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Exhibit A
 

Title 11, Trees - Proposed Code
 

See Citywide Tree Policy Review Volume 3 
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Bxhibit B 

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

See Citywide Tree Policy Review Volume 3 
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Exhibit C 

Gustomer Service and Community Access 
The proposals presented in this section are critical components of the overall Citywide 
Tree Project recommendation package. Proposals for fufure 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 a24-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 Foresh'y 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 coÍìmunity 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 Tlee Website. While there will likety be 
specific printed products, the primary focus will be on the development of user-friendly 
on-line products and toois. 
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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 agglessive 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 t¡ees 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 illustl'ative information to help ploperty owners and developers 

understand and work with City tree regulations (graphics, standard operating 
procedures, example site plans and applications, etc.) 

The Tree Manualwill 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 
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watershed councils, and ways citizens can participate in tree related community 
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 plovide information 

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

http:fii$*i['$"*'.ti


d fir4jr*ffi 

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. 

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

¡ Trees and utilities 

n Fire resistant trees and/or landscapes 

. Trees and solar access 

. Trees and stormwater 

* Food bearing trees and edible landscapes 

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

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

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

Neighborhood tree plans" 
Tree Code Pnimer - "Tree Rules Made $imp!e" 

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 ownelroles 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 infolmation 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 couid 
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 bir.d nests
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o When do I need a permit? - in development and non-development situations; trees 

on public, city and private property; 

Whaf 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 

o Designing with Trees - innovative examples and approaches to integrate tlees into 
proposed development and the payoff 

n Measuring Trees - dealing with stlaight 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 

. 	Tree planting requirements - tree canopy size, tree spacing, tree replacement and 

mitigation, recommended species 

o Tree appraisal methods 

u Standards and specifications - distance from utilities, clearance and visibility 

n Forms 
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Potentially the Tree Manual could incorporate elements of the Tree and Landscaping 
Manual and, along with potential future adminishative rules relating to trees, could 
complement other City manuals including: 

o Water Bureau Developer's Manual - ARB UTL-4.02 

. BES Stormwater Management Manual - ARB ENB-4.01 

o BES Sewer and Drainage Facilities Design Manual - ARC ENB-4.14 

o BDS Erosion and Sediment Control Manual - ARB ENB-4.10 

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

o 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 coorclinated by the Urban Forestly progïam staff, in close collaboration with tl-re 

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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Hone project work plan 
Products: 
-	Tasks, timelines, products 
- Stakeholder input 

lD paÍners and other 

Project Management 
Products: 
- Work plan (tasks/timeline)/budget 
- Project website development and maintenance 
- lnterbureau coordination 
- Stakeholder involvement strategy development/coordination 
- Grant and contract manaqement 

Tree Benefits - Ecosystem ServicesMatershed Health 
Products: 
- chapters/brochures and website: 
- video? 

Tree Care 'module' 
Products: 
- chapters/brochures and website: 

- tree planting and establishment 
- tree maintenance (pruning, etc.) 
- root protection methods 

Tree 'Topics of interest' 
Products: 
-	 chapters/brochures and website 

- trees and wildlife/habitat 
- fruit and nut trees 

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 accessinq tree oermit information 

"Designing w¡th trees" 
Products: 
-	case studies 
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Proposed Tree Manual Froducts 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 matedals 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 

947,000 for 0.5 city Planner II in the Bureau of Development services 

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

The Bureau of Environmentai Services ir"rtends 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 r.esources. 

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 plocess. This collaboration would help hone the 
scope of the Tree Manual, identify key audiences and usels of the products, identify 
potential partnership and funding oppor.tunities. 
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Srruclr Por¡rr or CorurRcr AND 24-Houn TnrE Horlr¡rE Pllor PRo¡rcr 

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 clocumentation 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 h'ee requirements for both development and non-development 
sifuations 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 n (OSSID 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 

Deita 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 t.Irre 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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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 wili 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: 

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 deveiopment is occurring, while BDS would be the entry point for tree 
requirements during development. 

c 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. 

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

o Increased opportunities to raise public awal'eness of trees in neighborhoods,
 
to deter violations, and to educate citizens about how they can access tree
 
permitting infolmation.
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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 cails and emails to appropriate bureaus. This wiil 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: 

For emergencies "hang up and dia1911.."" 
o For trees obstructing or threatening to fall into the street, "press L". The caller 

would be routed to the existing Bureau of Parks and Recreation Urban Forestry 

response crews called out by Stanton Yard. 

u 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 tlacking system 

whether a h'ee 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 leasonable chance of stopping the tree 

cutting, staff couid 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 tlee 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 24to 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 foliowing types of 
functions: 

o Access for the public to apply online for a tree permit (rather than making a 

trip to Delta Park or BDS) 

u Prompts to help users determine which permits are needed 

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

Links to BDS brochures regarding the tree regulations" 
n 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 tlee 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 compiaint calls, numbel of calls resulting in an enforcement case, and 
number of site visits made to address after hours illegal tree cutting. 

. Effectiveness of technology used to route and process different 
tr ee-related situations. 

s 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 

o 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 201.2-1"3 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. 

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 l/zhour 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 (630.72x L.5 = $46.08) andlí% overhead. 

156 calls xlzhour x $46.08 = 93,594 

39 site visits x 3 hours x $46.08 = $5,391 

Overhead = $1.348 

TOTAL $10,333 

PeRnnrr Tnacxlr.ro Svsrem & Puelrc Accnss ro PERMTT lruroRmRroru 

Overview 

The City currently maintains a permit tracking softwale 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 pubtic 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 

Oe¡ectrvrs 

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

u Make the permit system more tlansparent and accessible to permit applicants and 
the public. Applicants wiil be able to obtain real-time information on their 
application status. Interested parties can research tlee-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. 

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

e 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 pelmitting software system (Accela). The conversion is expected to take 
two years or longer to complete. While tree permit tlacking 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 2011-1,2 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 implovements 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 h'ees 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 

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 

n 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.
 

NercHeoRHooD Tnre PlRr'¡ 

Introduction 

The Bureau of Parks and Recreation Urban Foresh'y 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 fol tlees 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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Tree planting 

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: 

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

or neighborhoods
 

c Promote protection and enhancement of tree groves or corlidors spanning larger 
areas or multiple properties 

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

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

. Improve divelsity of tree ages and species, and foster removal and replacement of 
nuisance trees, over time 

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

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

planting projects)
 

¡ 	Fostering partnerships among neighbors 

If the Neighborhood Tree Plan were adopted like a master plary 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: 

. 	How should the Neighborhood Tree Plan be administered, including tracking tree
 

preservation, removal, planting and maintenance activities over time?
 

r 	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 ZorungCode?
 

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

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

o 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 Forestly Program would collaborate with otl'rer bureaus and Neighborhood 
Coalitions to identify one or more potential "demonstration neighborhoods"" it might be 
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possible to involve students, such as students in planning or landscape architecture 
fields, in partnership with the city and a'demonstration neighborhood.' 

, ïhe demonstration project would involve: 

e Developing tree reiated goals and priorities for the neighborhood, including 
priorities for preservation or enhancement of tlees, gïoves, and corridors, canopy 
quantity, quality, and distribution, tree age ancl species divelsity, stormwater 
management, food source, habitat, solar access or other objectives as appropriate 

u Generating an implementation plan, and identifying one oï 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 andf or interface with othel relevant regulations for developrnent and 
non-development situations, and on public ancl 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 pubtic utilities to participate in the 
projects. 
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Exhibit D
 

Tree Ganopy Benefits, F¡nanc¡al lmpacts 
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 
projecÇ 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 eanopy Henefits 
lntroduction 

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 
dish'ibuted 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 1L 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 nafural resource ateas. 

