes the aetivities—that—are—subjeet public notice and appeal procedures
applicable to a Type A or Type B permit.

[Replace the proposed Table 30-1 with the following:]

Table 30-1
Applicability of Public Notice and Appeal Procedures

EXHIBIT F - AMENDMENTS TO CITYWIDE TREE PROJECT DEC 2010 RECOMMENDED DRAFT

March 31, 2011

Technical Amendments

Page 8

&

&%

b ::.@



Yes - for requests to Yes - for requests to
remove healthy non- Yes remove healthy non-
nuisance trees: nuisance trees:
o =20 diameter; or e >20” diameter; or
® More than four trees = ® More than four trees =
12” diam. per lot or 12” diam. per lot or
B frontage per year; frontage per year;
e Excluding any trees ¢ Excluding any trees
subject to a Type A subject to a Type A
permit permit
No - for other Type B No - for other Type B
requests requests
13 11.30.040 | Clarify Link Between Procedures Chapter (11.30) and Type A Permit Evaluation Agree. Revise code as follows:
B.1. Factors (11.40)
(p.47) The City Forester’s decision making process for Type A pex:mits, described in Chapter 11.30.040 Procedure for Type A Permits.
11.30, should make reference to the applicable consideration factors of Chapter 11.40. B. 1. The City Forester’s decision shall be based on an evaluation of the facts and applicable standards
and review factors in Chapter 11.40.
14 11.30.050 | Clarify Link Between Procedures Chapter (11.30) and Type B Permit Evaluation Agree. Revise code as follows:
B.1. Factors (11.40)
(p.51) The City Forester’s decision making process for ’1‘pr B peljmits, described in Chapter 11.30.050 Procedure for Type B Permits.
11.30, should make reference to the applicable consideration factors of Chapter 11.40. B. 1. The City Forester’s decision shall be based on an evaluation of the facts and applicable standards
and review factors in Chapter 11.40.
15 11.30.050 | Public Notice and Appeal for Tree Permits. Agree. Note in commentary and revise code as follows:
B.5 &C. Clarify that public notice and public appeals procedures are limited to trees 20 or more
{p. 52) inches in diameter or removal of more than four trees at least 12-inch diameter per year. 11.30.050 B.S5.
With the correction to Table 30-1 noted in Technical Amendment #12, the revised language N . . . . .
will clarify that the public appeals are limited to removal of large trees and multiple trees, If the appllcat}on is tentatively approved, and public notice is required per Table 30-1, the City Forester
consistent with the intent expressed in Chapter 11.40. shall send notice...
11.30.050 C. Appeal.
The applicant may appeal the City Forester’s decision._In addition, when public notice is required per
Table 30-1, the neighborhood association or any other person may also appeal. Appeals shall be:...
16 11.40.010 | Add "education" to the Purpose for the Tree Permit provisions. Include a statement Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
(p.59) that reinforces the importance that education is a key component of the permit system.
11.40.010 Purpose
The purpose of this Chapter is to manage, conserve and enhance the urban forest when
development activity is neither proposed nor occurring. The provisions of this chapter encourage
preservation of high quality trees, large trees, and groves; regulate pruning and planting on City-
owned and managed sites and streets to protect public safety and public infrastructure; and ensure
replacement for trees that are removed. The permitting procedures that are required to implement
these provisions are intended to not only enforce maintenance. removal and preservation
requirements but also to educate property owners about the intrinsic urban benefits of trees as well
as the principles of tree care.

11.40.020
(p.59)

Rename Section 11.40.020 to mirror construction of Chapter 11.50

Section 11.40.020 relates to when tree permits are required in non development situations,
similar to how 11.50.020 relates to "When a Tree Plan is Required” to address trees in
development situations. This amendment makes these section headers more consistent.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

11.40.020 Where-These Regulations-Apply-When a Tree Permit is Required.

Except as specified in Section 11.40.030 below, this chapter applies to trees within the City of
Portland as follows: The-r¢ i i . vine-situations—when-ne
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EXHIBITF - AMENDMENTS TO CITYWIDE TREE PROJECT DEC 2010 RECOMMENDED DRAFT

March 31, 2011

"trees X or more inches diameter"

Reorganize and Simplify Section 11.40.020 B., Relating to Private Tree Permits.
It is difficult to follow the list of areas where the 6” tree size applies in specified overlay
zones and plan districts. Replacing the list with a table will make it easier to refer at-a-
glance. The table is further modified to include pointers when Title 33 Planning and
Zoning requirements apply.

Note: By placing the overlay and plan district information here, Tables 40-3 and 40-4 (which
summarized the permit requirements for trees inside and outside these overlay zones and
plan districts) are able to be consolidated, see Technical Amendment #21.

Note: the reference to Homesite provisions (11.40.020 B.2) is added by virtue of Title 11
Discussion Amendments Item #3.B. and is included here for reference to avoid potentially
conflicting amendments.

Reword provision relating to tree size. Revise language for a consistent use of the phrase

B. Private Trees.

[delete B.2.a. through B.2.c, including former Table 40-1 (Site size table)]

Table 40-1 Applicability of 6" Diameter Size Tree Permit Threshold

What trees are regulated

(only within and riverward of the

Specific Area g‘::?il Wh:: ¢ ttxl’le'es :re :eguiated by the Zoning Code
ymbo y this chapter [1] (Title 33)
Environmental conservation e e Dead, Dying, Dangerous | e Healthy Native Trees
and protection overlay zones "p" o Nuisance species (see 33.430, or 33.508
® Healthy non-native non- within CS/PIC Plan
nuisance species District, or 33.515 within
® Trees w/in 10" of bldg. or | Columbia South Shore Plan
attached structures District)
Greenway overlay zones "n" "q" e Dangerous e Dead, Dying
o Nuisance Species o Healthy native species
Greenway overlay zones gt it " o Healthy non-native non-

nuisance species

e Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

o Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

greenway setback) (see 33.440)
Pleasant Valley Natural "yt o Dead, Dying, Dangerous | e Healthy Native Trees
Resources overlay zones e Nuisance species (see 33.465)

"Nt

Scenic Corridor s
(only within the minimum street

® Dead, Dying, Dangerous
e Nuisance Species

o Healthy native species
e Healthy non-native non-

A. City Trees and Street Trees. City and Street trees at-least-3 or more inches in diameter are
regulated by this chapter.

1. Generally. Trees at-least 12 or more inches in diameter on sites and tracts net

ineluded-in-Paragraphs-B-2-er-B-3 are regulated by this chapter, except as specified
in B.2 through B.3._Trees required to be preserved by a tree preservation plan. a
condition of a land use review. or provision of this Title or the Zoning Code may be
subject to other requirements.

2. Homesites. Except as noted in subsection B.3 below. only trees 20 or more inches in
diameter on single-family zoned lots that are less than 10.000 square feet in area and
developed w1th a smgle dwellmg or duplex are regulated by this chapter Treeson

3. Specified overlay zones and plan districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in
Verlay zones and plan dlStI‘lCtS are regl_llated as noted in Table 40- I—Speefﬁe

Technical Amendments
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setback or the first 20 feet from
the street lot line when there is
no street setback)

e Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

nuisance species
(see 33.480)

Johnson Creek Plan District
(only within the Special Flood
Hazard Area, South Subdistrict,

e Dead, Dying, Dangerous
e Nuisance species
e Trees w/in 10" of bidg. or

o Healthy native species
o Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

or within 20 feet of lot lines attached structures (see 33.537)
abutting the Springwater
Corridor)

Rocky Butte Plan District

o Healthy native species

e Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

(see 33.570)

e Dead, Dying, Dangerous

e Nuisance Species

o Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

o All others

(see 33.580)

[1] This list includes common situations where tree removal is regulated through Title 11 tree permits as distinguished
from situations where trees are regulated by the zoning code. Where the zoning code exempts tree removal in
specified overlay zones or plan districts, tree removal would be regulated by this chapter.,

South Auditorium Plan District e Dead, Dying, Dangerous

[delete 3.a. through 3.h.]

11.40.020
D.
(p-63)

Hazardous Material Cleanup Orders. Clarify that tree permits are not required for
activities relating to hazardous material cleanup orders. These activities are exempt from
city procedural requirements but must show that they substantively meet City
requirements. State Law prevents the City from imposing permit requirements on these
cleanup orders.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

11.40.020 Where These Regulations Apply

D. State, Federal, and court orders. Trees that must be removed or pruned by an order of a the court,
or of a State or Federal agency erder-includinghazardous-material-cleanup-orders; are not subject
to the public notice and appeal procedures of Chapter 11.30 and approval standards and review
factors of this chapter. However, a tree permit is required and the tree replacement requirements of
this chapter shall be met.

E. Hazardous Material Cleanup Orders. Hazardous material cleanup orders are not subject to the
permit procedures of this Title: however., a person removing a regulated tree pursuant to a
Hazardous Material Cleanup Order must comply with the tree replacement requirements of this
chapter.

[Re-letter "E." to "F."]

Exemptions from Tree Permit Requirements - Clarify that tree removal associated with
an approved development permit does not require a tree permit through this chapter.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
11.40.030 Exemptions.
The following are exempt from the requirements of this Chapter:

E. Tree Removal in association with development permits addressed through Chapter 11.50,
Trees in Development Situations.

11.40.040 | Removal of required trees requires permit. Clarify that Street and City Trees planted to Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Add a footnote below Table 40-2 stating:
Tbl 40-2 meet a City requirement may not be removed without a permit even if they are smaller than
(p-65) tl';gvrir:ir;g?;rrln tge“zzrc’iéhtimif)eéé?f;auml;;gt:éatggys‘l)zrestgzzstggésTher e are no other “Trees <3 inches in diameter that were required to be planted may not be removed without a permit from
; p P v P ' the City Forester nor cut or pruned without a permit, if a permit is otherwise required by this Title.”
21 11.40.040 | Dead and Dying Trees. Simplify the standards for reviewing requests to remove Dead and | Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
A4, Dying City and Street Trees. The proposed language was intended to key readers and
(p.67) implementers that alternatives may exist to treat diseased or damaged trees. However, this
information is better conveyed by Forestry staff rather than being codified. ;1'40'03251'?1:::;“10‘]31
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Note: This language is consistent with Technical Amendment #22, below.

damaged beyond repalr or where not enough live trssue= green leaves= limbs. roots or branches exist
to sustain life.

b. Dying trees. Fhe i i i Hizati
meeulat}en—Fer—trees—th&t—are—mat—treatab}e—The tree is in an advanced state of dechne because 1t is

diseased. infested by insects. or rotting and cannot be saved by reasonable treatment or pruning. or

must be removed to prevent spread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminently
likely to be become a danger or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval to the

permit to require specific disposal methods for infected wood.

11.40

Thbl 40-2,
Tbl 40-3 &
Tbl 40-4
{p.65, 71,
73)

Consolidate Tables 40-3 and 40-4. Since the information pertaining to where the permits
apply in Plan Districts and Overlay Zones has been formatted into an easier to reference
Table 40-1 (see Technical Amendment #16), these two tables which address thresholds for
Type A and Type B Private Tree permits can be consolidated

Type A Permit allowance for trees less than 20 inches diameter. Clarify the reference
for removing “up to four trees per year” The proposal is that any number of dead, dying,
dangerous, or trees on the City’s Nuisance Plants List may be removed through a Type A
permit. The 4-tree removal limit only applies to healthy, non-nuisance trees less than 20
inches in diameter.

Update Table 40-2 relating to City and Street Trees to reflect similar construction and
terminology as consolidated Table 40-3.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for the following revisions:

» Replace Tables 40-3 and 40-4 with a single consolidated Table 40-3.

» Update references from "Tables 40-3 and 40-4" to "Table 40-3"

» Update Table 40-2 to use consistent layout and terminology as used in Table 40-3
» Change commentary as needed to be consistent with construction and terminology

11.40.050
Al.a
(p.75)

Add Reference to Cascade Station/Portland International Center Plan District
The proposed language is silent on sites in the Cascade station/Portland International
Center Plan District. This was an inadvertent omission. Both the Portland International
Airport Plan District and Cascade Station/PIC areas are subject to specific FAA
requirements for vertical airspace and Wildlife Hazard Management to prevent creating
habitat that would attract species of concern to aviation.

Note: The Airport Futures project is scheduled to be adopted by Council on April 13th, 2011. If
the Airport Plan District is not adopted, then this reference will need to be replaced with a
reference to "the boundaries of the Aurport Conditional Use Master Plan area.”

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

11.40.050 A.1.a. Private Tree Pruning Permit Exceptions

o) Crown maintenance and crown reduction of trees within the Portland International Airport-Plan
District or Cascade Station/Portland International Center Plan District that project above or will,
upon maturity project above the height limit delineated by the "h" overlay zone or are identified as
attracting wildlife species of concern _related to air traffic safety.

11.40.050
A2.

(p.77)

Dead and Dying Trees. Simplify the standards for reviewing requests to remove Dead and
Dying Private Trees. The proposed language was intended to key readers and implementers
that alternatives may exist to treat diseased or damaged trees. However, this information is
better conveyed by Forestry staff rather than being codified. This language is consistent
with Technical Amendment #19, above.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

11.40.050 A.2.Removal.

damaged beyond repalr or where not enough live tlssue= green leaves, limbs. roots or branches exist
to sustain life.

b. Dying trees. & i ilizati
mee\ﬂatren—Fer—treesﬂthat—are—net—treatable—The tree isin an advanced state of dechne because it is

diseased, infested by insects. or rotting and cannot be saved by reasonable treatment or pruning, or

must be removed to prevent spread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminently
likely to be become a danger or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval to the

permit to require specific disposal methods for infected wood.
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trees), and that for the subsequent construction, only a portion of the portion of trees
remaining would be required to be retained.

Also, clarify that trees retained to meet development standards of Title 11 are not subject to
any special protections following completion of the permitted development. Once the permit
is final the regular tree permitting rules apply.

Note: Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical
Amendment Item #25.

25 11.40.060 Payment into the Tree Preservation and Planting Fund. Replace the term “allow” with Agree. Refer to Attachment 1 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
B. the term “require” payment into the fund when tree planting cannot occur. :
(p- 81) 11.40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements
B. Payment into Tree Preservation and Planting Fund. When the City Forester determines that there is
insufficient or unsuitable area to accommodate some or all of the replacement trees within the street
planting area or site, the City Forester may require allew payment into the Tree Preservation and
Planting Fund instead of requiring replacement trees. Payment is based on the adopted fee schedule.
26 | 11.50 Reorganize Tree Preservation and Density Provisions. Clarify and reorganize Agree. Reorganize sections as follows (for additional text refinements and commentary for the changes
{p.91-107) | exemptions to the Tree Density and Tree Preservation standards so that the reader can go within Chapter 11.50, Refer to Attachment 2):
to one section to see the requirements associated with each specific standard. Sections:
Emergency Situations during development. Clarify that emergency situation provisions | 11-50.01 0 Purpose. .
are included in Section 11.50.080 by adding the term to the Section title. H-50:020——Where-These-Regulations-Apply:
11.50.636020 When a Tree Plan is Required.
Since pruning is not typically regulated for Private trees, the reference has been removed 11.50.040030 Development Impact Area Option for Large Sites and Streets.
from the section header. However, the provisions addressing responding to these 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
emergency situations continue to address both pruning and removal. 11. 50.9606-5-6 On-site Tree Density Standards.
11.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards.
11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
11.50.080 Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emergency Tree Removal.
27 11.50.030 | Tree Plans. Clarify how the tree plan would apply tree preservation for demolition permits Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
A that are followed by a subsequent construction permit. Concern that the preservation
(p.91) standard would apply to on-site trees during demolition (requiring retention of a portion of

11.50.038020 When a Tree Plan is Required.

A:A tree plan is required in conjunction with all development permits, unless the site or activity is
exempt from Section 11.50.040 beth—tTree pPreservation_Standards: Section 11.50.050 On-Site
Tree Density Standards: and Section 11.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards.and-tree-density-in
aceordanee-with-Subseetions-B—and-C-below- If multiple development permits are required for a
development proposal, including demolitions and subsequent construction, the same Tree Plan shall
be included with each permit. For tree removal when no development permit is required or
following completion of the development permit. see Chapter 11.40.
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have the option to pay a fee in lieu of planting. This is especially important for sites where
tree planting would significantly disrupt existing improvements or operations. The fee
would be tracked similar to sites meeting non conforming upgrade requirements for tree
density.

Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical Amendment
Item #25.

11.50.030 | Tree Density Exemptions. Clarify the exemptions for tree density related to “alterations” Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
C.1. and “additions”. Alterations include additions, which confuses the applicability of this
(p.93) exemption. Distinguish between single family additions and non-single family alterations, . .
and clarify that on-site tree density standards do not apply to projects involving only 11.50.066030 _On-Site Tree Densnty Standards. . . . . (s .
interior alterations, and that the exemptions apply if any of the situations or conditions are A Where these Regulations Apply. This Section applies to sites within the City of Portland 11€S.t0 31t§s within the City of Por’(la}nd
met. Also, this list is missing a Conjunction ("and”’ "Or") so it’s unclear if all or Just one of and the County Urban POCket Areas. UnleSS exemgted in section 11.50050 B. the fOHOWlng
the conditions need to be met. are subject to the On-Site Tree Density Standards:
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical Amendment 1. New Development;
Item #25
2. Exterior alterations to existing development:
3. Additions in excess of 200 square feet to single dwelling development.
B. Exemptions. :
1. The followmg Ddevelopment act1v1t1es are_exempt from the on-site tree densit
standards asseeciated-with-the-followingpermits:
4 Additionsless-than-200-square-feet:-or
e& - ‘ 1Y) ‘ ...... 1
%KWMWMA@WW
existing development with a project valuation less than the non-conforming
upgrade threshold noted est-abhshed inT 1tle 33, Planmng and Zomng -Fitle
{ 11.50.030 | Tree Density Exemptions. Clarify the tree density exemption for sites that are subject to | Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
| C.2 the Airport Landscape standard. The proposed language includes sites within the Portland
1 (p.95) International Airport Plan District, but is silent on sites in the Cascade station/Portland . .
~ International Center Plan District. This was an inadvertent omission. Both plan districts 11.50.0601)_5_(_)__9_1_1_—_S;t£T1’% Depsny Standards. . . . .
are proposed to be subject to specific landscape requirements intended to prevent creating B. Exempthns. The followmg are exempt from the on-site tree density standards of this Section:
habitat that would attract species of concern to aviation. 2. Sites meeting at least one of the following:
c. The site is within the Portland International Airport Plan District_or Cascade
II\tIOte ggg the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical Amendment Station/Portland International Center Plan District and is subject to the Airport
em . : .
’ Landscape Standards; le 33, Planning and Zoning.
Note: The Airport Futures project is scheduled to be adopted by Council on April 13th, 2011. If andscape Standards; see Title 33, & g
the Airport Plan District is not adopted, then this reference will need to be replaced with a
reference to "the boundaries of the Airport Conditional Use Master Plan area.”
11.50.040 | Development Impact Area Option. Applicants utilizing the Development Impact Area Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
(p.97) Option to determine Tree Density requirements for large development sites should also

11.50.040030 Development Impact Area Option For Large Sites and Streets.
Where development is proposed on a site larger than one acre or where work is occurring in the
street and is not associated with an adjacent development site, the applicant may choose to establish
a development impact area. For sites using the development impact area option, tree preservation
requirements shall be based on the trees within the development impact area and tree density will
be based on meeting Option B as applied only to the area within the development impact area.
Trees may be planted to meet tree density requirement elsewhere on the site. Payment-in-tieu-of

meeting-the tree- density-standard-isnetallowed-:
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11.50.050

Applicability of Tree Preservation Standards. Clarify the applicability of the

184

Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

(p.97) development-related requirements to Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved
through a land use condition of approval. These should not be in the preservation 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
standard, but moved to "Where these regulations apply”. —
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical Amendment A. Where these regulations apply.
Item #25.
2. Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved through a land use condition
of approval or tree preservation plan cannot be removed using the provisions in this
Chapter, but may be counted toward the foelewing-tree preservation requirements_of
this Section.
11.50.050 | Add Botanic Names to List of Native Trees. By including the botanic names, the Agree. Revise code as follows:
Al references are much more specific and reduces potential confusion about whether hybrids
(p-97) or varieties qualify. 11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical Amendment C. Tree Preservation Requirement PreS(?rvation Requirement
Item #25. 1 Private Trees.
Retaining trees at least 6 and less than 12 inches in diameter that are documented in
a report prepared by an arborist or landscape professional to be Garry Oak (Quercus
garryana), Pacific Madrone (Arbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew (Taxus brevifolia),
Ponderosa Pine (Pinus ponderosa), or Western Flowering Dogwood (Cornus
nuttallii) species are not included in the total count of trees on the site but may be
used toward meeting the 35-pereent preservation standard.
11.50.060 Clarify Table 50-1 for Development Impact Area. While the provisions describing the Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
A.l. Development Impact Area Option (11.50.040) specify that only Option B may be used to 11.50.060050_On-Site Tree Density Standards.
(p-99) determine required tree density and that the percentage be applied only to the area of the PR

development impact area and not the entire site, Table 50-1 does not make this clear. This
may result in confusion when applying the requirement.

Correct Typo
Section 11.50.060 A.1. The Tree Density Requirement for institutional sites should be 25%
as shown in the Proposed Draft to Planning and Urban Forestry Commission.

Note: Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical
Amendment Item #25.

A.1. The required tree area is based on the size of the site and the type and size of proposed and existing
development. Fhe-aApplicants may choose Option A or Option B for calculating required tree area,

except only Option B may be used to apply standards to a "Development Impact Area".

Table 50-1 Determining Required Tree Area

One and Two Family Site arca ounus b}nldmg 40 percent of site or
. . coverage of existing and .
Residential development impact area
proposed development
Multi Dwelling Site area fminus b.ulldmg 20 percent of site or
. . coverage of existing and .
Residential development impact area
proposed development
, ildi .
Commercial/Office/Ret Site area unus b.u ding 15 percent of site or
A coverage of existing and ;
ail/Mixed Use development impact area
proposed development
) Site area minus b}nldmg 10 percent of site or
Industrial coverage of existing and .
development impact area
proposed development
ite ar n ildin .
I Site arca mi us b.u ding 3525 percent of site ot
Institutional coverage of existing and == . =
development impact area
proposed development
Site area minus b}uldlng 25 percent of site or
Other coverage of existing and )
development impact area
proposed development
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34

11.50.060
A2

Tbl 50-2
(p.101)

Tree Density Planting Area Requirement. Clarify that the “minimum required area per
tree” provision for tree density in this table refers to the planting area for new trees. This
table is intended to require a minimum amount of soil volume for each tree, to ensure
reasonable permeable area exists for root growth and tree trunk development. The
standard is intended to help applicants anticipate and plan for newly planted trees to grow.

In the future, it is anticipated that this information could be potentially moved to the Tree
Manual to reflect best management practice and be more easily adjusted.

Agree. Revise the headers in Table 50-2 as follows:

Table 50-2

11.50.060
C.3 (p.103)

Tree Density Credits for Payments in Lieu. Clarify the method of calculating required
payments in lieu for tree density credit. Relate to caliper size of the required tree since the
fee is based on dollars per inch. Also include reference to cost of establishment in addition
to planting, as well as cross reference to Section 11.15 which describes the Tree Planting
and Preservation Fund.

Note: Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical
Amendment Item #25.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
11.50.060030_On-Site Tree Density Standards.
3. Tree Density Credits.
3c.  Payments-made in lieu of planting, te-the-Free-Fund: The applicant may pay a fee to_the
Tree Planting and Preservation Fund per Section 11.15.010 equivalent to the cost of planting

11.50.060
B. (p. 101)

Applicability of Street Tree Planting Requirement. An exemption for demolition permits
should be added to clarify that street trees are not required to be planted with demolition
permits. Street trees will be required with subsequent redevelopment of the site.

Note: Note that the Sections in this Chapter are renumbered as provided in Technical
Amendment Item #25.

Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:

11.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards
B. Exemptions. The following are exempt from the Street Tree planting standards of this
Section:
1. Development activities associated with the following:
c. Demolition Permits

11.50.070
B.4.
{p.107)

And

24,70.020
C.
{(p.31in
"Other
Titles" of
Vol.3)

Geotech Report Submittal Requirement. Move the proposed geotechnical report
requirement back to Title 24, Chapter 70, Clearing and Grading, and remove from Title 11.
When the language relating to tree cutting permits was moved from Title 24 the associated
geotechnical report requirement was also moved.

These reports are required to address multiple site conditions addressed through the
administration of Title 24, and could still be consulted if appropriate when addressing Title
11 development requirements.

Agree. Delete the requirement from Title 11 and replace in Title 24 as follows:

11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
B. Narrative Requirements

Permits.
C. Tree Removal-eutting-permit. Removal of trees six-inches and larger in diameter shall be reviewed
with the clearing or grading permits as part of the Tree Plan review pursuant to Title 11. A-tree

24.70.020

i

ed-11 ordance h. S o on-24-1.0-0
ProYy O O & + d aceordaa v HECHO SO

When removing 5 or more trees on a site with an average slope of at least 20 percent, provide a

geotechnical engineering report that assesses the stability of the site after tree felling and root

grubbing operations.
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38 11.60.020 | Tree Planting Specifications - Location. The provision requiring consideration of site Agree. Move section 11.60.020 A.1 from code to commentary, renumber the subsequent paragraphs and
Al characteristics in choosing and siting a tree is not practical to implement or enforce and is | reformat the text as follows:
{p.109) better expressed as intent in the commentary. 11.60.020 Tree Planting Specifications
Add to Commentary:
For all trees, planting locations should be suitable for the anticipated size of tree at maturity
considering available soil volume and above ground clearance, and avoid conflicts with utilities,
buildings or other obstructions to the extent practicable.
A.2- Prohibited Locations
[renumber A.2.a. through A.2.c. as A.1. through A.3]
39 11.60.020 Tree Planting Specifications — Tree Size. The size requirement for native trees has been Agree. Note change in commentary. Revise code as follows:
B.3. reduced for planting in natural resource areas as they are generally less accessible and
{p.111) typically not irrigated. The scenic corridor was inadvertently included in this list of areas, 11.60.020 B. Planting size
but should be removed as these areas are primarily along streets. . . .. . . .

3. Native tree exception. The minimum planting size for native broadleaf trees may be reduced to /2"
caliper on sites when planted in an environmental (c, p), greenway (n, q or greenway setback and
riverward portion of g, i, and r overlay zones), river environmental (e), seente-corridor<(s), or
Pleasant Valley Natural Resource (v) overlay zone.