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



:1"&r-'¡"ij*g 
Canopy estimating approaches are described below for the following project 
ÍecoÍunendations: 

o Standardized tree permit system for trees on private property 

¡ Tree preservation and tree density standards applied to development permits 

o Trees and land use reviews 

o Trees repiacement 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 
sifuations, 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 " extÍa credif' for preserving 
existing healthy trees, and to require more than a l.:L 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 occul due to L) increased preservation of existing 
trees, and 2) generation of future canopy through increased tree planting to repiace 
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 PropertJ¡ (Absent 
Development) 

Permit System Acres Future Acres
 
Preserved Planted
 

Sinsle Familv Lots 3.4
 

Currentlv Resulated Lots 0.35 3.59
 

Single Family Lots Eligtble þr tlrc Homeozuner Permit 

As directed by Council, the mote 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 tt'ee permit requirements. Council has repiaced 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 unawale of the City's permit requirements for trees on 
private property' Only about 120 permits per year are filed with ihu City, while several 
thousand permits per year are filed for activities related to street trees. If private tree 
permit applications increased by 2to 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 7b0 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 aveïage, medium canopy type trees prorridlr,g
about 600 s'f. of canopy at maturity, this would generate 3.4 additiorlál u.ru, oi.uropli
in the future. 

(250 trees planted/year x 600 s.f./tree) / 49,560 s.f. per acre 
= 3.4 future canopy acres planted per year 

Currently Re guløted Lo t s 

The more standardized permit system will streamline current requirements by requiring
l':i- tree replacement for dead, dying and dangerous trees, and nuisance speciås trees, 
u19 to 4 healthy trees per year between 12 inches and 20 inches in diameter. The City"pwill 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, dyiog or dangerous (DDD). If half of the totat permiì applications 
were for trees on the currently regulated lots, and 80% of those applicationå were fo,
removal of DDD trees, the updated permit system would require ieplacement of 200 
unhealthy trees per year. If these replacement trees were, on urrurugu, medium canopy 
type trees providing about 600 s.f. of canopy at maturity, this woul ã genente 2.7s 
additional acres of canopy in the future. 

(200 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 49,560 s.f .f acre 
= 2J5 future canopy acres planted,f 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 diãmeter and 
qualify for the 1:1 tree replacement, this would generate an additionaLO.Blacres. 

(25 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per íee) / 49,560 s.f .f acre 
= 0.34 future acres planted/ yeat 
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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 (L2x3=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 fiee) / 43,560 s.f .f acre 

= 0.5 future acres planted/ year 

(L3 trees preserved/year x 1,200 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f .f acre 

= 0.35 canopy acres preservedf year 

Tree Preservation and Density Standards (Applied Through Building Permits) 

Development Acres Future Acres 
Preserved Planted 

Tree Preservation 60 

Tree Densitv 1.21 

New Title LL 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 L 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 additional62 acres of canopy per year. 

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

Given the City Councif 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 developmenttypes (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 wil1generally 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 
be121, acres of future canopy. 

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



a"ffi4it*g
 
(4400 permits/ year x 2 trees planted x 600 s.f. per tree) / 49,s60 s.f ./ acre 

:121, future acres planted/year 
The City Council has directed an exemption from the tree preservation standards ancl 
tree density standards for industrial, employment and commercial zones that do not 
have existing landscaped area standards (i.e., IH,IGL, 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 estimáte the annual impact of on future canopy of this exemption, ho*errur. 
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% oÍ úe 
34 percent tree canopy target. If land in these zones is fully developed this increment of 
canopy loss would need tó be generated elsewhere in the city. 

Exhibit D - Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial lmpacts and Budget Proposal March 3t,2otl 



ü.ffi{$"l}tffi
 
Tree Preservation and Land Use Reviews 

Land Use Reviews Acres Future Acres 
Preserved Planted 

Tree Preservation Criteria 5 

o Plus improved qualiW 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 L65 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 additional35 reviews per year. 

If 2 additional trees were preserved on half of the land division sites (2 trees x 0.5 x 165 

sites =L65 trees), and L additional tree was preserved on half of the conditional use and 
design review cases (L tree x 0.5 x 35 sites =17 trees), an additionallS2 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 S 

acres of canopy per year. 

'I..,200(L82 trees preserved/year x s.f.. per tree) / 43,560 s.f .f acre 
= 5 acres tree canopy preserved/year) 

Tree Replacement in Environmental Zones 

Environmental Zones Acres Future Acres 
Preserved Planted 

Replacement requirements 4.4 

o Plus conversion of nuisance trees to native tree species 

The proposal will clarify that trees in environmental overlay zorre transition areas 
(-'L,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. 

(L400 acres)x (1tree planted/yearf per L0 acres) 
= 140 trees planted/year 

(L40 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 43,560 s.f . f acre 
= 1.9 acres future canopy planted/year 
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Moteover, 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 ttees, and trees located adjacent to structures. These trees ãre fresently
exempt from replacement requirements. Replacement trees planted in thã 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 fufure canopy arurually. 

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

(1,80 trees planted/year x 600 s.f. per tree) / 49,560 s.Í. f acre 
= 2.5 acres future canopy planted/year 

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 limitecl extent based o" "*u"d*""tr "ppto"ud 
by the City

Council, The esfimates should be updated after Council takes final action.
* *The City's current lanclscaping standards also generate additional tree canopy, however the 
Tree Density Standards provide assurances that baseline tree capacity is maintained even if 
landscape stanclards do not apply or are modified or waivecl. Trees planted to meet Tree Density
Standards may also be used to meet ZoningCode landscaping stanáards so these rules are 
complementary and reinforcing. If it is assumed that only hali of the additional tree canopy is 
athibutable solely to the Tree Project proposal then the total annual net increase in tree canopy
for development would be about 60 acres. 

Exhibit D - Tree Canopy Benefits, Financial lmpacts and Budget Proposal March 3t,2¡ll 



g ffi4,it ßg
 

Comparing Tree Canopy Generated By the Tree Project Proposal 
with Canopy Generated B]¡ Tree Planting Alone 

Acres Future Acres 
Preserved Planted 

Tree Proiect Proposal (net) 67.35 72.4 

Citv Tree Plantins Alone 12.3 

During the Planning Comrnission 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 fi175 
Volunteer planting L 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 L2.3 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 .f acre 

= 123 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 f 723 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 1.0 times the canopy that would be generated than 
had the City invested an amount equivalent to the project costs to piant 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/L2.3 acres)=1l".36 times more canopy 
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Gosts and Budget Proposal 

lntroduction 

Although the Citywide Tree Project proposal is intended to streamline and stand.ardize 
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: 

o Tree Permits in Non-Development Situations 

. Trees in Development Situations and Land Use Reviews 

¡ Customer Service and Community Education Projects 

First staff itemized the main tasks for these program aïeas. 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. . A.y current deficiencies in staffing are not captured or 
addressed by this analysis. 

ïrees in Non-Development Situations 

The proposal includes recoÍunendations 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 reconunendations 
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 encoutage 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 Deveiopment 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 20L0 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 develcipment fees 
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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 infrastructure bureau 
practice for involving Urban Forestry when public projects are iikely to affect 
trees. Staff estimated the costs for more routine and frequent coordination 
between Urban Forestry and the infrastructure bureaus ot 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. \Atrhen 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. FIowever, 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 Communit)¡ Education 
The bureaus worked together to generate projected costs and staffing for 
customer service improvements as described in previous report sections,. 

To summafize, 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 additionai 
one-time costs for staffing and services to upgrade the TRACS permitting system, pilot a 
2{hout 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 percen! and total costs by 33 percent. For 
example the commissions approved the use of spot-check approach for free-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 
1'L-12 andFY 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. 

Decision (spring 201U - City Gounciladopts the project proposal and implementation 
strategy; directs the bureaus to budget for Phase I program activities, 
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Phase I (FiscalYear 2011-121- "Ramp Up", Tree Manual , Phase I 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 

Phase ll (Fiscal Year 2012-13) - lmplementation "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. ln 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 ãvailability 

d. Code and program monitoring begins, 

r Phase lll (Fiscal Year 2013-14 and future) - ongoing program lmplementation 

a. One-time general fund allocations are terminated 

b. Code and program monitoring continues 
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$ ffi45 tr*Attachment 1 - Modified Tree Project Budget proposal #1 

Red = cut Green = reduction Blue = shift/increase (from 12t2O1O Recommended Draft) 
FY 201 1 -2012 absorb/scâle lnltlal Tree Manual, shlft TRACS fundlns to Tree Fu 

Program Organlzatlon and Start-up
 
PPR Functtons parks Botanic Spec ll
 
BDS Fu¡rctlons BDS Planner ll
 

TRACS upgrade - Tree permlts

PTE Parks
 

Tree Manual
 
Project tnanager Parks Botâr1lc Spec ll g
 
"Code Made Easy'' Content BDS Planner ll 0.
 

"WateÍshed Seryices" Contel BES Program Specialis
 
Parks Contrect
 

12Í2,010 Drcft Budget 2.50 $262,000 s262,000 

FY 2012 -2013 scaled to reflect 1, 2013 slaff hlre date & Feb 2013 effecilve date for Tl1, phase 2 T33 ame 

Land Use Rêvlêws
 
Application Rev¡ew BDS Planner ll (Jan.)
 
Arborist Consultatlotì Parks
 

Building Permits
 
Plan Revlew BDS Planner ll (Jan.)
 

Tree lrìsD lJan
 
Capllal and Publlc Wort(s projects
 

Wate¡,
 
CIP/PWPlanPreparation BOT,BE Survey/cADD(Feb.) 0.1
 

s
 
CIP/PW Review/lrrsÞection Parks Tree I
 0 

Tree Permlt Program 
Tree Pernlit Parks Tree 

Vehlcles and 2 vehlcles BDS & 
Slngle Polnt of Contact/PeÌmlt Asslslance 

Delta Park Location Parks Bot 
24 hour Hotllne (pllot) 

Llrre BES Ex 

1znn0 Drcft Budget 5.50 $558,000 t;176,000 8165,000 817,000 6115,000 

FY 2013 -2014 and future 1-tlme adds shlft to z4-Hour Pllot extended 1 

Land Use Revlews 
Application Review BDS Plarrner ll 
Arborist Consultat¡on Parks Tree lns 

Building Permite 
Plan Review BDS Planner ll 

Tree 
Capltal and Publlc Works projects 

Water, 
CIP/PW Plan Preparation BOT BE Survey/CADD 

ù 
CIP/PW Review/ln Patks Tree 

Tree Permlt Program 
Tree Permit Patks Tree 

Slngle Polnt of Conlact/Permlt Asslstance 
Delta Park Location Pa¡ks Botanic Spec I 

24 hour Hotllne (pllot) 
ìse L¡ne BES 

12/2010 Draft Eudgel 5.50 $535.000 s176.000 $0 s244,000 6115,000 
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Attachment 2 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal Scenario $"ffi4it*ä 

Red = cut Green = reduction Blue = shifUincrease (from 1212010 Recommended Draft) 

FY 2011 -2012 er/absorb Tree shlft TRACS fundlnq lo Tree 

Program Organization and Start-up 
PPR Functlons 
BDS Functions 

Parks 
BDS 

Botânic Spec ll 
Planner ll 

TRACS upgrade - Tree permlts
PTE Parks 

Tree Manual 
Project manager Pa¡ks Botanic Spec ll 
"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner ll 

"Watershed Services" Conter BES Progrârn Speclalls 
PTE, M&S Parks Contract 

122,010 Drafr Budget 2.50 5262,000 $0 

FY 2412 - 2013 scaled to reflect 1, 2013 staff hlre date, s lor SFR lots <10,000s.f. and SPoC deferred to 1, 20 

Lând Usê Revlêwg 
Application Review BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree lnso. lFeb 

Bulldlng Permlts 
PIân Revìew BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 

T¡ee l¡sn (Jan 

Capltal and Publlc Works ProJects 
Water, 

CIP/PWPIanPreparation BOT,BE survey/cADD(Feb) 0.1 

S 

Parks Tree 0 

Tree Permlt Program 
T¡ee Permit Parks Tree 

Vehlcles and vehlcle for BDS 
Slngle Polnt of Conlact/Permlt Asslslance 

Delta Park Location Parks Botanlc 

24 houÍ HÖtllne (pllot) 
Lllle 

12nno Dtaft Budget 5.50 s558,000 $176.000 s165.000 s17,000 s115.o00 

FY 2013 -2014 and future Pe¡mit and SPoC are lm 24-Hou¡ Pilot extended for full 

Land Use Revlews 
Appllcatlon Revlew BDS Plânne¡'ll 0,50 
Arborist Consultation Parks Tree ln tot 0.20 

Bulldlng Permlts 
Plan Review BDS Planner ll L00 

Tree ln 1 

Capital and Public Works Projects 
Water, 

CIP/PW Plan Preparatlon BOT,BE Suryey/CADD 
S 

CIP/PW ReV¡eWI Parks Tree 
Tree Pe¡mit Program 

Tree PeImit PâIKS TÍee 
Vehicles and nl f 1 vehicle for UF lns 
slngle Polnt of Conlact/Pe¡mlt Asslslance 

Delta Park Location Pa¡ks Botan ic 

24 hout Hotllne (pllot)
Line BES Existir 

12n010 Drcft Budget :;535,000 s176,000 50 s241,000 6115,000 
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EXHIBIT E
 
å_ffi/,&,$#* 

City of Portland, Oregon 

FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT
 
For Council Action Items
 

ver original to Financial Planning Division. Retain 
l. 	 Name of Initiator Roberta Jorher 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 tr tr 

1) Lesislation Titte: Citywide Tree Policy Review and Regulatory Improvement project 

Amend and consolidate existing tree regulations into new Code Title I 1, Trees, adopt companion amendments in other 
Titles' and direct the establishment of customer service improvements and irnplernentation funding (Ordinance; add Code 
Title 1l and amend related Titles) 

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

I ' 	 SUBJECT OF THIS ORDINANCE: Updating City regulations relating to the Urban F'orestry Program
 
and trees in development and non-development situations, and consolidating these regulations into a new
 
City code title - Title 11, Trees. TÍtle 11 contains provisions to authorize the City's Uinan Forestry

Commission and Urban Forestry Program, standardizes the City's tree permit system and enforcement
 
procedures, establishes ne\ry tree preservation and tree density standards that apply through development

permits, and establishes technical specifications and definitions. Titte 11 clarifïes 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 betweenthe City of Portland and 
Multnomah County, to address the administration of tree-regulations that apply in situations requiring a 
development perrnit. 

-J. TO BE ADOPTED THROUGH SEPARATE ORDINANCE: Updating City land use regulations in Title 33 ro 
improve tree preservation and tree plarrting 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 clariff that the prohibition on planting nuisance species trees applies and that the street plan 
guidelines will infonn the selection of species to replace nuisance species street trees in the future. 

J.	 SUBJECT OF THIS ORDINANCE: Taking actions to improve customer service and access to tree-related 
information including upgrading the City's tree permit tracking systetn and establishing a single point of contact to 
assist the public, a24-hour tree hotline pilot project, and a communify 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, howéver changes to fee schedules 
would be done through separate legislation 
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4) Expense: äffieli*m 
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 currentfiscal year as well as costs infuture 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 I 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 Recornmended 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 ale listed blow, with an initial estimate 

of the generaldirection 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. Elirninating 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 requirernents 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 90Yo to 85o/o - 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 f¿ct that ceftain decisions for staffing and funding will be best made closer to the 
proposed implementation date. 