40 11.60.020 | Tree Species Diversity Requirement. Clarify the applicability of the species diversity Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows:
D.1. requirement. It is not clear whether street trees are included with the site trees for this
{p.113) purpose. The requirement should be applied to all planted trees, but the Forester may need 11.60.020. D. Species requirements _
to have the ability to grant an exception for the street tree requirements, in order to . . . . o .
maintain consistency with adopted street tree or landscape plans. 1. Spegles diversity. On-a-single-siteIf there are fewer than 8 required trees, they may all be the same
species. If there are between 8 and 24 required trees, no more than 40 percent can be of one species.
If there are more than 24 required trees, no more than 24 percent can be of one species. This
standard applies only to the trees being planted, not to existing trees.
For Street Trees, tThe City Forester may make an exception to this requirement fer-Street-Trees in
order to fulfill or complement an adopted street or landscape plan.
41 11.60.020 Mechanisms to Defer Planting. The requirement for using Performance Guarantees to Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows:
E.2. defer required planting on development sites creates a costly process for the City and
(p.115) applicant. This revision retains the performance guarantee language to authorize bureaus 11.60.020 E. Installation and establishment
to legally establish and collect deposits to ensure compliance; however, more flexible, less . . e S
costly approaches may be able to be developed administratively. This change allows 2. Tlmlng..All trees requlred or appr(?veq to be planted by this Tltle shall be planted or payment in lieu
flexibility for the implementing bureau(s) to establish efficient, cost-effective means to of planting made prior to the expiration of the permit or City’s final acceptance of the project, as
assure performance. applicable. However,_it is encouraged that planting occur during the wet months or as per City
Forester recommendations. pPlanting of trees may be deferred between May 1 and September 30
Planting Timing. A notation to encourage planting trees at the appropriate times of the upon filing a performance guarantee as provided in Section 11.10.060,_or other assurance deemed
year has also been added. acceptable by the City Forester or BDS Director, as applicable.
42 11.60.030. | Applicability of Root Protection Requirements. Clarify that these tree root zone Agree. Revise code as follows:
B.1. protection requirements apply not only through Chapter 11.50 but also to meet other city
(p-115) cede requirements, such as Title 33 Tree Preservation requirements for land divisions. 11.60.030 B. Applicability. These standards apply to any tree that is required to be retained on site or in
the street during a development activity-subjeet-to-Chapter-11-50.
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11.60.060 | Tree Permits for City Ordered Actions. To ensure that tree removal is tracked and to Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows:
(p.123) facilitate responses to complaints and inquiries when trees are removed, this provision
requires that permits be obtained, as applicable. This also allows the Forester to evaluate 11.60.060 A. General
the extent of required work, and prescribe alternatives that may not necessitate removal. A . . . . .
However, when removal is required, these dangerous trees should be subject to a Type A 1. Permits required. Any person pruning, removing, or conducting any other work on any.Street Tree
permit. This revision clarifies this intent and prevents these situations from being delayed or City Tree and any person removing any regulated Private Tree in order to comply with the
by public notice and possible appeal. Additionally, provisions to allow fee waivers when the requirements of this Section, shall first obtain a Type A tree permit in accordance with the
City Forester has ordered that the work be done is also included. provisions of Chapter 11.3046. The application fee may be waived when the City Forester has
directed the work to be done.
44 11.60.060 Correct sentence structure. Insert a break at number "2", renumber following paragraph | Agree. Revise accordingly.
(p.129) from "2" to "3".
45 1131.70.020 Typo. Section references are incorrect. Agree. Revise as follows:
{p.131 Note: The term “County urban pockets” will be replaced with “County Urban Pocket Areas” .
P ) per Technical Amendntgent #45?The last sentencepin this paragraphtyzs redundant with the 11.70.020 Where These Regulatlon.s Apply , . . .
definition and is not needed. B. County urban pockets. Trees in the "County urban pockets" are subject to all regulations of this
Chapter except Subsections 11.70.050646 A. through C. and E. through G. (some Subsections of
Prohibited Actions); 11.70.060050 B. through E. (some Subsections of Inspections and Evidence);
and 11.70.080070 C. (a Subsection of Correcting Violations of This Title).-The-County-urban
o o 1da the 1 ot Por va a ha-Poid ava ANIRO .
46 11.70.040 | Engineer’s Authority to Enforce Violations. As currently written, the City Engineer’s Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows:
(p.135) authority to enforce violations affecting public health or safety is not explicitly granted in
Title 11. While the City Engineer is not the primary enforcement authority for Title 11, the .
ability to summarily g)ategclear and presenIt) hazi?ds to public infrastrugure or the 11.70.040 Enforc.eme.nt Authority . . . .
travelling public should be granted for the City Engineer. For work in the right of way, As-stated-in-Title-3-30-The City Forester and BDS Director are her(.iby authorized t,o enf(.)rce ,thls
emergency tree removal is addressed in Chapters 11.40 and 11.50 allowing the City Title utilizing Title 3 adopted remedies and any of the remedies prescribed in this Title.
Engineer to respond to the emergency situation. However, when trees on private property Enforcement responsibilities are summarized in Table 70-1.
are creating the hazard, the City Engineer does not have specific authority to direct the When violations occur that involve trees in overlay zones and plan district areas, the City Forester
hazard be abated, and would need to rely on the City Forester to pursue abatement action, and BDS Director will consult and coordinate their enforcement action to the degree possible in
potentially resulting in undue delay. order to avoid the issuance of multiple or conflicting orders.
Also, reference to Chapter “3.30” only applies to the BDS Director, and is unnecessary to When violations of the tree maintenance specifications of Section 11.60.060 affect public
state here. infrastructure or jeopardize the travelling public, the Responsible Engineer is authorized to invoke
summary abatement to correct the violation.
Note: The term City Engineer is amended with the term “Responsible Engineer” per Technical In cases where multiple violations of City code exist on a property, the City Forester and-BDS
Amendment #46. Director,_and_Responsible Engineer are authorized, but not required, to delegate enforcement
authority of this Title to another Bureau to facilitate a coordinated remedy and single agency
responsible for obtaining compliance.
47 11.70.070 | Time Limits for Enforcement. All compliance cases should establish time limits for Agree. Revise as follows:
D. resolving the violation. As written, it is discretionary whether a time limit will be set by the
(p.149) City Forester or BDS Director. 11.70.070 Notice and Order.

D. Time limits. The BDS Director or City Forester shallsmay set time limits in which the violations of
this Title are to be corrected. Failure to comply with the time limits may be considered a separate
violation of this Title.

48 11.80.010 Correct Reference. Change erroneous reference from 11.80.030 to 11.80.020. Section Agree. Revise as follows:
(p. 163) 11.80.030 does not exist.

11.80.010 Defining Words.

Words used in the tree code have their normal dictionary meaning unless they are listed in Section
11.80.630020 below. Words listed in Section 11.80.030020 have the specific meaning stated,
unless the context clearly indicates another meaning.
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49 11.80.020
B.
{p.163)

Definitions.

Define the term "County Urban Pocket Areas" and replace references to County urban
pockets throughout code.

Agree. Revise as follows:

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements

B. 11. "County Urban Pocket Areas" refers to properties within unincorporated Multnomah County that
are subject to the existing Intergovernmental Agreement to Transfer Land Use Planning
Responsibilities Between the City of Portland and Multnomah County.

Renumber remainder of definitions. Replace references to "County urban pockets in sections: 11.05.040
B.; 11.40.030 B.; 11.50.020 B.; 11.60.010 B.; 11.70.020 B.; and Table 70-1

50 11.80.020
B.8.
(p.163)

Replace City Engineer Terminology.

The Bureau of Transportation is updating references to City Engineer in other places
throughout Title 17. One such change is replacing the term “City Engineer” with
“Responsible Engineer”. For consistency, Title 11 should use similar terminology.

Agree. Revise references in commentary and revise code as follows:

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements

B. 8. "ResponsibleCity Engineer" For the Bureau of Transportation this shall beis the City Engineer, for
the Bureau of Environmental Services this ghall beis the Chief Engineer of the Bureau of
Environmental Services, and for the Portland Water Bureau this ghall beis the Chief Engineer of the
Portland Water Bureau. Each Responsible City Engineer may delegate their authority and duties to
another employee in the same bureau. The duties are as prescribed in Section 11.10.010.

Replace references in sections: 11.10.010, 11.10.010 C., 11.40.020 C.2., 11.40.040.A.1.a, 11.50.060 B.,
11.60.060 F.2., 11.60.060 G.1., 11.60.060 G.2., 11.70.040, 11.70.090 B.4. and 11.80.020 B.8.

51 11.80.020
B.13.
(p.165)

Typo. Remove hanging “and.” from definition of Development Impact Area.

Agree. Revise as follows:

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements

B. 13. "Development Impact Area" is the area on a site affected by proposed site improvements, including
buildings, structures, parking and loading areas, landscaping, and paved or graveled areass—and.
The development impact area also refers to areas devoted to storage of materials, or construction
activities such as grading, filling, trenching, or other excavation necessary to install utilities or
access.

52 | 11.80.020
B.14.
(p.165)

Correct Sentence
A couple of words were omitted.

Agree. Revise as follows:

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements
B. 14. "Development Permit" refers to permits issued by the City such as building permits, zoning
permits, site development permits, public works permits and capital improvement projects.

11.80.020
B.19.g
(p.169)

Correct References

Remove reference to Portland International Airport Plan District. Trees within the proposed
plan district area are not regulated at 6" diameter size threshold as references to this
definition might imply.

Agree. Include rationale for not including this plan district in commentary. Revise code as follows:

 optlandl s onal Aot Plan Distel

[Re-letter h. and i.]

11.80.020
B.33.
(p.175)

Correct Sentence
Delete dash following the term "Watershed ~" consistent with format for other definitions.

Agree. Revise as follows: (dash removed for clarity)

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements
B. 33. "Watershed" means 0One of the five following areas as shown in Figure 80-1 and further defined
by the Bureau of Environmental Services....
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COMMENTARY Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text

CHAPTER 11.40 CHAPTER 11.40

TREE PERMIT REQUIREMENTS
(NO ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT)

TREE PERMIT REQUIREMENTS
(NO ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT)

Sections:
This chapter addresses most tree work (planting, pruning, root cutting, removal) when development is not proposed or 11.40.010 Purpose.
occurring. This chapter includes the standards and factors for evaluating tree permit requests for all City, Street, and 11.40.020 Where-These-Regulations- Apply-When a Tree Permit is Required
Private Trees. When development is proposed or occurring, the requirements of Chapter 11.50 apply. For activity 11.40.030 Exemptions.
subject to a Programmatic Permit, the requirements of Chapter 11.45 apply. For Heritage Trees, the requirements of 11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors.
Chapter 11.20 apply. 11.40.050  Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors.
11.40.010 Purpose 11.40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements.
The purpose statement has been adapted from existing chapter 20.40 and 20.42 language, slightly reworded for
readability. Education has been added as a key purpose to emphasize that permits are not only to ensure compliance, 11.40.010 Purpose.

but to afford an opportunity to provide instruction on the value of the urban forest along with key elements of proper
arboricultural care.

11.40.020 Where—Fhese-Regulations-Apply When a Tree Permit is Required

The purpose of this Chapter is to manage, conserve and enhance the urban forest when development
activity is neither proposed nor occurring. The provisions of this chapter encourage preservation of high
quality trees, large trees, and groves; regulate pruning and planting on City-owned and managed sites

and streets to protect public safety and public infrastructure; and ensure replacement for trees that are

removed. The permitting procedures that are required to implement these provisions are intended to not
only enforce maintenance, removal and preservation requirements but also to educate property owners

A. City and Street Trees - a 3" diameter size threshold replaces the previous “"any size" threshold. Establishing a about the intrinsic urban benefits of trees as well as the principles of tree care.

minimum size threshold is more reasonable, efficient, and enforceable, and is consistent with federally recognized

definitions of trees. 11.40.020  Where-These Regulations-Apply-When a Tree Permit is Required.
B. Private Trees - the City's previous tree permit applied only to trees 12 or more inches in diameter on private Except as specified in Section 11.40.030 below, this chapter applies to trees within the City of Portland

properties, and did not incorporate the existing smaller size thresholds for the regulated trees in some overlay zones as_follows: The-regulations-of this-chapter-apply-to-the-felowin
or plan districts that are now subject, under specific circumstances, to Title 11 provisions. iew~i i

This section has been renamed to more closely match the organization of Chapter 11.50 and begins by listing the
general size threshold of regulated trees.

A tree removal permit will still apply to most of the currently regulated Private Trees at 12 or more inches in diameter.

There are two exceptions fo this tree size threshold: A. City Trees and Street Trees. City and Street trees at-least-3 or more inches in diameter are
o Single-bwelling-Sites Homesites (20 or more inches in diameter); and regulated by this chapter.
o  Specific Overlay Zones and Plan Districts (6 or more inches in diameter) B. Private Trees.

To facilitate the application of a simple permit process with a larger tree size threshold on typical built
single family lots, the concept of a "homesite" is established and replaces the existing "dividable" factor. A
homesite is defined a single dwelling zoned lot less than 10,000 square feet and that contains a single
dwelling (house, attached house, manufactured home) or duplex. A Type A tree removal permit is required
1o remove trees at least 20 inches in diameter on a qualifying homesite. These trees will be required to be
replaced with a single tree, and the application would not trigger a review, notice, or public appeal. The 2.
homesite threshold was set at 10,000 square feet to ensure that lots with more development potential are
subject to tree removal permit requirements for trees 12 or more inches in diameter, consistent with the
Title 11 Tree Preservation standard.

1. Generally. Trees atteast 12 or more inches in diameter on lots sites—and tracts not
included in Paragraphs—Subsection B.2 or B.3 are regulated by this chapter._Trees

required to be preserved by a tree preservation plan. a condition of a land use review, or
provision of this Title or the Zoning Code may be subject to other requirements.

Homesites. Except as noted in subsection B.3 below, only trees 20 or more inches in
diameter on single-family zoned lots that are less than 10.000 square feet in area and
developed with one or two family development, are regulated by this chapter.

3. Specified Overlay Zones and Plan Districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in
overlay zones and plan districts are regulated as noted in Table 40-1.
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For trees on sites mee‘rmg the 5mg4e—éwe#mg homesn‘e prowsnon no permu’r is r‘equar‘ed #ep‘ro remove fr'ees less than 20
mches in dmme‘rer‘ oF : 5 : 5 ;

: of i mple-tree-for-tree-replacement-req .Themesscgels cufalar‘ge'rr‘ee r'eplacea
tree”. People should check with the City before removing any tree 6 or more inches in diameter to reduce risk of
inadvertent violations. A "call before you cut” outreach effort is recommended. This approach emphasizes a non-
regulatory educational tool that can be used to connect with property owners and of fer information about tree planting
options and incentives like the City's Treebate program.