Attachment I outlines the services and cost as follows: 
a. FY 201l-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 I l, 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 

c. 	FY 2013-14 - Funding for ongoing prograrn activities (code administration and enforcernent) - ongoing general 

fund, capital irnprovement 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 implernent 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 implementatiorr 
issues and opportunities. lf 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 I I 
tree preservation and density standards. 
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Staffinq Req uirements: ï ffi,4lj üffi 
5) Will any positions be created, eliminated or re-classified in the current year as a result of this legislation? (If new 
positions are created please include whether they will be part-time, fult-time, limited tern't or permanent positions. If the 
position is limited ternt pleøse indicate the end of the term.) - None, 

6) Wiil positions be created or eliminatedinfuture yeurs a result of this legislation? - Positions proposed to be
^screated in future years, and budget proposal, are shown in Attachments I 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 AÞnroDriations (If the Gcconxpanying ordinance amends the budget, please reflect the dollar amount to be 
appropriated by this legislation. If the appropriation includes an interagency ãgreement with another bureeu, 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 Offìce and/or Financial Planninp. Use additional if'needed. 

Funded Program 

APPROPRIATION UNIT HEAD (Typed name and signature) 
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Attachment 1 - Modified Tree Proiect Budget Proposal #l 
.å. å$ 4, i¡ åf F" 

Red = cut Green = reduction Blue = shifUincrease (from 12l2O1O Recommended Draft) 

FY 2011 -2012 absorb/scale lnlllal Trêe Manual, shl{t TRAcs to Tree Fun 

Program Organization and Start-up 
PPR Functlons Parks Botanlc Spec ll 
BDS Functions Planner ll 

TRACS upgradê - Tree permlts 
PTE Parks 

Tree Manual 
Project manager Parks Botanic Spec ll 
"code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner ll 

"Wâtershed Servlces" Conter BES Program Speclâlls 
PTE. M&S Parks Cont[act 

12/2010 Drañ. Eudget 2.50 8262.000 $0 6262.000 $0 

FY 20',t2 - 2013 scãled to reflecl 1, 2013 staff hlre dale & Feb 2013 effecllve dâle for T1 Phase 2 T33 

Land Use Rev¡ews 
Appl¡cation Review BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 
AÍborlst Consultation Parks Tree 

Bulldlng Permlls 
Plân Revlew BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 

Tree lnsp (Jan 

Capltal and Publlc Works P¡ojects 
Water, 

CIP/PWPla¡rPreparatìon BOT,BE survey/cADD(Feb.) 0. IJ 

S 
U. OBParks Tree 

T¡ee Permlt Progrâm 
ïree Permit Parks Tree 

Vehlcles and vehlcles BDS & 
Slngle Polnt of Contact/Permlt Asslstance 

Deltâ Park Locâtlon Pârks Bot. 

24 hou¡ Hotllne (pllot) 
Llne 

12f¿01o Draft Budget 5.50 $558,000 5176.000 :ì165,000 :i17.000 $115.000 

FY 2013 -2014 and future 1-llme adds shift to and fees, 24-Hou¡ Pllot extended 1 

Land Use Revlews 
Appllcatlon Revlew BDS Plantrer ll 

Arborìst Consultation Parks Trèe I 

Bulldlng Pêrmlls 
Plan Review BDS Planner ll 

Ttee I 

capital and Public Works Projects 
Water, 

clP/PW Plan Prepâratlon BOT,BE Survey/CADD 
S 

Parks Tree I 

TÌee Permlt P¡ogram 
Tree Permit Parks Tree lll 

Slngle Polnt of Conlact/Permlt Asslstance 
Delta Park Locatlon Parks Botanic 

24 hour Hotllne (pllot) 
Lhlê 

12/201o Draft Budget s0 s241.000 s115.o00 
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Attachment 2 - Modified Tree Project Budget Proposal Scenario j l$ {å ii tr t 
Red = cut Green = reduction Blue = shifUincrease (from 1212010 Recommended Draft) 

FY 201 1 -2012 Tree Manual, shlft TRACS lu 

Program Organlzatlon and Start-up
 
PPR Functlons Parks Botarlic Spec ll
 
BDS Functions BDS Planner ll
 

TRACS upgrade - Tree permlts

PTE Parks Contract
 

Tree Manual
 
Project manager Parks Botanic Spec ll 0,50
 
"Code Made Easy" Content BDS Planner ll 0,50
 
''Watershed Services" Co¡ter BES Program Speclâlis o.50
 

M&S Parks Contract 

122.010 Draft Budget 2.50 ,$0 

FY 2012 -2013 scaled to reflect 2013 staff hlre date, for SFR lots < 000s.f. and SPoC deferred to f,201 

Land Use Rêvlews 
Applicat¡on Review BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 
Arborist Consultatlon Pârks Tree 

Bulldlng Permlts 
Plan Revlew BDS Planner ll (Jan.) 0. 

tiorr BDS Ttee lrrso fJan 0 50 
Capltal and Publlc Works ProJects 

Water, 
CIP/PWPlatrPreparation BOT,BE survey/cADD(Féb) 0. 13 

ê 

CIP/PW Review/l Parks Tree 0.08 
Tree Permlt Program 

TreB Pernìit Parks Tree 
Vehlcles ãnd 1 vehlcle for BDS I 

Slngle Polnt of Conlact/Permlt Asslstance 
Delta Park Locatlon Parks Botarric 

24 hou¡ Hotllne (pllot) 
Llrle BES 

12n010 Drcñ Eudget s176,000 s165,000 sl7,OOO 5115,000 

FY 2013 -2014 and future Permit snd SPoC are lm 24-Hour Pllof extended for full 

Land Use Revlews 
Appllcatlon Revlew BDS Planr'ìer ll 
Arborist Consultatiolr Parks Tree 

Bulldlng Permlts 
Platr Review BDS Planner ll 
Buildino Permit Tree 

Capilal and Public Works Projecls 
Water, 

CIP/PW Plarì Preparatlon BOT,BE Survey/CADD 
s 

Tree I 

Tree Permit Program 
T[ee Pernìit lrrspector Parks Tree I 

Vehicles and Equ vehicle for UF 
Slngle Polnt of Contact/Permlt Asslstance 

Delta Park Location Patks Botat'ìic 
24 hour Hotllne (pllot) 

L¡ne BES Existir 

12/2010 Drafl Budget 5.50 5535,000 s176,000 s0 s244,000 s115.000 
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Title 11 Trees - Additional Substiniive Amendments 

l. Eliminate Lot Size Exem for Private Tree Removal Permits 

r 1.40.030 A 
(Refer to 
Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8.) 

Ellminate 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 1l Tree Preservation Standards in development
situations. 

No chonge to Dec. 2010 Recommended Droft Commentory. Omit first porogroph in Commentory 
f or Discussion ftem 3. B. f rom the Morch 3L, ?.OLL Title 11 omendmenf pockoge os f o llows: 

is-ls 
¡in 

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.030 in Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8., page 4 of the March 3lr 20ll Title 11 Amendment Package) 

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

A. Trees en lets thal in-are+ 

elp 

(This amendment would revise the language in Table 40-3 shown in Attachment A, page 29 of the 
Title 1l Amendment Package) 

Title 11 - Additional Substantive Amendments 
Draft - April 5, 2011 



Title 11 - Additional Substantive Amendments 
Draft - April 5, 2011 



t¡{)t P¿ t l:' :'r* W- l': r';:'., i-ì /¡ yviert ¿ri¡{ i'\'i*:'. i,íþf1i ; rl *;,"¡'i:.,r:,.:{,'
I

litle 11 Trees - Additional Substantive Amendments	 å ffi4iì gg 
2.A. Standard 12" Diameter Size Threshold for Private lree Removal Permits (retains Single Family Type A Permit provision)
 

Standardlze the tree size threshold for when private tree removal permlts are 
required. On Ma¡ch 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 IO,OOO 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 standar dized, 12" diameter tree size threshold for 
permitting, the proposed Tlee Preservation exemption for additions on built single dwelling
lots is also deleted. The disparity between the 12 inch diameter tree size applied through 
the Tfee Preservation Standards for development, and the 20 inch diameter tree size 
threshold in non-development situations has been eliminated, so this Tfee 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 
1O,OO0 square feet located in a Single Dwelling zone, and developed with a single dwelling
or duplex." 

Revise Dec. 2010 Droft Commentory os follows: 
Privafe Trees - the previous tree permit applied only to trees t2 or more inches in diometer 
on prívote properties, ond did not incorporote the existing smoller size fhresholds for the 
reguloted trees in some overloy zones or plon districts thot are now subject to Titl¿ 11 

provisions. Where Title 11 permit requirøments opply. a 6 inch minimum tree size threshold is 
estoblished for specified overloy zones ond plon districts. 

¡ Single Þwelling Sites (20 er mere inehe- in diemeter); end 

For s@developed Single ùwefirq z thø code 
requires o Type A permit and replocement of reguloted trees with another tree. epp{ies-e-Ze 

ThisprovisionoppliøsprimorilytopropertiesíntheCity 
that ore currenlly exemp'l fromtree permits. The príor exemption opplied to "built single 
family lots in single fomily zones thot ore not dividoble." The prevíous regulotions were infended 
retoin trees on developoble sitøs untilo lond division opplicolion was submitted.However,the 
term "dividoble" ond the limitotion to singlø fomily zones were problemotic. The exemption 
cous¿d confusion in situotions wherelots were seemingly exempt (i.ø. single family house on a 
normal size lot) but due to on overloy zone, plon district, or o treepreservotion reguirement 
f rom o land use review, property owners would inodv ertently violate tree regulations. The 
exemplion olso creoted dispority \elween one property ond the next, bosed on foctors 
unreloted to the trees themselves. 

The Plonning ond Urban Forestry Commissions spent considerable time ond discussion developing 
on approoch thot reduces confusion for these ty owners, while lirnit 

(This amendment would revise the language proposed for Section 11.40.020 8.2 in Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8., page 4, and Amendment #lTrpage 1.0 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

11,40.020 When a Tree Permit is Required. 

B. 	 Private Trees. 

1. 	 Generally. q.ffi Trees a+-leas+ 12 or more inches in diameter on ffisi+es and 
tracts are regulated by this chapter, except as 
specified in 8.2+hrer*gh-Ð-3. Trees required to be preserved bl¡ a tree preservation 
olan" a condition of a land use review. or orovision of this Title or the Zonine Code 
mav be subiect to other requirements. 

32. 	 Specified overlay zones and plan districts. Trees 6 or more inshes in diameter in 
overlav zones and olan districts are rezulated as noted in Table 40-1.-Speeifie 

everlay zenes and plan distriets are regulated by this ehapter: 

[renumber references for 11.40.020 8.3. to 11.40.020 8.2.] 

(This amendment would revise the language in Table 40-3 shown in Attachment A, page 29 of the 
Title l1 Amendment Package. The remainder of Table 40-3 as amended is unchanged.) 

Thble 40-3 
Summa of Permit R uirements for Private Trees 

Removal [2]: 
Regulated trees that are 

¡ Dead, dying, dangerous 

. Nuisance species 

. V/ithin l0' of a building or attached structure I tree for every 
¡ Up to four healthy non-nuisance trees per tree removed 

year that are less than 20" diameter. 

Title 11 - Additional Subsfanflve Amendments 
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intrusiveness ond increosing eguity belweenall properties in the cify. City Council further 
simplif ied the code by estoblishing o <10,000 s.f. single lot size threshold on which to bose 

elioibility for strøomlined permitting on built lots in Sinqlø Dwelling zones 

Fer sites mee+ing the single dwelling previsienne permit is required fer frees less therZO 
inehes indiameter, Fer trees et leest 20 inehes in diemeter remevel isOn these lots oll treø 
removol reguesfs are subject to o Type A permit (no røview, ond no public oppøol option), with o 

simple tree f or ffee replacement requirøment. The messoge ís "cut a large tree, replace a'lreø" 
People should check with the City bef ore removing ony tree of leost ó inches in diomøter to 
reduce risk of inodvertent violotions should be reduced. A "coll bef ore you cut" compoign is 

recommended. Thís opprocch is o non-regulotory outreoch tool thot con be used to connect with 

property owners ond off er information obout tree plonting options ond incentives lik¿ the City's 

Treebate progrom. 

eenfusie+r ever whieh sites quelify fer the Single Þwelling PermiF The let sizes repreÉent e 

dividebleleÈbesed erzening eede stsnderds, The Single ÞwellingPermit previsien epPlies te 
trees on lots thet eontein síngle dwelling heuses; end thet smelleethen 3;000 squarefeet; in 

Removal [2]: Up to inch for 
inchRegulated trees that are: 

replacement;

B ¡ Healthy non-nuisance trees )20" diameter 
determined on Yes 

o More than four healthy non-nuisance trees case-by-case 
à12" diameter per site per year basis by City 

Forester 

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.050 in Discussion ltem 
Amendment 3.8., page 4 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

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

g. 

iscussion ltem 
Amendment 3.8., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

11.50.05094!l 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. 	The site is a "Home
 
nweiline bâse zene
 

@ 

l1'ttir u*.ttdment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.80.020 in Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

I 1.80.020 Definitions and Measurements 

ir+*ze*e' 
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s ff4{ ffffilitle l l Trees - Additional Substantive Amendments 

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

Standardize the tree size threshold for when private tree removal permits are 
required. On March I, 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 family zoned lots less than 
f O,0OO squa-re 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 
a-reas 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 and eliminate special provisions to require only Tlpe A 
permits for "Homesites". 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 Tt'ee Preservation exemption for additions on built single dwelling
lots is also deleted. The disparity between the l2 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 Tfee Preservation 
exemption is no longer justified. 

Revise Dec. 2010 Droft Commentory os follows: 
Private Trees - thø previoustree permit opplied only to treest2 or more inches in diamøter 
on privote properties, ond did not incorporatethe existing smoller size thresholds for fhe 
raguloted treesin some overloy zones or plon dístricts thot ore now subject to Title 11 

provisions. Where Title 11 permit reguirements opply, a ó inch minimum tree sizø threshold is 
estoblished for specif ied overloy zones ond plon distrícts. eentinue requirin 

¡ Single Þwelling Sites (20 er mere inehes in diernefer); and 

r SPeeífie everle)r Zenes end llen Þistriefs (6 er mere inehes in diemeter) 

@o-preper*ies in the 6ity thet ereeurrently exempt frem tree 
p€rmr+€=+he-Aprior exemption opplied to "built single fomily lots in single fomily zones that are 
not dividable." The previous regulotions wereintended retoin trees on developoble sites until a 
lond division opplicotion wos submitt ed. However,'the t¿rm "dividoble" ond the limitotion lo 
single fomily zones were problemotic. The exemptíon caused confusion ín situotions where lots 
were seemingly exømpt (i.e. single family house on o normol sizelol) but due to on overloy zonø, 
plan district, or o tree preservotion requirement from o lond use review, property owners would 
inodvertently violate tree regulations. The exemption olso creot¿d dispority between one 
properrty ond the next, bosed on foctors unreloted to the trees themselves. +ffiing-ffid 

inereesing equiffbetween ell preperties in theeity, 

[renumber references for 11.40.020 8.3. to 11.40.020 8.2.1 

(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.) 

Tâble 40-3 
S fP Requirements fi Priv Trummarv oI .Hermrt l(equrrements lor Private'liees 

ii::,lBê,qú¡rø.'
¡ßþÈ.!,¡,c,u t 
¡r,ii(s.ê,ç,$.i,ç.':t .,,,
jrllr¡iil;4 0; 06 0) :,,.r 

Pruning: Native trees in c, p, or v overlay 
nla No 

zones 

(This amendment would revise the language proposed for Section 11,40,020 8.2 in Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8., page 4, and Amendment #lTrpage 10 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

11.40.020 

B. 

When a Tree Permit is Reouired. 

Private Trees. 