Specific overlay zones and plan districts. The size threshold is 6 inches in diameter to recognize the need to address
a larger pool of trees in these sensitive resource areas. This size is consistent with the tree sizes addressed in the
Zoning Code. Table 40-1 is intended as a quick reference and includes information pointing readers fo the appropriate

chapters of the zoning code when additional analysis or a different procedure is required to remove a tree (for
example, removing healthy native trees from the resource area of an environmental zone would require environmental

review).
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[Insert New Table 40-1 as follows]

Table 40-1 Applicability of 6" Diameter Size Tree Permit Threshold

What trees are regulated

Specific Area (S)verll)aif Wh:; t ttll‘le.es ;re :egu;ated by the Zoning Code
ymbo y this chapter {1] (Title 33)
Environmental conservation e e Dead, Dying, Dangerous | e Healthy Native Trees
and protection overlay zones "p" e Nuisance species (see 33.430, or 33.508
o Healthy non-native non- within CS/PIC Plan
nuisance species District, or 33.515 within
® Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or | Columbia South Shore Plan
attached structures District)
Greenway overlay zones "n" "q" e Dangerous e Dead, Dying
o Nuisance Species ® Healthy native species
Greenway overlay zones R A o Healthy non-native non-
(only within and riverward of the nuisance species
greenway setback) (see 33.440)
Pleasant Valley Natural " ® Dead, Dying, Dangerous | e Healthy Native Trees
Resources overlay zones o Nuisance species (see 33.465)

¢ Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

® Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

Scenic Corridor

(only within the minimum street
setback or the first 20 feet from
the street lot line when there is
no street setback)

e Dead, Dying, Dangerous

o Nuisance Species

e Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

o Healthy native species

e Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

(see 33.480)

Johnson Creek Plan District
(only within the Special Flood
Hazard Area, South Subdistrict,
or within 20 feet of lot lines
abutting the Springwater
Corridor)

® Dead, Dying, Dangerous

o Nuisance species

® Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

o Healthy native species

o Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

(see 33.537)

Rocky Butte Plan District

® Dead, Dying, Dangerous

o Nuisance Species

o Trees w/in 10' of bldg. or
attached structures

o Healthy native species

o Healthy non-native non-
nuisance species

(see 33.570)

South Auditorium Plan District

e Dead, Dying, Dangerous

e All others
(see 33.580)

[1] This list includes common situations where tree removal is regulated through Title 11 tree permits as

distinguished from situations where trees are regulated by the zoning code. Where the zoning code exempts tree

removal in spemﬁed overlay zones or plan dlsmcts tree removal would be regulated by this chapter.
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C. Emergency pruning, root cutting, or tree removal. Provisions are included to relieve a person from the need to
obtain a permit when an emergency exists. A retroactive permit is still required to document the removal or pruning and
the emergency situation. Provisions are also included for emergency work that the City Engineer or his crews may be
responding to (e.g. a waterline break). In the course of repairing the facility they may either need to prune or remove a
tree. In these cases they will need to first attempt to contact Urban Forestry, but if Forestry is unavailable, then the
work can proceed. Provisions for submitting permit applications after removing trees in emergency situations is
consistent with existing provisions in Section 20.42,090,

Emergency Tree Pruning and Removal Process:

Emergency Situation

Owner or agency
attempt to contact
Forester during
business hours

N
VAN

If Forester is
unavailable or
emergency is after
hours, document
emergency (photos).

~

Remove hazardous
portion of tree.

Submit retroactive
permit within 7 days.

D. State, Federal and Court Orders

In situations where an order requires tree pruning or removal, this provision specifies that a permit is required to allow
for consistent tracking and to ensure tree replacement. However, the standard notice and appeal procedures (if
otherwise applicable) do not apply. This is intended to prevent double jeopardy situations and ensure that the required
tree related work can proceed efficiently.

E. Hazardous Material Cleanup Orders.

State law preempts the City's authority to require permits when work is conducted in association with hazardous
material site cleanup. The city may still require substantial conformance with the permit requirements, but without the
process associated with the permit. This departs slightly from subsection D, above, so these provisions are placed in
their own subsection.

F. Trees on levees

The Multnomah County Drainage District is obligated by federal standards (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) to maintain
levees in order to retain certification and thus, eligibility for flood insurance. These standards require that trees not
be allowed within the critical cross section area of federal levees. Trees often grow voluntarily on these levees. Similar
to the State, Federal, and Court Order provisions above, Type A permits are required to ensure trees are replaced,
with no review or public appeal process. This is to ensure the larger public interest of flood protection is not
Jjeopardized, while ensuring that mitigation for tree loss will occur. Replacement may occur anywhere in the watershed
on property owned by the District, or other property where the District possesses an easement or other agreement to
plant and maintain trees.
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C. Emergency pruning or removal. Emergency pruning or removal of trees is regulated by this
chapter as follows:

1. If an emergency exists because the condition or location of a tree presents such a clear
and present danger to structures or the public that there is insufficient time to obtain a tree
permit, the hazardous portion of the tree may be removed without first obtaining a
required tree permit.

2. In the course of performing unexpected or emergency road, sewer, or water maintenance
activities, representatives of the City Engineer may trim, prune or remove a tree as
required to perform the immediate work without first obtaining a required tree permit. If
such activities occur during normal business hours, these representatives shall first
attempt to contact the City Forester to determine if technical assistance can be made
immediately available. If such assistance is not immediately available, then the pruning
or removal may occur in accordance with proper arboricultural practices.

3. Any person who prunes or removes a tree under the provisions of this Subsection shall,
within 7 days of such action, apply for a Type A tree permit. The application shall
include photographs or other documentation to prove that an emergency existed. The City
Forester will evaluate the information to determine whether an emergency existed.
Failure to submit an application or provide information documenting the emergency
nature of the event may be pursued as a violation per Chapter 11.70.

D. State, Federal, and court orders. Trees that must be removed or pruned by an order of the a court,
or of a State or Federal agencyerder-including-hazardous-material-eleanup-orders; are not subject
to the public notice and appeal procedures of Chapter 11.30 and approval standards and review
factors of this chapter. However, a tree permit is required and the tree replacement requirements
of this chapter shall be met.

E. Hazardous Material Cleanup Orders. Hazardous material cleanup orders are not subject to the
permit procedures of this Title; however, a person removing a regulated tree pursuant to a
Hazardous Material Cleanup Order must comply with the tree replacement requirements of this
chapter.

EF. Trees on levees. Trees on levees that have been identified by a public Drainage District as
violating federal regulations or requirements are subject to the requirements of this chapter for a
Type A permit for removal of trees. Required replacement trees shall be placed outside the
critical cross section area of the levee, and may be placed on any property in the same watershed
that is owned by the applicant; or on property for which the applicant possesses a legal
instrument approved by the City, such as an easement, deed restriction, or interagency
agreement, sufficient to carry out and ensure success of the replacement.
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11.40.030 Exemptions

This section includes the situations where the requirements of this Chapter do not apply.

A. Lots Jess than 5,000 square feet. Private Tree removal permits are not required for lots smaller than 5,000

square feet. This is intended to target use of staff resources to larger lots with the bulk of the tree canopy in

Portland. This exemption applies to all lots in all zones and departs from the current exemption which applies to built
single family "non-dividable lots". The threshold is set at less than 5,000 square feet to ensure that permits are

required to remove trees on the many lots that are platted at exactly 5,000 square feet.

B. Heritage Trees - are addressed through Chapter 11.20.

C. Trees not in the City of Portland - are also not regulated by this chapter. This includes Multnomah County urban
pockets where the City administers land use and development related regulations through an intergovernmental

agreement. The tree permit program is not covered in this agreement and is not proposed fo be initiated in the County.

D. Programmatic Permits - The purpose of Programmatic Permits is to facilitate routine public agency operations by
not requiring individual permits for ongoing tree related work. Requirements for public notice, tree replacement, and
specifications for conducting work will be detailed in the general approval of the programmatic permit (see chapter
11.45)

E. Trees in Development - This provision clarifies that trees that have been approved for removal through
development related requirements do not require a separate tree permit to be removed,

F. Agricultural Use - This is intended to relieve farm and forest operations (Christmas Trees, timber, etc), as well as
plant nurseries from the tree permit requirement.

&. Work by City Forester- As the permit review authority the City Forester is not required fo obtain permits,
However, to aid in Urban Forestry tracking and management, records of the work must be kept.

11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors
This section lays out the standards for evaluating Type A permits (pruning, planting, some tree removal, and other
activities) for City and Street trees, along with review factors for Type B permits (removing healthy frees).

A. Type A Permits - City and Street Trees

Since Type A Permits are technical determinations involving little discretion, these permits are only appealable by the
applicant. Examples of Type A permits include removal of dead, dying or dangerous trees, documenting removal of
emergency trees after the fact, pruning actions, root cutting, or tree planting.
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11.40.030 Exemptions.

The following are exempt from the requirements of this Chapter:

A. Trees on lots that are less than 5.000 square feet in area.

AB. Heritage Trees. Heritage Trees are addressed in Chapter 11.20:

BC. Trees outside City Limits. Trees that are outside the City Limits, including "County Urban
Pocket Areas."areas-where-the-Portland ZoningCode-and-other-regulations—are-administered:

€D. Programmatic permits. Activities carried out by public agencies operating under a programmatic
permit per Chapter 11.45.

E. Tree Removal in association with development permits addressed through Chapter 11.50, Trees
in Development Situations.

PF. Agricultural use. Trees on lots sites that are part of an allowed farm or forest operation, including
plant nurseries, when such removal is a customary and necessary activity for the associated
agricultural use as provided for in Title 33, Planning and Zoning. Timber harvesting is subject to
Oregon Department of Forestry requirements, ORS Chapter 527, and OAR Divisions 600-665.

EG. Work by City Forester. Work done by the City Forester and City Forestry crews involving City
and Street Trees. However, the City Forester shall keep records of the location and number of
City and Street Trees planted, pruned, and removed.

11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors.

Type A and B permit applications for tree related work affecting City or Street Trees shall be reviewed
using the following applicable review factors and standards in accordance with the application
procedures set forth in Chapter 11.30.

Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments
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Table 40-2 summarizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for City and Street Trees, . T,able 40-2 .
including tree replacement requirements, and when public notice and opportunities for appeal are required. — (Sumar of Perl Rulrements for Clt nd Strt Tre .
A note is included to clarify that trees planted to meet a particular requirement (e.g. a street tree planted mit "
to meet development standards) and that has not reached the 3 inch diameter size threshold may not be .
pruned or removed without a permit. This is to prevent loopholes in the system and inadvertent violations
of development requirements.
No Branches or roots <1/4” and sucker shoots
permit Removal: trees <3 [11 None No
required | Qther: Activities that are exempt from the
requirements of this Chapter (see 11.40.030)
Planting Planting
The purpose of the planting permit is to ensure that conflicts with overhead or below ground utilities are Pruning: Branches or roots /4" Wy N
avoided, visibility is maintained, and the right tree species is selected. Planting specifications are listed in Other tree activity, as determined by the City : °
Chapter 11.60. Included in those specifications is a prohibition on planting tree species on the City's A Forester
Nuisance Plants List. This provision further solidifies the City's policy and commitment to manage invasive Removal [2]: Regulated trees that are 1 tree for every No
plants by supporting the gradual phasing out of these trees. ¢ Dead, dying, or dangerous tree removed
Removal {2}: Regulated trees that are 1 tree for every No
o Healthy trees less than =3 to < 20” diameter tree removed
Up to inch for
B Removal [2]: Regulated trees that are inch
® Healthy trees =20” diameter (;:&ﬁfﬁe:gzn& Yes
e More than four healthy trees =12” diameter case-by-case
per site or site frontage/per ealendar year basis by City
Forester
Notes [1] Trees <3 inches in diameter that were required to be planted mav not be removed without a permit from the Cit
Forester nor cut or pruned without a permit if a permit is otherwise required by this Title.
2] Tree removal may be otherwise regulated by an overlay zone or plan district. See Table 40-1.
A. Standards and Review Factors for Type A Permits for City and Street Trees.
1. Planting. Planting shall meet the specifications in Chapter 11.60 and the following:

a. Street Trees. If the City Forester determines that a proposed street tree planting is
suitable for the space available, and that the species of the tree is appropriate for
the location, then the City Forester will grant the permit.

The City Engineer may require the City Forester to submit planting proposals in
streets for review for the purpose of protecting existing utilities and sewer
branches, and to ensure that the proposed trees are not likely to obstruct the
visibility of drivers, cyclists, or pedestrians.
EXHIBIT F - ATTACHMENT 1 Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments Page 25
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Pruning or root cutting

Pruning permits offer the opportunity for consultation with the Forestry experts to avoid detrimentally
affecting a tree, to limit the degree of pruning when necessary, and prevent tree topping. Pruning
specifications are listed in Chapter 11.60. This provision allows the City Forester to limit or prescribe
pruning techniques, or withhold approval from persons who have violated permits in the past.

Other Activities

Title 20 had required a person to obtain a permit to "plant, remove, destroy, cut, prune or treaf any tree,”
however it has been the City's practice to require permits for other activities like attaching lights to trees.
This provision expands the City Forester's authority to require permits for “"any request which has the
potential to harm a tree”. Clarification has been added to distinguish "temporary" from "permanent"
attachments for the purposes of determining when permits would be required for City or Streetf Trees.