1. 	 Generally. ffi Trees at-least 12 or more inches in diameter on Wsi+es and 
tracts are regulated by this chapter, except as 

specified in 8.2+hrer+gh-B-3. Trees required to be preserved bv a tree preservation 
olan. a condition of a land use review. or provision of this Title or the Zonins Code 
ma)¡ be subject to other requirements. 

si cet att ef tnefetlew
 
i
 

32.	 Specified overlav zones and olan districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in 
overlay zones and plan districts are rezulated as noted in Table 40-1.-Speeifie 

everray zene' ard plan distriets arc regulated by this ehapte+: 
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6ity beferepemeving eny tree et leest 6inehes in diemeter tereduee rislt eÉinedvertent 
vieletiens sheuld be redueed'
 

Title 11 now qpplies privote tree removol permit reguirements consistently fo oll lots in the citv.
 

A "coll beforeyou cut" compaign is recommended. This opproach is o non-regulotory outreoch
 

tool thot con be used to connect with property owners ond offer informotion obout tree
 
plonting opfions ond incentives like the City's Treebate progrom.
 

eenfusien ever whieh sites queliff fer the Single Þwelling permit, The let size+rePresenÈe
 

divideble let b€sed en zening-€€destanderds: The SingleÞwellingFpermít previsien epPli€€ te
 
treeeen lets thaf eentein single dwelling heuses; enC the+€meller then 3;000 squere feet; in
 

n€n single f€mily
 

Removal [2]:
 
Regulated trees that are
 

o Dead, dying, dangerous ffi4s,*ffi 
o Nuisance species I tree for every 
o Within l0' of a building or attached structure tree removed 
o Up to four healthy non-nuisance trees per
 

year that are less than2}" diameter.
 

rAnftreeen@ 

Removal [2]:
 
Regulated trees that are:
 

. Healthy non-nuisance trees )20" diameter
 

. More than four healthy non-nuisance trees
 
>12" diameter per site per year 

(This amendment would replace the language proposed for Section 11.40.050 in Discussion ltem 
Amendment 3.8., page 4 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

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

^.2. 
g. 

Gftis ãmendment would delete the language proposed for Section 11.50.040 in Discussion Item 
Amendment 3.8., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

11.50.05O040 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: 

Amendment 3.8., page 5 of the Title 11 Amendment Package) 

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements 

i++e-zgne' 
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Amendments to Citywide lree Project December 2OlO Recommended Draft 
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Title 11 Trees - Discussion ltem Amendments 

11.20.020	 Urban Forestry Commission (IIFC) 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 Bure:ru A. Membership. The Urban Forestry Commission consists of eleven members who have demonstrated 

of Tïansportation as an ex-officio member of the UFC. an interest in the protection and enhancement of the urban forest, appointed by the Mayor in 
consultation with the Commissioner of Parks and Recreation and confitmed by the City Council.

Add statement requiring women and multi-cultural representation on the UFC 
Women and multi-cultural sroups shall be reoresented. At least three members shall have(Technical Amendment íntrodtrced bg Commisstoner Frítz 3 / I / 1 1) ís íncluded in this 

Drscussion Item Amendment to au oíd p ote ntíallg conflícting ame ndme nts. experience and expertise in arboriculture, landscape architecture or urban forestry. One member 

shall be on the board of a non-profit organization that has a demonstrated direct interest in the 
Commentory: 

urban forest, who is not a City employee. The remaining seven members, insofar as possible, shall 
City Council introduc¿d provisions reguiring representotion on the UFC by women ond multi­

represent diverse geographic areas, interests, and expertise of the community. R€pres€n+ativ€s-€r 
culturol groups to ensure o brood ond diverse selection of interests. Additionolly, "ex-officio" õ----:^ ­̂-,1 

represøntotives from the Bureou of Tronsportotion qnd Commissioner in Charge of Porks ond
 

Recreotion or their delegate are ?emoved from Urbon Forestry Commission. These chongøs
 
e$+he-esmmissien' 

fovor of focusing the Commission's role as a citizen advisory body. There wos concern thot ex­
officio members retoin voting privileges and could dilute citizen input. fnstead, bureous will 

hove stronger liaison roles, ond will be øxpecled observe ond to porticipote when the discussion 

or issues arø relevant to the porticulor bureou. 
I r. r0.040	 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 Ciþr Council regarding C. Planning and Sustainability Commission (PSC). The PSC will provide advice on the proposed 

amendments to development related requirements of Title 11, specifically Chapters ll.5O, amendment to the UFC. The PSC may-eheese+e shall hold a public hearing for any proposed 
r r.60, and I 1.70. 

Commentory: 

The PSC hos o brood charge to bolonce the mony, voried, ond sometimes conf licting gools of the 
Comprehensíve Plon, os compored with the more targeted focus of the UFC. Since the Plonning 

and Sustoinobility Commissíon is tosked with boloncing development ond other cíty gools, its role 
in omending the devølopment reloted requirements of this title includes o reguirement to hold o 

public hearing for those chopters oddressing devølopment situotions ond røloted topícs. The 

City Council would consider the PSC's recommendotions ond the UFC's recommendotions bef ore 
a f inol decision. 

r 1.50.030	 Exemptions from Tree Preservation and Tree Density Requirements. 11.50.e50ft[Q 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 preselation standards of this Section: 
(p.e3)	 existing landscaped area standards, specificalty the IH, IGf , ÐX, CX and CM zones, from 

the Title 11 Tree Preservation and Tree Density Requirements, at least until land suppl5' 
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 I 1.50.060@ Q¡-SltC-Tree Density Standards. 
into the Tree Fund, at their discretion.)Direct staff to return for additional discussion at a B. Exemptions. The fellawing are exempt frem the tree density standards: 
later date when issues raised by the LUBA remand have been addressed. 

1. The followinq dÐevelopment activities are exempt from the on-site tree density standards 
Note that ttrc Sectíons in thús Chapter are beíng reorganized and renumbered as prouídecl ín
 
Exhibit B, Title 17, Trees Technical Amendments :
 

Commentory: Additionolly, in light of the lond supply issuøs roised by the LUBA remand of l'he ù On þortions of sites located within an IH. IGl. EX. CX" CS- or CM zone. 

North Reoch Rivør Plon, portions of sit¿s in fndustrial, Employment, ond Commerciol zones 

wherethere ore no current londscope oreo reguirements are exempt. Stoff will røturn to the 
City Council for odditional discussion ond evoluotions os to whether to retoin thís exemption 

once these issues have been oddressed or resolved. 
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11.50.050 Required Tree Preservation Percentage. To simpliff the required tree preservation 
A. (p.97) calculations and reduce the number of instances where the result would be a fractional 

number, change the preservation standard from "35o/o of trees >12" in diameter" to "one­
third of trees >12" in diameter" on development sites. 

Note that the Sections Ín thús Chapter are beíng reorganízed and renumbered as prouíded in 
Exhíbít B, Tttte 7 7, Trees Tecfutical Amendments 

Note that botanical no,rrLes are proposed to be added to tlrc natíue trees listed in thrs sectíon 
as prouíded in Exhíbít B, Title 11, Trees Technícal Amendments 

Note that the terrnTree Plantíng and Preseruatíon Fltnd ís beíng cotrected as prouíded ín 
Exhibít B, Title 7 7, Trees Technícal Amendments 

Revise therequirement "3S%" to "one-third (1/3)" of thetrees¿I2" in diometer on 

development sites in th¿ commentory. 

2.8.2 1r.50.030 
B. (p.93) 

Small Site Exemption from îlee Presen¡ation Requlrement. Change the site size 
exemption from the proposed "less than or equal to 3,O0O square feet" to "less than 5,000 

And square feet" 

2.8.3 Ref lect this numeri c change in the commentory 

Buildtng Coverage Exemption from Tree Preservation Requirement. Revise the 
threshold at which sites are exempt from tree preservation from 9Oo/o to 85o/o 

CommentqP/: To ocknowledg e the difficulty of designing oround øxisting trees on small sifes 
ond sites with high amounts of building covetage, sites les thon 5,000 sguore feet or with ot 
leost 85% existing or proposed buílding covørage ore exempt.TheSS% threshold is consistent 
with building covetage limits in porticulor zones. 

Note that tlrc Sectioræ in thrs Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as prouíded in 
Exhibit B, Títle 11, Trees Tectvúcal Amendments 

11.50.060 
C. (p.lo3) 

Crediting Street llees toward on-site tree density requirements. Credit newly planted 
and existing street trees toward tree density requirement on sites less than or equal to 
3,000 square feet. This amendment provides more flsdbility for development on small sites. 

Note that the Sectíorts in thrs Chapter are beíng reorganized and renumhered as prouíded ín 
Exhibít B, TítIe 7 1, Trees Teclnical Amendments 

Commøntory: 

Addítionol f lexibility is provided for smoll sites (3,000 sguore f eet) to meel the on-site tree 
density requirement. For these sites, street trees thot ore plonted or retoinød olong the site 
fronloge moy olso be counted toword the on-site tree density requirement. This ocknowledges 
the constraints of plantinq trees on these smoller sites. 

I 1.50.050!!49 Tree Preservation Standards. 

'Çç. Tree Preservation Reqlrirement 

t Private Trees. 

Tree Retention. An applicant shall preserve and protect at least one-third l%) 35 
per€€nt 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 Gany Oak lOuercus 
sarryana), Pacific Madrone (Arbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew lTaxus brevifolia), 
Ponderosa Pine lPinus oonderosa), 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 Slpereent preservation standard. 

Mitigation. For each tree removed below the one-third (%) 35-p€r€€n+ requirement, 
payment to the Tree Plantine and Preservation an*-Planti*g Fund is required 

ivalent to the cost of two trees. See Section 1 1 . 1 5.01 0. 

t 	 Except when exempted bv Subsection B. below. this section applies to trees within the Cit)¡ 
of Portland and trees on sites within the Countv Urban Pocket Areas in the followins 
situations: 

a. 	 On sites. Develooment activities with eround disturbance where there are 
Private Trees 12 or more inches in diameter and/or Citv Trees 6 or more 
inches in diameter and the site:
(1) 	 is 5.000 square feet or lareer in area: and 
(2) 	 has existine or proposed buildinq coveraee less than 85% 9096. 

11.50.060 Tree Density Standards 
G3. Tree Density Credits 

+d. 	 On sites less than or equal to 3.000 square feet. healthv non-nuisance species trees planted 
or retained in the street plantine strip mav be credited as described in this Subsection. 
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I 1.40.020	 Private Ttee Removal Permits. Revise the applicability of tree removal permits for Private 
8.2. Tfees to exempt all lots less than 5,000 square feet. Change the eligibility criteria for the 
(p.5e) single dwelling permit option from multiple lot sizes based on different single family zones 

to a single lot size threshold of less than f 0,000 square feet for single dwelling zoned lots 
And	 developed with a single house, attached house, duplex, or manufactured home. Change 

term from 'single dwelling permit" to provisions for tree removal permits on a defined 
11.40.030	 "homesite", 
A. 
(p.63)	 Note that tlrc Sectíons in úhrs Chapter are being reorganized and renumbered as prouíded in 

Exhtbít B, TítIe 17, Trees Teclmícal Amendments 

Related Technical Amendments: Sections l1.4O.O5O 4.2.g., 1f .5O.O3O 8.2.d., and 
1r.80.o20 

Commentory: 

Privote Treeremovol permits arenot reguired for lots smoller thon 5,000 sguore feet. This is 

intended 1o torget use of stoff røsourcøs to larger lots with the bulk of the tree conopy in 

Portlond. This exemption opplies to oll lots in oll zones ond deports from thø cument exemplion 

which opplies to built single family "non-dividoble lofs". The threshold is set ot less thon 5,000 
sguore feet to ensure thot permits ore reguired to removetrees on the mony lots thot are 
plotted ot exoctly 5,000 square f eet. 

Second, 	to focilitote f he opplicotion of o simple permit process with o larger 'lree size 
threshold on typicol built single fomily lots, the concept of o "homesite" is estoblished ond 

reploces the existing "dividqble" factor. A homesite is defined o single dwelling zoned lot less 

thon 10,000 sgucre f eet and thot contoins o single dwølling (housø, otfoched house, 

monufocturad home) or duplex. AType A tree removol permit is reguired to remove trees ot 
leosf 20 inches in diometer on o guolifying homesite. These trees will be required to be replaced 

with a single tree, ond the opplicotíon would nof trigger a review , notice, or public oppeol. The 

homesite threshold wqs set of 10,000 sguore feet to ensure thot lots with more døvelopment 

potentiol ore subject to tree removol permit reguirements for trees 12 or more inches in 

diometer, consistent with the Title 11 TreePreservotion standord. 
3.8. RELATED TECHNICAL AMENDMENT - Type A Private Tree Removal Permit -
Change the term "single dwelling site" to "homesite" for consistency with change in 
f 1.40.020 8.2. This subsection also includes minor corrections to use consistent 
expression of tree size (X or more inches in diameter), and to replace references to 
"paragraph" \Ã¡ith "subsection". 

Homesites. Exceot as noted in subsection 8.3 below- onlv trees 20 or more inches in diameter on 

dwellinq or duplex are rezulated bv this chapter. 

ingi 

e, 	 The site is net larger-than the sizes listed in Table l0 I 
'
 

Table 40 I Maximum Site Ske fe* Subseetien 11.40,020 8,2,
 

M g!.5 R5 R7 R+O R?0 RF Oth€r
 
Si+€ 4r4# e+ee 13rÐ9 +8pee sÐee +æ+
 ZtÐ+sf 
stue sf s{ sf sf sf sf 

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. 

[Reletter A through E as B through Fl 

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

^.2. 
g. 	 Trees on single-dwelli*g Sqsitesl. The tree is as-le+st 20 or more inches in diameter 

and meets the provisions of Pa*agraph Subsection 1I.40.020 B'2. 
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1r.50.030 
8.2.d 
(p.e3) 

3.8. RELATED TECHNICALAMENDMENT - TTee Preservatlon Standard Exemptions. 
Clariff that this paragraph exempts from the Tree Preservation standards those sites that 
are developed with a single dwelling in single family zones on sites less than f O,0OO square 
feet. 

Note that tlrc Sections in thús Chapter are betng reorgcutized and renumbered as prouided ín 
Exhíbit B, Title 7 7, Trees Teclnícal Amendments 

Commentory: 

This sectíon is intended fo estoblish consistency with the Privote TreePermit provisions that 
apply to guolifying homesites. Sincetree removol on these sites is subject only to aType A 

pørm¡t ond only f or trees 20 or more inches in diometer, opplying the preservotion standard to 
these sitøs would creatø o disconnect betweenlhe development and non-development røloted 

3.8. RDLI\TED TECHNICALAMENDMENT - Define Homesite. 

Commentory: 

This definition ref lects the properties thot ore subject to Privote Tree Removol Permit 
reguirements for treøs of leost 20" in diomøter ond thot ore oddr¿ssedby exemptions in 

s 11.40 ond 11.50 
Temporary Attachments to trees. Clariff and sÍmpliff the requirements for hanging 
objects on City or Street Tfees. 

lVote: ?hús amendment was drscr-¡ssed as patt oJ tlrc Drsc¿rssúon ItemAmendments. The CttA 
Council endorsed the language íntroduced in Commissioner FTítz's Technícal Amendments on 
March th, uhích ís shoun here. 

r r.30.040 
B. @.a7) 

Commentory: Clorificotion hos beenadded to distinguish "temporory" from "permonent" 
qttochments for the purposes of determining when permifs would be reguíred for City or 
Street Trees. 
Self Issued Street llee Pruning Permit. Allow applicants to self-issue Street Tree pruning 
permits. 