Removal
Certain trees, upon confirming their status, may be removed and replaced, tree for tree. These include
dead, dying, and dangerous trees on City owned or managed land. The previous code authorized the City

Forester to require "replacement with a new tree". The tree for tree replacement is consistent with this
requirement,

A notable difference between the regulations for City and Street Trees and the regulations for Private
Trees is that healthy nuisance species City or Street Tree removal requires a Type B Permit review,
whereas nuisance species Private Trees may be removed through a Type A permit. For Street and City
Trees the review is to ensure consideration of the cumulative impacts of removing these trees, and the role
of the tree(s) in the character or look of the street or neighborhood. For example, nuisance species trees
may contribute to an established single species street tree look, or may be referenced in historic district
guidelines or area specific tree plans. In these cases the tree may not be removed until it is dead, dying or
dangerous (and would subsequently be replaced with a non-nuisance species tree). Conversely, when private
landholders wish to remove a nuisance species tree, it is consistent with other city goals to facilitate this
removal with a simple Type A permit, and tree for tree replacement.
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b. City Trees. If the City Forester determines that a proposed planting on City
property is of a species of tree appropriate for the site and that the applicant has
the written consent of the City bureau to whom responsibility for the property has
been assigned, the City Forester will grant the permit.

Pruning or root cutting. The City Forester will grant a permit for pruning or root cutting
of branches or roots 1/4 inch or larger if the applicant demonstrates to the City Forester's
satisfaction that the pruning or root cutting will be performed in accordance with proper
arboricultural practices, and that it will not adversely impact the health or structural
integrity of the tree.

Other activities. A permit is required to attach permanent objects (e.g. lights, signs, or
artwork) to a tree or its supports (e.g. guides. wires, stakes), or for any other type of
activity the City Forester determines has the potential to harm a City or Street tree. In
reviewing these requests, the City Forester may impose limitations on the method,
location, or duration of such activities.

Removal. Trees shall be replaced as indicated in Table 40-2. The City Forester will grant
a permit to remove a tree if the City Forester determines that the proposed removal is
exempt or allowed by Title 33, Planning and Zoning; and meets at least one of the
following:

a.

fewfeahze%he—tree—'rhe tree is dead or has been damaged beyond repair or where
not enough live tissue. green leaves, limbs, roots or branches exist to sustain life.

b. Dying trees.
feﬁﬂ&a&emef—meaﬂaﬁeﬂ—Fer—{fees—%hat—afe—ﬂet—&eat&bE—The tree is in _an
advanced state of decline because it is diseased. infested by insects, or rotting and
cannot_be saved by reasonable treatment or pruning, or must be removed to

prevent spread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminently likely to
be become a danger or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval
to the permit to require specific disposal methods for infected wood.

o C Dangerous trees. The City Forester will evaluate the removal request by first

evaluating practicable alternatives to the removal. If the City Forester finds either
that the cost of the alternatives significantly exceeds the value of the tree, or that
such alternatives will not substantially alleviate the dangerous condition, the City
Forester will grant the permit.

Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments
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B. Type B Permits - City and Street Trees

Type B permits address tree removal requests when an evaluation of certain factors is needed to ensure
the proposal does not significantly negatively affect public safety or neighborhood character, and that
extraordinary circumstances exist which warrant the removal of the tree. The City's general policy is to
retain healthy established City and Street Trees in the majority of cases, except where they are dead or
present a hazard or danger. However, it may be appropriate in some cases to substitute a poorly performing
(e.g. overcrowded) or improper tree (too big or too small for its space) with a more appropriate tree
selection. On City properties, removing nuisance species street trees is typically encouraged, but is still
weighed against the review factors to ensure impacts are mitigated or avoided. For streets, impacts to the
streetscape are carefully reviewed.

Previously, there were no specific approval criteria in Chapter 20.40 for these requests. Factors have been
added along with a statement that decisions will be made on a case by case. This is intended to preempt
the argument that because one tree was removed, another tree should be allowed to be removed, when the
facts of that request may be totally different.

Certain standards must be met (tree is not subject to a land use condition of approval or in an area
requiring land use review) in addition to determining that extraordinary circumstances exist in order to
grant the permit. The review factors include:

(a) a look at the species selection and the available root and crown space. This is essentially asking whether
this is the "right tree, in the right place”. Deference is given for removing nuisance trees from City
properties. In rights of way, the objective of reducing nuisance species trees must be directly weighed
against the consideration factor in (d).

(b) a look at the crown, stem or roots to see if the tree will continue to grow healthy or begin to impact
other healthy trees. This asks if there may be girdling roots, a poorly formed trunk, or crown that may
not be considered dangerous but could potentially become dangerous or interfere with other more
appropriate trees.

(c) a look at the related maintenance costs. This is to determine whether a tree has excessive maintenance
requirements (e.g. repeated sidewalk repairs, abnormal insect infestation, extreme sap production in
parking areas, requires extensive cabling or bracing, etc)

(d) a look at the existing pattern of tree planting along the street. This could include trees planted in city
properties adjacent to the street as well as Street Trees. A negative impact may include removal of a
tree on an otherwise treeless street, or removal of a unifying tree species with a proposal to replace
with a radically different character tree.

These review factors are not criteria, in the sense that they do not need to all be met, in order to grant
the permit. They serve as considerations, and may be in conflict in some cases. They have been developed
to inform the Forester's decision and make the City's decisions more consistent and explicit to the public.

Replacement varies from one tree for each smaller tree removed (<20 inches diameter), up to inch for inch
when larger trees (> 20 inches diameter) or more than four trees 212 inches diameter are being removed.
Section 11.40.060 provides additional guidance to determine appropriate replacement.
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Standards and Review Factors for Type B Permits for City and Street Trees. Because Type B
permits for City and Street Trees are required only for removal; the standards and review factors
of this Subsection are specific to tree removal.

1. Standards. The City Forester 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
Paragraph Subsection 11.40.020 B.3., the proposed removal is exempt or allowed
by Title 33, Planning and Zoning;

b. The tree is not required to be preserved by a tree plan, a condition of a land use
review, provision of this Title or the Zoning Code, or as part of a required
stormwater facility;

c. Trees removed shall be replaced as specified in Table 40-2.

2 Review Factors. The City, in the absence of extraordinary circumstances, will not permit
the removal of a healthy, functioning street tree. Maintenance or replacements of
sidewalks or curbs, removal of tree litter, or other minor inconveniences do not constitute
extraordinary circumstances. Decisions regarding removal of healthy, functioning street
trees are fact-specific, and are made on a case-by-case basis by the City Forester. In
determining whether extraordinary circumstances exist that warrant removal of a healthy
tree, the City Forester will consider:

a. Whether the species of tree is appropriate for its location, and whether it is a
nuisance species tree;

b. Whether the tree’s crown, stem or root growth habit has developed in a manner
that would prevent continued healthy growth or is negatively impacting other
trees;

c. Whether the maintenance of the tree creates an unreasonable burden for the
property owner; and '

d. The impact of removal and replanting on the neighborhood streetscape and any
adopted historic or other design guidelines.

Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments
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11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors

This section, adapted from the previous Chapter 20.42.040, reinforces the requirement that permits are
r‘equured and refers users ‘ro Chap’rer' 11.30 for' permn‘ procedures The apphcahon pr‘ocedures are the same

seeendﬂs—ﬁeP-Prwe#eJFpees-kaee-ted-eu#srde—#hese—epees— A summary ‘rable is pr'ovnded snrmlar to ‘rhe fable

for City and Street Trees, indicating key distinctions between Type A and Type B pernits (i.e., tree
replacement requirements, and when public notice and opportunities for appeal are required.) A note points
readers back to Table 40-1 for information on area-specific requirements addressed through the zoning
code.

Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text

11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors.
Type A and B permit applications for tree related work affecting City or Street Trees shall be reviewed
using the following applicable review factors and standards in accordance with the application
procedures set forth in Chapter 11.30.

Replace Tables 40-3 and 40-4 with a single consolidated table 40-3 as follo

jTable 40 3 Summary of Permit Requirements for Private Trees [
pecified Qverlay Zones and Plan Districis{1] Table 40-4 Summary of Requiremenis for Private Trees
pecified Overla Zones and Plan Districts 1]
Pruming trees
A ine,p,or lay na Ho
+ mnes y
| Kanowl
Trees that sre
e Dead, dying,
damgerous
«Nuisince species
 Within 13; :;:dmd o Nuisance species
strachire 1tree for evely tree «Within 10” of
No
Up to four trees pe removed 1tree for ree Ho
year that are & Tenoved
6" and less 20"
HNote: Tre al
iy be T
restripfed by m
gy Bone or plan :
ict. See Title 33. e
YT g \ - -
« Healthy non- .
razisance trees 2 207 .ﬁéﬁeﬁgs 207 \
o Bore than fournon- | Up to inch for fnch oMore than fourngee | OF > R RL ek
/ Tosisance wess 2 127 replic et rolisance trees 2127 replacanent; \
per site per year determined ot case- Yes / Der site peryesr ditenmitied an case- Yes
Note: Tree removal | by-case basis by City Note: Removal of by-caserms by tay
Forester ; crester
may be further trees may be subject
restricted by an 10 4 land use review;
overlyy mone of plan See Title 33
district. See Title 33, Wote I} See Sobsecin 11000 EI9 Tor 2 Lot applicable oo ey anes wopIwm diids u|
Wet T 5o Sbeeaion 1120020 B 1055 2 B of applicib e o ey e ardpIm dsiids
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Table 40-3
Summary of Permit Requirements for Private Trees [1]

Planting
Pruning:
N Outside of ¢, p, or v overlay zones
0 . Removal:
permit None No

. Trees smaller than the size regulated by this
required | cpooier (see 11.40.020 B.)

Other: Activities that are exempt from the
requirements of this chapter (see 11.40.030)

Pruning: Native trees in c, p, or v overlay
zones

Removal {2]:
Regulated trees that are

¢ Dead, dying, dangerous
¢ Nuisance species

s 1 1 tree for every
e Within 10’ of a building or attached structure tree removed No

e Up to four healthy non-nuisance trees per
year that are less than 20" diameter.

e Any tree on "Homesites" (see 11.40.020 B.2.)

Removal [2]: Up to inch for
: Regulated trees that are: inch
¢ Healthy non-nuisance trees =20” diameter replac?ment;
) determined on Yes
. I\;Iori thgn four healthy non-nuisance trees case-by-case
=12” diameter per site per year basis by City
® Type B Permits do not apply to "Homesites" Forester

Note [1] Applies to lots 25,000 square feet.
[2] Tree removal may be otherwise regulated by an overlay zone or plan district. See Table 40-1.

A. Standards and Review Factors for Type A Permits for Private Trees.

1. Pruning. A pruning permit is required only if the tree is a native tree in the Environmental
(c, p) or Pleasant Valley Natural Resource (v) Overlay Zones.

a. Exceptions. A permit is not required for pruning trees in the following situations:

(§)) Pruning trees located within 10 feet of a building or attached structure;

Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments
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A. Type A Permits - Private Trees

Since Type A Permits are technical determinations involving little discretion, only the applicant may appeal
City permit decisions. Examples of Type A permits include removal of dead, dying or dangerous trees,
removing trees within 10 feet of buildings, removing up to four trees less than 20 inches in diameter per
site per year, documenting removal of emergency trees after the fact, and limited pruning in environmental
overlay zone areas. Unlike City and Street Trees, permits are not required to plant, cut roots, or conduct
other tree activities.

Pruning. Typically, pruning permits are not required for Private Trees. However, for native trees in
environmental or Pleasant Valley Natural Resource overlay zones, a pruning permit is proposed to provide
additional flexibility for limited pruning requests. Previously, any pruning that does not meet the specific
exemptions of the environmental overlay zone regulations (e.g., exemptions for pruning limbs up to 6 feet
off the ground and off the roofs of existing structures) required environmental review. These exemptions
have been carried over as exceptions to the pruning permit in Title 11. An additional exception is provided
as a safety precaution to allow crown reduction (not “topping") in the Airport Plan District when the trees
will project above the aircraft landing zone. Crown maintenance is intended to allow removal of branch
structure that could attract wildlife of concern around the airport. This section also specifies that these
provisions apply in the Cascade Station/PIC Plan District where pruning exceptions address airspace
restrictions and wildlife hazard management objectives pertaining to the airport.

The standards that apply to non-exempt pruning actions in the environmental and Pleasant Valley Natural
Resource overlay zones are intended to allow limited pruning through a Title 11 permit. The standards limit
pruning in these area to 5 native trees per 10,000 square feet of site area per year. Pruning non native
trees (including nuisance species trees) does not require a pruning permit. An arborist must prepare a
pruning plan and oversee the pruning work. Requests to prune beyond the standards of Title 11 are subject
to a review through Title 33. The Pruning Permit should be monitored for a period of time and adjusted as
necessary in the future, to either grant additional exemptions or allowances, further restrict pruning under
this permit, or delete the provision entirely and revert to environmental review procedures.
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Pruning coniferous trees that are within 30 feet of structures, when the
structure is within the wildfire hazard zone as shown on the City’s
Wildfire Hazard Zone Map;

Pruning to abate an immediate danger;

Pruning for trail maintenance when not exceeding a height of 8 feet and a
width of 6 feet as shown in Figure 40-1; or

Crown maintenance and crown reduction of trees within the Portland
International Airport Plan District or Cascade Station/Portland
International Center Plan District that project above or will, upon maturity
project above the height limit delineated by the "h" overlay zone or are
identified as attracting wildlife species of concern related to air traffic
safety.

Trail Vegetation Pruning and Maintenance Area

%Mgf%ﬁi

Figure 40-1
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Standards. The City Forester will grant a Type A Permit for pruning if the
applicant demonstrates to the City Forester's satisfaction that the pruning will
meet the following:

0
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Pruning is limited to 5 native trees per calendar year per 10,000 square
feet of site area;
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Removal

Certain Private Trees may be removed and replaced tree-for-tree, based on confirmation of their status.
This includes a broader array of situations than is allowed for City or Street Trees. In addition to dead,
dying, and dangerous trees, Type A permits may be granted to allow removal of nuisance species trees, up
to 4 healthy non-nuisance trees less than 20 inches in diameter per year, and trees located within 10 feet
of a building.

For trees on homesites (single dwelling zoned sa’res less than 10, OOO square feet, built with a house,
ah‘achedhouse or‘dup|ex) ingle elling-site es-develepe h-a-heouse-tha

: 6 : ; 86 1s), a Type A permit is r'equwed
to remove any number of trees at Ieasf 20 mches in dlame‘rer‘ These permits are intended fo be processed
quickly, potentially over the counter or on-line, provided adequate documentation is supplied with the
application.
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2 An arborist shall prepare and submit a pruning plan and supervise or
conduct the work. The pruning plan shall describe the nature and extent of
the proposed pruning as necessary to ensure proper arboricultural practices
are followed; and

3) Additional pruning may be allowed if the applicable criteria are met
through an environmental review or natural resource review per Title 33,
Planning and Zoning.

Removal. Trees shall be replaced as indicated in Tables 40-3-and-40-4. The City Forester
will grant a permit to remove a tree if the City Forester determines that the proposed
removal is exempt or allowed by Title 33, Planning and Zoning; and meets at least one of
the following:

a.

Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments

rev&tahze—the—tree—The tree is dead or has been damaged beyond repair or where
not enough live tissue, green leaves, limbs, roots or branches exist to sustain life.

Dying trees. Fh
#eftﬂiza%}ea—er—meeam}en—Fer—trees—ﬂ&at—are%}ereatable—The tree 1S _in_an

advanced state of decline because it is diseased. infested by insects. or rotting and
cannot be saved by reasonable treatment or pruning. or must be removed to

prevent spread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminently likely to
be become a danger or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval
to the permit to require specific disposal methods for infected wood.

Dangerous trees. The City Forester may evaluate the removal request by first
evaluating practicable alternatives to the removal. If the City Forester finds either
that the cost of the alternatives significantly exceeds the value of the tree, or that
such alternatives will not substantially alleviate the dangerous condition, the City
Forester will grant the permit.

Nuisance species trees. The tree is listed on the "Nuisance Plant List".
Trees within 10 feet of a building or attached structure. The trunk of the tree at its

base is located completely or partially within 10 horizontal feet of the wall of a
building or attached structure.
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Type B Permits - Private Trees

Type B permits are required to remove healthy trees 20 or more inches diameter, or to remove more than
four healthy trees at least 12 inches in diameter per year. Type B permits are not applicable to trees that
meet the homesite provisions of 11.40.020 B.2. Similar to City and Street Trees, the City considers a set of
review factors when evaluating permit applications to remove healthy Private Trees. For Private Trees, the
City will take the property owner's objectives for use and enjoyment of their property into consideration.
The City will encourage retention of healthy trees if practical alternatives to the removal that also meet
the owner's objectives. The review factors ensure impacts are sufficiently mitigated or avoided. Since the
review factors address impacts on the character of the neighborhood, Type B permits for Private Trees
may be appealed to ensure that the public has the opportunity to raise concerns about neighborhood
character that may not be initially evident to Urban Forestry staff.

Certain standards must be met (tree is not subject to a land use condition of approval or in an area
requiring land use review) in addition to determining that significant adverse impacts are avoided or
mitigated, in order to grant the permit. The review factors include:

(a) A look at whether practical alternatives to tree removal exist - alternatives that also meet the owner's
objectives. For instance, a desire for more sunlight or better view could potentially be met by pruning
the tree. Or perhaps one alternative would be to remove a nuisance species tree in favor of retaining a
non-nuisance species tree. ‘

L1845
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f. Healthy trees. Up to 4 healthy trees may be removed per site per calendar year if
each tree meets the following:

6y Each tree is less than 20 inches in diameter;
) None of the trees are Heritage Trees; and

(3)  None of the trees that will be affected by the proposed activity are
required to be preserved by a tree plan, a condition of a land use review,
provision of this Title or the Zoning Code, or as part of a required
stormwater facility;

g. Trees on single-dweling homesites. The tree is at-least 20 or more inches in
diameter and meets the provisions of Paragraph Subsection 11.40.020 B.2.

Standards and Review Factors for Type B Permits for Private Trees.
Because Type B permits for Private Trees are required only for removal; the standards and
review factors of this Subsection are specific to tree removal.

1. Standards. The City Forester 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
Subsection subparagraph 11.40.020 B.3., the proposed removal is exempt or
allowed by Title 33, Planning and Zoning;

b. The tree is not required to be preserved by a tree plan, a condition of a land use
review, or provision of this Title or the Zoning Code; and

c. Trees removed shall be replaced as specified in Tables 40-3 and-46-4.

2. Review Factors. The City encourages retention of healthy Private Trees where practical
alternatives to removal exist, and where those alternatives meet the owner’s objectives
for reasonable use and enjoyment of the property. Factors are considered to ensure that
significant adverse impacts are avoided or mitigated, weighing the broader economic,
ecological, and community concerns. These decisions are fact-specific and are made on a
case-by-case basis. In making these decisions, the City Forester will consider:

a. Whether there are practical alternatives that meet the owner’s objectives without
removing the tree;
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(b) The species selection and the available root and crown space. This is essentially asking whether this is
the "right tree, in the right place”. If a tree is crowded and constrained, removal and replacement with
a better situated tree may be appropriate.

(c) A look at the crown, stem or roots to see if the tree will continue to grow healthy or begin to impact
other healthy trees. There may root girdling, a poorly formed trunk, or crown that may not be
considered dangerous but could potentially become dangerous or interfere with other trees.

(d) A look at whether the proposed removal will significantly affect public safety (such as mass clearing on
a hillside, or removing buffering edge trees of a grove leaving the interior trees more vulnerable to
blowing down) or the neighborhood character. A number of factors were included to help provide more
clarity to decision makers, applicants, and the public, as to what constitute neighborhood character
defining elements, as this has previously been a point of contention in prior appeals.

Tree Replacement Requirements

This section establishes the City Forester's authority to require replacement for trees removed in
conjunction with a Type A or B permit. Previously, Chapter 20.40 (public trees) allowed the City Forester to
require replacement of one tree for any tree removed. Chapter 20.42 (private trees) previously specified
that for removal of a healthy tree, the City Forester may require mitigation at up to one caliper inch of new
trees for each diameter inch of the tree being removed. This meant that, for instance, a 24" diameter tree
may require up to 24 inches of new trees (e.g. 12 two-inch caliper trees or 24 one-inch caliper trees).

Title 11 streamlines and standardizes requirements to replace City, Street and Private trees as follows:
Type A: one tree for each tree removed
Type B:Healthy trees less than 20 inches in diameter -~ one tree for each tree removed

220" diameter or more than four trees 212" in a single year - up to inch for inch.

Since the tree replacement requirements are essentially the same for all Type A and B permits (for City,
Street, and Private Trees) they are consolidated into one section.

In addition to setting the required quantity of replacement trees, this section includes guidance for the
City Forester to use in determining the appropriate quantity of trees or other types of mitigation for
permits that trigger “up to inch for inch” mitigation.

EXHIBIT F - ATTACHMENT 1
March 31, 2011
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b. Whether the species of tree is appropriate for its location;

c. Whether the tree’s crown, stem, or root growth habit has developed in a manner
that would prevent continued healthy growth or is negatively impacting other
trees; and

d. Whether the removal will significantly affect public safety or neighborhood
character based on the following:

1 The age, size, form, general condition, pruning history and any unique
qualities or attributes of the trees;

(2)  The visibility of the trees from public streets and accessways;
(3)  The cumulative impacts of current and prior tree removals in the area; and
“) When the tree is associated with a grove, whether removal of the tree will

have a significant adverse impact on the viability of other trees or make
other trees considerably more vulnerable to windthrow.

11.40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements.

Generally, the City Forester will require replacement of trees removed under a Tree Permit as specified
in Subsection A. However, the City Forester may instead allow payment into the Tree Planting and
Preservation andPlanting-Fund as specified in Subsection B., or may waive or reduce the replacement
requirement as specified in Subsection C.

A. Tree replacement specifications

1. Quantity. Specific tree replacement requirements are shown in Tables 40-2_and; 40-3-and
40-4. Where the requirement specifies "up to inch for inch" replacement, the City
Forester will determine the appropriate number of new trees that are required based on
the total number of diameter inches of the trees removed. The replacement requirement
will compensate for the lost functions of trees removed, and ensure the application meets
the applicable standards and review factors.

2. Planting. Size, species, location, timing of planting, and on-going maintenance of
replacement trees shall be in accordance with the technical specifications in Chapter
11.60.
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B. Payment into Tree Planting and Preservation and—Planting—Fund. When the City Forester
determines that there is insufficient or unsuitable area to accommodate some or all of the
replacement trees within the street planting area or site, the City Forester may require allow
payment into the Tree Planting and Preservation and—Planting—Fund instead of requiring
replacement trees. Payment is based on the adopted fee schedule.

Waivers . . . . .

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

This section also authorizes payments in lieu of planting to the Tree Planting and Preservation Fund, and the Forester determines:

City Forester to adjust or waive the tree replacement requirement if the site and adjoining street

frontage are sufficiently planted with trees, or to avoid undue burden on low income property owners, 1. The street frontage and site already meet the tree density standards of Chapter 11.50; or
similar to previous Subsection 20.42.100 B. It is anticipated that the City Forester will develop

administrative rules to establish what qualifies as an undue burden and other guidance for determining 2. That the full mitigation required by this Chapter would impose an unreasonable burden
appropriate mitigation ratios. on the applicant.
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CHAPTER 11.50
TREES IN DEVELOPMENT SITUATIONS

This chapter serves as the Tree Title's development review chapter. This chapter is intended to address
baseline tree preservation and planting (tree density) on sites and in the streets. The goal of the baseline
preservation requirement is to evaluate all the existing trees for purposes of retaining trees to the
extent practicable, while providing sufficient flexibility for applicants to meet other City development
requirements. When preservation is not or cannot be met, mitigation in the form of a payment to the Tree
Planting and Preservation Fund is required.

The tree density requirements are intended to ensure that sites both with and without existing trees will
have adequate tree canopy after completion of the development project. Tree density is a function of
credits earned by planting a mixture of small, medium or large canopy size trees, credits for preserving
healthy non-nuisance species trees, and where there is inadequate room on a site to preserve or plant,
credit is earned by paying a fee in lieu of planting the required number of trees so that trees can be
planted or preserved elsewhere in the watershed.

When a Tree Plan is Required.

Tree plans are required for a broad array of development situations. Development permits include building
permits, zoning permits, site development permits, public works permits and capital improvement projects.
New building construction and some additions/ alterations will need to show tree preservation, protection
and free planting. Demolitions as well as clearing and grading activities are included as they will need to
show tree preservation, but are not required to plant trees (as this will typically be addressed through a
subsequent development permit). For sites where multiple permits or development phases will occur, the
initial tree plan will confinue to govern tree removal on the site during the entire process. For example, on
a site with 18 trees where demolition will occur, the "one-third" tree preservation standard requires that
6 trees be retfained. Subsequent construction must retain at least 6 trees (one third of the initial 18
trees) as opposed to applying another "one third" preservation requirement to the 6 remaining trees on
the site.

Development Impact Area Option for Large Sites and Streets

Applicants with projects on large sites (or are developing only in streets) may opt to use a development
impact area. This is intended to simplify the review process, by isolating an affected area of a site from
the remainder of a site which will be left undisturbed. This is helpful for large institutional uses,
campuses, industrial sites, multi-phased centers, etc. Tree preservation and density requirements are
based on the area inside the impact area. Trees may be planted on other portions of the site to account
for developmen’r nmpac’r areas where there are no plan’fmg opportum’rles Payments in lieu of planhng are

Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text

CHAPTER 11.50

TREES IN DEVELOPMENT SITUATIONS

Sections:
11.50.010 Purpose.

11.50.0368020 When a Tree Plan is Required.

11.50.640030 Development Impact Area Option for Large Sites and Streets.
11.50.650040Q Tree Preservation Standards.

11.50.860050 On-site Tree Density Standards.

11.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards.

11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.

11.50.080 Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emergency Tree Removal.

11.50.010 Purpose.

The regulations of this chapter support and complement other City development requirements, with a
focus on achieving baseline tree preservation and total tree capacity on a site, considering the
anticipated use and level of development. This Chapter regulates the removal, protection, and planting
of trees through the development process to encourage development, where practicable, to incorporate
existing trees, particularly high quality or larger trees and groves, into the site design, to retain
sufficient space to plant new trees, and to ensure suitable tree replacement when trees are removed. It is
the intent of these provisions to lessen the impact of tree removal and to ensure mitigation when tree
preservation standards are not met.

[This section deleted.]

11.50.030020 When a Tree Plan is Required.
AcA tree plan is required in conjunction with all development permits, unless the site or activity is
exempt from Section 11.50.040 beth-tIree pPreservation_Standards: Section 11.50.050 On-Site Tree
Density Standards: and Section 11.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards.and-tree-density-in-aceordanece
with—SubseetionsB—and-C5-belew- If multiple development permits are required for a development
proposal,_including demolitions and subsequent construction. the same Tree Plan shall be included with

each permit. For tree removal when no development permit is required or following completion of the

development permit, see Chapter 11.40.
[Subsections B. and C. are deleted.]

11.50.046030 Development Impact Area Option For Large Sites and Streets.
Where development is proposed on a site larger than one acre or where work is occurring in the street
and is not associated with an adjacent development site, the applicant may choose to establish a
development impact area. For sites using the development impact area option, tree preservation
requirements shall be based on the trees within the development impact area and tree density will be
based on meeting Option B as applied only to the area within the development impact area. Trees may

be planted to meet tree density requirement elsewhere on the site. Paymentin-lien-ofmeeting-the-tree
density-standard-is-not-allowed:
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Tree Preservation Standards

These regulations apply 1o all trees within the City and trees on sites in the County Urban Pocket Areas.
Street Trees are not addressed in County Pockets, as these fall under the jurisdiction of the county
engineer. Heritage Trees and other trees required to be preserved may not be removed through the
provisions of Title 11 Tree Preservation Standards, as other processes are required in these cases.
However these trees if retained may be counted toward the required amount of preservation.

To acknowledge the difficulty of designing around and protecting existing trees on small sites and sites

with high amounts of building coverage, sites les than 5,000 square feet or with at least 85% existing or
proposed building coverage are exempt. The 85% threshold is consistent with building coverage limits in
particular zones,

Exemptions. A number of exemptions from the Tree Preservation Standards are listed, including situations
where the standards don't apply (trees are smaller than regulated size, or no ground disturbance will
occur), preservation is impractical (small sites and sites with high building coverage), or tree preservation
has already been addressed through a more intensive discretionary review process (land use and land
division reviews). In addition, dead, dying, dangerous, and huisance species trees are exempt to encourage
their removal.

Projects on sites meeting the Homesite Single-Dwelling provision in the tree permit chapter (Paragraph
11.40.020 B.2.) are also exempt. This section is intended to establish consistency with the Private Tree
Permit provisions that apply to gualifying homesites. Since tree removal on these sites is subject only to a
Type A permit and only for trees 20 or more inches in diameter, applying the preservation standard to
these sites would create a disconnect between the development and hon-development related

r‘eguir‘emenfs. atse-apsent-devetopnen re-fFrees-en-Fhese es-gre-fegiiafred-ar-e-1arger

sites are still subject to tree density standards, which provide an incentive to retain existing trees and
require planting of additional trees if sufficient tree canopy is not maintained.

Additionally, in light of the land supply issues raised by the LUBA remand of the North Reach River Plan,
portions of sites in Industrial, Employment, and Commercial zones where there are no current landscape
area requirements are exempt. Staff will return to the City Council for additional discussion and
evaluations as to whether to retain this exemption once these issues have been addressed or resolved.

EXHIBIT F - ATTACHMENT 2
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11.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.

A, Where these regulations apply.

1. Except when exempted by Subsection B, below, this section applies to trees within the
City of Portland and trees on sites within the County Urban Pocket Areas in the
following situations:

a. On sites. Development activities with ground disturbance where there are Private
Trees 12 or more inches in diameter and/or City Trees 6 or more inches in
diameter and the site:

(O is 5.000 square feet or larger in area; and
(2) has existing or proposed building coverage less than 85% 96%.

b. In streets. Development activities with ground disturbance where there are Street

projects—where-the—project—area-contains—ne—Street Trees 3 or more inches in

diameter.

Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved through a land use condition of
approval or tree preservation plan cannot be removed using the provisions in this
Chapter, but may be counted toward the following-tree preservation requirements_of this
Section.

|

B. Exemptions. The following are exempt from the tree preservation standards of this Section:

1. On portions of sites located within an IH. IG1. EX, CX. CS. or CM zone.

2. The Site is a "Homesite." The site is less than 10,000 square feet, is within a Single
Dwelling Base Zone, and is currently developed with one or two family development.

3. Trees that are dead, dying, dangerous, or a nuisance species, as documented in a Tree
Plan per Subsection 11.50.070 B. These are subtracted from the total number of trees to
be addressed by the standards.

4. Trees exempted from this standard by a land use decision. Speeifie-condition-ofland-use

clin OIXLE
&

5. Tree preservation requirements approved in were-addressed-through a land division or
planned development review under Title 33, Planning and Zoning and the requirements

of that review are still in effect.
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Reguirement. Private Trees are subject to preserving one-third35% of all eligible trees on the sn‘e This is a non-
discretionary, clear and objective standard. If the requirement can not be met, then mitigation in the form of a
payment in lieu to the Tree Planting and Preservation Fund is required. The payment will cover the City's cost to plant
and establish two trees for each tree removed in excess of that allowed by the standard to of fset the loss of the
established tree and the time lag for new trees to provide benefits. Certain smaller size (slower growing) native trees
between 6 and 12 inches are also excluded from the initial count of trees on the site, but may be preserved to meet
the one-third35% requirement as an additional incentive to retain these ecologically important trees.

The Citywide Tree Project recommends that the native tree incentive be monitored for its effectiveness and use, to
determine if additional trees should be added to the list (such as evergreens or other non-native non-nuisance trees)
or the provision removed from the code.

For Street and City Trees, the clear and objective standards that apply o Private Trees are replaced by a
requirement to consult with the City Forester if tree removal is anticipated. The purpose of early consultation with
the City Forester on CIP and Public Works projects is to identify significant street or city trees that should be
retained and protected if possible during the project. This may mean identifying detailed protection measures or in
some cases, altering a project design to accommodate retention of the tree (considering the cost and value of the
design change). This is also Forestry's opportunity to ensure adequate space is planned for tree planting and that
appropriate trees will be selected. The intention is that this occurs before all the detailed engineering decisions and
cost alternatives have been considered, since changes at this point are cumbersome and more expensive, and thus less
likely to be accomplished. The Forester will require one tree to be planted fo replace any tree 6 inches or more in
diameter. This replacement requirement is in addition to any requlr'ed tree density plantings. Trees may be planted on
the site, in the street, or elsewhere in the watershed.

Preservation Example for a site with partial environmental overlay zoning

EN Resource and Transition Area: these
trees (6™ and larger) are also reviewed
against the EN regulations in 33.430

gersrNaL,

There is one 6-12 inch Garry oak native.

native I

TREE PRESERVATION CALCULATION EXAMPLE

- Total trees =12”0on site: 8 trees
Toa, dead, dangerous, diseased or nuisance: - 2 trees

’ subject to preservation standard: =6 trees

One-third required preservation: =2 trees
Applicant can meet standard by preserving the native tree
and one other 212" tree.

Street

For street improvement projects where the right of way is only partially improved or is completely
unimproved, a reduced mitigation requirement is proposed. This emerged from concerns raised by the
Planning Commission, in part to recognize the constraints of designing within restricted width rights of
way, that these areas may include large numbers of trees, the relative lack of available planting spaces
after a street improvement is completed, and the additional cost of mitigation on top of the public
improvement cost. In these cases, replacement is only required for trees 12 inches and larger, and trees
planted to meet Street Tree density can be used toward the replacement requirement.
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the—fel}ewﬂgieree—presewaaen—requﬁemeﬂ%s—Any trees preserved shall be protected in accordance wrth
the specifications in Section 11.60.030

L Private Trees.

1a.  Tree-Retention. An applicant shall preserve and protect at least one-third (V4) 35

percent of the trees 12 inches and larger in diameter located completely or
partially on the development site.
Retaining trees at least 6 and less than 12 inches in diameter that are documented
in a report prepared by an arborist or landscape professional to be Garry Oak
(Quercus garryana), Pacific Madrone (Arbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew (Taxus
brevifolia), Ponderosa Pine (Pinus ponderosa), or Western Flowering Dogwood
(Cornus nuttallii) species are not included in the total count of trees on the site
but may be used toward meeting the 35-pereent preservation standard.

2b.  Mitigation. For each tree removed below the one-third (Y5) 35—pereent
requirement, payment to the Tree Planting Preservation and Preservation

Planting Fund is required equivalent to the cost of two trees. See Section
11.15.010.

B2. City and Street Trees.

1a.  Tree-Retention. For development on City owned or managed sites, new public
streets, or improvements to existing streets, applicants are required to consult
with the City Forester at the preliminary project design phase if City or Street
Tree removal is likely to occur to complete the project. The purpose of this
consultation is to identify potential impacts and opportunities to retain existing
trees, as well as any measures required to protect trees on site, on adjacent sites,
or in the street.

2b.  Mitigation. Any required mitigation specified below shall occur on the site, in
the street planter strip, or in the same watershed either by planting or a payment
into the Tree Planting Preservation and Preservation Planting Fund. The City
Forester may reduce or waive the mitigation requirements.
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On-Site Tree Density Standards

These regulations apply to all sites within the City of Portland and sites in the County Urban Pocket Areas. (1) Approved Street Tree removal in conjunction with improvements to
partially or fully unimproved streets. Each tree at least 12 inches in
diameter that is allowed to be removed shall be replaced with at least one
tree. Trees planted to meet Street Tree density will be credited toward
meeting this requirement.

Exemptions, A number of exemptions from the tree density standards are listed. Demolition and Site
Development permits are excluded since these are typically undertaken in preparation for subsequent
building permits. Zoning Permits are excluded since they include a wide range of projects where tree
planting is not relevant or is already addressed (fences, driveways, parking lot striping, environmental plan
checks, etc.) Small additions and some alterations are exempt since these smaller projects would likely
trigger a disproportionate need to plant many trees on a site. The alteration thresholds are adapted from
existing thresholds in Title 33 erd-Fitle-20. Particular uses and sites in particular areas are also exempt
as the tree planting is generally inconsistent or would interfere with the use. Additionally, in light of the
land supply issues raised by the LUBA remand of the North Reach River Plan, portions of sites in
Industrial, Employment, and Commercial zones where there are no current landscape area requirements
are exempt. Staff will return o the City Council for additional discussion and evaluations as to whether to
retain this exemption once these issues have been addressed or resolved.

b:(2) Any other Street or City Tree allowed to be removed that is 6 or more
inches in diameter shall be replaced with at least one tree in addition to
trees required to meet required tree density.

11.50.0606050 On-Site Tree Density Standards.
A Where these Regulations Apply. This Section applies to sites within the City of Portland and the
County Urban Pocket Areas. Unless exempted in section 11.50.050 B. the following are subject
to the On-Site Tree Density Standards:

1. New Development:
Projects that exceed a certain project value threshold must upgrade various elements of their site if not

already in conformance. Title 33 establishes and adjusts this threshold annually (currently $137,650). The 2. Exterior alterations to existing development;
upgrades are capped at 10% (unless deferred, in which case full upgrades are required). These elements
are in a non prioritized list including bike parking, pedestrian connections, landscaping upgrades in parking 3. Additions in excess of 200 square feet to single dwelling development.

lots and elsewhere on site. Tree density is being added to this list.

B. Exemptions.

1. The following development activities are exempt from the on-site tree density
standards:asseeciated-with-the-following permits:

s&ee%%ee—defmty—staﬂéafds—{z’%)Addltxons or extenor alteratlons to ex1st1ng
development with a project valuation less than the non-conforming upgrade
threshold noted estabhshed in Tltle 33 Planmng and Zonmg—%ﬂe—%%—ll}a-mmg

) om-fthae-on-gife-frea-len

ab. A specific condition of land use review approval exempts the site from these
density standards;

c. The site is within the Portland International Airport Plan District_or Cascade
Station/Portland International Center Plan District and is subject to the Airport
Landscape Standards; see Title 33, Planning and Zoning.

=

On portions of sites located within an IH. IG1. EX. CX. CS. or CM zone.

e. Work conducted under a--Demolition Permits, b-Site Development Permits, or e
Zoning Permits.
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On-site Tree Density Requirement:

Tree Density is intended to represent a combination of trees preserved and planted in order to reach a certain level
of tree canopy on the site in a 20 year time horizon. Sites with a lot of trees are awarded credits for retfaining the
existing trees and additional trees may not be needed to meet tree density. Sites without trees will not be required to
mitigate for tree removal but more planting is required to meet the base tree density requirement. In support of the
City's development goals, building coverage area may be subtracted from the equation fo determine the amount of
trees required fo be on a site. This approach is intfended to make application of these standards more equitable
between sites with frees and sites without frees, with the ultimate objective of reaching the same desired amount of
tree canopy on the site over time. With this system in place, the City should attain the projected goal for tree canopy
as it develops and redevelops over time, while the replacement requirements of the non-development tree permits
ensure that the canopy is sustained.

The Urban Forest Management Plan (UFMP) sets objectives for canopy targets in different Urban Land Environments
(ULE’s). Canopy cover is the proportion of an area, when viewed from above that is occupied by free crowns. Canopy
cover is one important indicator of the quantity and health of the urban forest, but it is difficult to use canopy as a
metric to evaluate or manage the impacts of proposed development on a site by site basis. Canopy is also a difficult
standard to administer for the purposes of planting trees, since new trees take years (15-20 years) to reach their
mature canopy potential. However, by calculating and projecting tree growth rates, a proxy has been developed to
equate canopy cover to numbers of small, medium, and large trees. For example, according to the UFMP, to attain
canopy cover of 35-40%, 1-2 large trees, 2-3 medium trees, or 5-6 small trees must be planted for a 6,200 square
foot site. The required density of trees is based on an assumed average 20 year growth window for these trees.

The tree density standards in this chapter have been established in light of the city's intended development goals for
certain types of development and the Urban Forest Management Plan ULE's, so they are not specific to specific base
zones but rather to the type of development that occurs (for example residential development may occur in
commercial zones, commercial development may occur in industrial or employment zones).

Applying On-site Tree Density and Street Tree requirements

From the previous example, two trees were
preserved to meet preservation requirements.

SITE TREE DENSITY CALCULATION EXAMPLE
Development Type: Multi-dwelling residential
Total site size: 12,000 s.f.

snsfung,
.
»

Required Tree Area (applicant's choice)

Option A: Subtract building coverage: 8,000 s.f.
Requires 8 large, 16 medium, or 27 small canopy trees.
Option B: 20% of site: 2,400 s.f,
Requires 3 large, 5 medium, or 8§ small canopy trees.

Credit: preserving the 12 inch diameter tree
(counts as 2 medium trees) and the 6 inch
diameter tree (counts as 1 medium tree).

Two additional medium canopy trees aré¢ planted
to meet tree density.

S
\ Street Trees, generally spaced at 25° on center,

are required unless planting space is unavailable.

Street
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2. Sites with the following primary uses are exempt from the on-site tree density standards:

rreetingatleastone-of the-following:

@a. Railroad Yards;

&)b. Waste Related,

)e.  Agriculture;

“d. Aviation and Surface Passenger Terminals;
)e. Detention Facilities;

f. Mining;

g. Radio Frequency Transmission Facilities; or

)h. Rail Lines and Utility Corridors;

AC. On-site Tree Density Requirement.-Private-and-City-Trees—Planting on sites shall meet the City
specifications and standards in Chapter 11.60 and the following:

1. The required tree area is based on the size of the site and the type and size of proposed
and existing development. The-applieant Applicants may choose Option A or Option B
for calculating required tree area_except only Option B may be used to apply standards
to a "Development Impact Area".
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1 Determining Required Tree Area

Table 50

Site area minus building

One and Two Family . 40 percent of site or
. . coverage of existing and .
Residential development impact area
proposed development
Multi Dwelling Site area minus b}nldmg 20 percent of site or
. . coverage of existing and ;
Residential development impact area
proposed development
Commercial/Office/ nge?;eae I(I;;;isistziunﬂd;ﬁi 15 percent of site or
Retail/Mixed Use g £

development impact area
proposed development ,

Site area minus building
Industrial coverage of existing and
proposed development

10 percent of site or
development impact area

Site area minus building
Institutional coverage of existing and
proposed development

3523 percent of site or
development impact area

Site area minus building
Other coverage of existing and
proposed development

25 percent of site or
development impact area

2. The required tree area shall be planted with some combination of large, medium or small
canopy trees at the following rates:

Table 50-2
T Credi | Mini \ R .

Number of Required Trees and Minimum Planting Area

Large 1 per 1,000 s.f. 150 s.f. (10’ x 10”)
Medium 1 per 500 s.f. 75s£.(5x5%)
Small 1 per 300 s.f. 50s.f.(3°x3)
Tree Density Credits. Tree density may be achieved through planting, preservation, or payments to the
Tree Planting and Preservation Fund in lieu of planting trees. The number of trees will vary based on the Refer to Chapter 11.60, Technical Specifications, to calculate tree canopy size
assumed canopy area for large, medium, and small trees when they reach maturity. Since larger growing categories. When the canopy size category of the tree species is not or cannot be
trees encompass so much more canopy area than small trees, fewer of these trees are required to meet determined, the tree will be considered a small canopy tree.
the planting standard. This also serves as an incentive to plant larger growing trees. Since the relative
cost of purchasing and planting a "small canopy” tree versus a “large canopy"” tree are essentially the same, : €3. Tree Density Credits
it is more cost effective to plant fewer large canopy trees. Recognizing that large trees don't make sense
in every situation, the requirement remains flexible to allow any combination of tree canopy sizes provided a. Trees—planted—to—meet—other—requirements—1Irees planted on site to meet any
the overall tree density is met for the site. The applicant may also pay a fee in lieu of planting when required stormwater or other landscaping requirement may be counted toward
planting on site is not practical or desired. the On-site tree density requirements.
2b.  Trees that are retained and protected, including trees preserved per Section
11.50.656040, may be credited as follows:
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Tree Density Credits (continued)

Additional flexibility is provided for small sites (<3,000 square feet) to meet the on-site tree density
requirement. For these sites, street trees that are planted or retained along the site frontage may also be
counted toward the on-site tree density requirement. This acknowledges the constraints of planting trees
on these smaller sites.

Street Tree Planting Standards

While the development-related tree regulations apply to the incorporated County Urban Pocket Areas, the
County Engineer retains jurisdiction over the county roads. Therefore, the Street Tree related
preservation and planting requirements do not apply. The upgrade requirements for street trees are
triggered at a $25,000 threshold (same as the previous threshold in Chapter 20.40). Generally, the costs
for upgrading a site frontage to include street trees is proportionate to the project value, however, to
address disproportionate cost concerns, a provision has been added fo cap the expense of the street tree
upgrade to 10% of the project value. This will address sites with long frontages when a small project is
proposed on the site.

Exemptions. For public streets within the City, tree planting is exempt when street tree planting areas are
not being affected (such as a waterline project in the center of the street), or when there are no
available street tree planting spaces. Note that the Forester may still require the creation of tree wells
or the widening of a portion of a planter strip to accommodate trees, when there is adequate room to do
so.

The street tree planting requirement is adapted from existing Title 20.40 requirements. However, the
Title 11 requirement provides a specified quantity of street trees of one tree per each full increment of
25 feet of street frontage. Smaller or larger trees may be utilized depending on the size of the planter
strip and the presence or lack of other constraints. This standard establishes the expectation for street
tree planting, ensuring that they are considered along with other competing requirements for use of the
right of way, rather than at the end when identifying what room is left over to plant trees. Flexibility is
still provided should planting not be possible, as a payment in lieu of planting may be made.

For projects affecting greater than 200 linear feet, consultation with the City Forester is required to
establish the total required new street trees, based on a more qualitative assessment to “maximize” the
number of street trees as appropriate to the situation.

For land divisions, street tree planting may be deferred until the building permit stage for each lot. The
City Forester may determine whether the trees along these frontages will be planted based on a master
improvements plan for the entire project frontage or based on each individual site frontage, as part of
the land division review (see Chapter 33.630)
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as(1) Trees between 1.5 and less than 6 inches in diameter count as one small
canopy size tree.

b:(2) Trees 6 or more inches in diameter count as one medium canopy size tree
for each full increment of 6 diameter inches.

3c.  Payments-nade in lieu of planting, te-the-Tree-Fund- The applicant may pay a

fee to the Tree Planting and Preservation Fund per Section 11.15.010 equivalent
to the cost of planting and establishing one 1.5" caliper tree. The fee per tree
shall be credited at a rate of one medium canopy size tree.per—tree—which—is

d. On sites less than or equal to 3.000 square feet, healthy non-nuisance species

trees planted or retained in the street planting strip may be credited as described
in this Subsection.

Street Tree Planting Standards
Where these Regulations Apply.

L This Section applies to projects within or fronting on any City-owned or -managed
streets.

¥2.  Street-Trees—For alterations where the project value is more than $25,000, the cost of

required Street Tree improvements is limited to 10 percent of the value of the proposed
development.

Exemptions. The following are exempt from the Street Tree planting standards of this Section:

1. Development activities associated with the following:

a. Additions, alterations, repair or new construction where the project value is less
than $25,000;

2b.  The development activity is limited to the street, and does not modify or create
sidewalks. tree wells, or tree planting areas.; or

C. Demolition Permits

32.  Where physical constraints preclude meeting the Street Tree planting density
requirement because:

a. Existing above or below grade utilities prevent planting street trees; or
b. The design of the street will not accommodate street tree planting because the

planting strip is less than 3 feet wide, there is not a planting strip, or there is
insufficient space to add tree wells.

Page 41



COMMENTARY

Tree Plan Submittal Requirements

Tree plans reflect the full accounting for trees on a development site (preservation, protection, and
planting). This information may be shown on an independent plan sheet or combined with other information
on other plan sheets (like a clearing and grading or a landscape plan).

The Tree Plan must show existing tree information in order to assess whether the preservation and
protection requirements are being met. There are several distinctions for differently situated trees. For
on site trees, all trees 6 inches or more in diameter must be shown, unless the site is large and the
applicant specifies a "development impact area.” In this case, only the trees within the impact area and
extending 25 feet beyond the impact area must be shown. This 25 foot buffer is intended to ensure that
larger trees outside the impact area receive sufficient root protection.

For trees in the street, all trees 3 inches in diameter and larger must be shown. For street projects not
associated with an adjacent site, identification of trees within 15 feet of the development impact is
required. A lesser distance is required in the street since tree roots are already either affected or
protected by virtue of the pavement.) To address trees outside the right of way, for City projects the
City Forester or project arborist may walk the project alignment and indentify the potentially affected
trees that must be shown on the Tree Plan. The project design engineer will work with the Forester fo
minimize any impacts.

Development Impact Area:

On site: show all 26" show all 26" trees here...
trees here.

..and here

a

In street: show all 23"
trees here.

Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text

C. Street Trees Planting Requirement
Any proposed change in width in a public street right-of-way or any other proposed street
improvement, including the development of new public streets, shall include areas for tree and
landscape planting where practical. Utility connections and specifications for planting such
areas shall be integrated into the site plan. Specific locations and species will be determined by
the City Engineer and City Forester. Planting in public streets shall meet the specifications in
Chapter 11.60 and the following:

1. One Street Tree shall be planted or retained for each full increment of 25 linear feet per
side of street frontage. When the required number of trees cannot be planted, a fee in
lieu of planting may be required. For City projects, required trees that cannot be planted
within the improvement area may be planted elsewhere in the same watershed, instead
of paying a fee in lieu of planting.

2. For projects affecting 200 linear feet of frontage or more, the applicant shall consult on
the design of such improvements with the City Forester early in the project design phase
to identify opportunities to integrate existing trees and maximize new street tree planting
considering the planter width, the location of existing and proposed utilities, and
visibility requirements.

3. When new streets are being created in association with a land division, Street Tree
planting may be deferred until the completion of the building permit on each new lot,
subject to City Forester approval.

11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
A tree plan submittal shall include the following information. The tree plan information may be
combined with other relevant plan sheets. The submittal shall include:

A. Site Plan Requirements. The site plan shall include the following information with sufficient
detail to show that the proposal complies with this Title.

1. Existing improvements;
2. Proposed alterations including structures, impervious area, grading, and utilities;
3. Existing trees:

a. Trees on the site. Indicate the location and the diameter size of:

(4] Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved as part of a
condition of land use approval. These shall be clearly labeled.

Street Project ) All trees completely or partially on the site that are at least 6 inches in
On adjacent properties, show 26" .
Area: show all A , diameter.
»3" ¢ h frees, or as identified by City
23" Trees here Forester or proiect arborist.
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3 Trees smaller than 6 inches in diameter shall be shown when proposed to
be retained for tree density credit. On City-owned or —managed sites, the
City Forester may require smaller size trees be shown.
Applicants using the development impact area option as described in
Section 11.50.070, need only identify the trees on the site inside and 25
feet beyond the edge of the development impact area.

b. Trees in the street. For the street area adjacent to the development site or
development impact area, indicate the location and the diameter size of:

§)) Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved as part of a
condition of land use approval

2) All trees within the adjacent street that are at least 3 inches in diameter.
Applicants using the development impact area option within the street
when not associated with development of an adjacent site as described in
Section 11.50.070, shall identify trees 3 or more inches in diameter inside
and 15 feet beyond the edge of the development impact area.

When the 15 foot distance extends onto property outside the street,
provide estimates of tree size and location for trees 6 or more inches in
diameter on these properties. For City projects, the City Forester or
project arborist may determine which trees on adjacent properties shall be
identified per this Subsection.

4. Proposed tree activity:

a. Indicate trees to be retained and proposed tree protection measures meeting the
specifications in Chapter 11.60. Trees that are retained but are not protected in
accordance with the protection requirements in Chapter 11.60 may not be used to
meet preservation or density standards.

b. Indicate trees to be removed. It is the applicant’s responsibility to obtain the
appropriate consent from the adjacent property owner for tree removal when the
tree is only partially on the site.

c. Show location, species, planting size and number of trees proposed to be planted.
Trees to be planted shall meet the specifications in Chapter 11.60.

B. Narrative requirements

1. If alternative tree protection measures are proposed, documentation addressing
the requirements in Section 11.60.030, Tree Protection, shall be included.
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Changes to an Approved Tree Plan and Emergency Tree Removal

This section states that changes may occur during the course of a development project, but that any such
change will be reviewed against the requirements of this chapter to determine whether alternate tree
preservation, tree planting or additional payment is required.

Provisions are included to address necessary emergency tree work. Similar to emergency work that is
allowed when no development is occurring (Chapter 11.40), applicants must submit information within 7
days to document the emergency. Additionally, the Tree Plan must be modified if tree to be preserved and
protected was removed.

Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text

11.50.080

A.

2. If a tree is to be exempted from tree preservation standards based on poor tree health or
condition, include supporting documentation from an arborist.

3. If a tree is to be exempted from tree preservation standards based on it being listed on
the Nuisance Plants List, include supporting documentation from a landscape
professional or an arborist.

Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emergency Tree Removal.

When changes are necessary to an approved Tree Plan and the changes will not affect
compliance with any applicable conditions of a land use review, the change may be reviewed as
a revision to the approved development permit. Any proposed revisions to the Tree Plan will be
approved upon demonstrating the applicable tree preservation and density standards are met.
When development activity has already commenced on the site and the applicant is proposing to
retain alternate trees not previously shown to be protected, an arborist report will be required
that documents the alternate tree is healthy and has not been injured by the development
activity.

Emergency Tree Pruning or Removal. Emergency pruning or removal of trees is regulated by
this chapter as follows:

1. If an emergency exists because the condition or location of a tree presents such a clear
and present danger to structures or the public that there is insufficient time to obtain a
tree permit, the hazardous portion of the tree may be removed without first obtaining a
revision to an approved tree plan.

2. Any person who removes a tree under the provisions of this Section shall, within 7 days
of such action, apply for a revision to the approved tree plan. The application shall
include photographs or other documentation to prove that an emergency existed. The
BDS Director will evaluate the information to determine whether an emergency existed.
Failure to submit an application or provide information documenting the emergency
nature of the event may be pursued as a violation per Chapter 11.70.
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