Commentory: 

fn order to increose operationol efficiencies ond reduce woiting time for pruning permits, new 

provisions ollow for "self-issued" pruning permits vio on online form or other medns. To 

demonstrote that pruning will follow propr-r orboriculturol proctices, it is intended thot this 
informotion be provided through the permitting process ond thot the opplicont hos 
ocknowledged thot he/she hos read, understonds, ond agrøes to conduct the oppropriote 

I 1.50.050f14f1 Tree Preservation Standards. 

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

2. 	 Sites meeting at least one of the following: 

dc. The site is a "Homesite." The site is less than 10.000 square feet. is within a Sinele 
Dwellinq base zone. and is currentlv developed with a sinele dwellins or duplex: 

isi€n-in 
@ 

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements 
8.15 "Homesite" means a site less than 10.000 souare feet. that is developed with a sinele dwellins or 

duplex" and located in a sinqle dwelline zone. 

11.40.040 A. Standards and Review Factors for Type A Permits for City and Street Trees. 

3. 	 Other activities. A permit is required to attach oermanent objects (e.e. lights, signs, or artwork) to a 

tree or its supports (e.e. zuides. 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. 

11.30.040 Procedure for Type A Permits 

B. 	 Decision by the City Forester. 
2. 	 The City Forester may issue the permit, deny the permit, or may apply conditions of 

approval to the permit to ensure the request complies with the applicable review factors and 
standards. Type A permits may be self-issued for Street Tree Prunine. The aoolicant must 
asree that such oruning will be conducted in accordance with prooer arboricultural 
oractices. Self-issued oermits are not subiect to subsection 8.4. and mav not be aopealed. 
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3.D.1	 I 1.45.030 
and 
1r.45.040 
(p.87) 

Programmatic Permlt. 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 prtor Technical Amendment (íntroduced 3 / I / 1 1) proposed reuísíng ttrc secttons qnd 
consolídattng permitLimítations, as tuell as íncludíng a statement requíring that unrk 
conducted under a" prograïunatíc permít adheres to proper arboricultural practices (see 
amended subsecf¿on 11.45.O3O D.3.) These changes are íncluded as part oJ thís Drsc¿rssion 
Item Amendment to atsoíd potentíallg conflíctíng amendments. 

Commentary: 

The basic Progrommotic Permit is limited to removol of dead, dying, dangerous, ond nuisonce 

species trees of any size, ond limits removol of heolthy non-nuisoncetrees to trees less thon ó 

inches in diometer. Progrommotic permits for these octivif ies ore not subject to public oppeol. 

This limitotion wqs seen os too restrictivefor some public agencies where thinning or removing 

larger trees may be needed to meet their monogement obligotions or to improve overall forest 
heolth (by promoting brooder heolthier conopy growth). As o result, the City moy opprove 

removol of larger høolthytreesondthepublicwill beoffordedonopportunitytooppeol the 
City's decision. 

City Council directed stoff to report bock within ó to I months ofter the code hos gone into 
eff ect os to whether lhis approoch míght olso bø suitqblø f or golf coursøs. 

11.45.030 Procedures. 

Permit limitationsduratien. 
l. 	 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 orogrammatic permit will not allow the removal of healthv 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 onportunit)¡ for oublic appeal shall be provided in accordance 

with Subsection 11.45.030 F.2.b. 
c. 	 For anv request. the Cit)¡ Forester mav further limit allowed tree removal in order to 

meet the review factors in Section 1 1.45.040. 

3. 	 Tree Work Limits. All work conducted under a prosrammatic pemit must be conducted in 
accordance with proper arboricultural oractices. 

Appeals. apptieant mey appæ 
^n 

Timell¿ Filine. Appeals shall be filed on forms as prescribed by the City within 14 daysL 
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 mals appeal a denial. required conditions or specifications of an 

approval. or the revocation of anv Programmatic Permit. Appeal Hearings will be 

conducted as specified in Subsection I 1.30.040 D. 
The public ma)¡ aopeal an approval. required conditions or specifications ofb 
Programmatic Permits that authorize the removal of healthv non-nuisance species 

trees 6 or more inches in diameter. Apoeal Hearings will be conducted as soecified 

in Subsections 1 1.30.050 C. throuqh E. 

3. 	 Aopeal Bod)¡ Referral. The Appeals Board may refer the appeal request to the full Urban 
Forestry Commission. 

11.45.040 Review Factors 
P, The pregrammatie pe 

@ 
[re-letter "C.tt to "B.t'l 
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Title 1l Trees - Technical Amendments 

indicate atechnical to code content sínce the 3 (not shoun	 restruc reuised references, or 

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

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

Additional llee Benefits. List of tree benefits in purpose statement omits "provide oxygen" 
and "buffer noise." Oxygen is an important benefit of trees. While noise buffering and 
perceptual noise buffering qualities of trees are generally associated with large stands of 
trees as opposed to individual trees, this benefit nevertheless exists, and should be listed. 

1r. r0.010	 Reword for clarity. Replace "not in conflict" with "consistent" so as to state the language 
(p.l l) in the positive. Since adopting admin rules may provide clarification or direction of code 

requirements, and are not necessarily actions that are required to comply with certain 
provisions of the title, the appropriate test is that such rule making is consistent with the 
code. 

1r. r0.0r0	 Clartfy budget request process. It is not clear with the proposed language who the City 
4.4.a.	 Forester would submit the budget request to. 
(p.13) 

Clarify the procedures for emergency amendments to lttle lt. The last sentence 
seems to imply that a public meeting by council is not required for passage of an 
emergency ordinance which contradicts the City Charter (Section 2-l2O). Removing the 
last sentence in this provision and instead referring to the charter provisions will eliminate 
confl icting interpretation. 

r r. 10.050	 Correct Reference. "City" agencies should be "public" agencies consistent with definition 
(p.21)	 in Chapter f f .B0 and to reflect broader applicability of these agreements (not limited to just 

city bureaus) 

Agree. Delete references to River Environmental Overlay Zone throughout Title 1l: 

See: 11.40.020 8.3.(p.61); 11.60.020 8.3.(p.111); 11.60.020D.3.(p.113); 11.80.020 8.19.b.(p.169) 

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.s0.0s0 8.2.(p.99);11.s0.060 C.3 (p.103); 
11.70.080 8.3.(p.1as) 

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

11.05.010 B. The chapters within this title address trees in both development and non-development 
situations and seek to enhance the quality of the urban forest and optimizethe benefits that trees provide. 
Desired tree benefits include: 

1. Providins ox)'gen. and€gapturing air pollutants and carbon dioxide; 
5. Providing visual screening and buffering from wind,-and storms; ¿g{¡oigg, 
Agree. Revise first sentence of second paragraph as follows: 

11.10.010 Code Administration and Duties Performed 
The City Forester and BDS Director are authorized to adopt, amend and repeal administrative rules, ffotrin 
eenfli+ consistent with the provisions of this Title, pertaining to matters within the authority or 

ibilitv of the Citv Forester or BDS Director under the isions of this Title. 
Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.10.010 4.4. Managing the Urban Forestry Program by:

à. Preparing ancl submitting the annual budget request for the operation of the Parks and Recreation
 

Forestrv Division to the Di 
Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows: 

1f .10.040 F. Declaring an emergency. 
City Council may declare an emergency in accordance with the Cit)¡ Charter and amend this Title and 
associated Administrative Rules without following the process set out in this section. Pìrbli€+€arinÊË 

is 
Subseeti.en' 
Agree. Note change and rationale in commentary and revise 2"" sentence in code as follows: 

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 intergovemmental 
agreements may allow the BDS Director or City Forester to delegate powers granted within this 
Title to or provide services to other bureaus or eþ oublic agencies, subject to the requirements 
outlined in the asreement.... 

EXHIBIT F - AMENDMENIS rO; TITLE 11, IREES - DECEMBER 2010 RECOMMENDED DRAFT TO COUNCIL Technical Amendments Page 7 
March 31, 2011 

http:Subseeti.en
http:8.3.(p.61


¿a Ú* 
a, 

,i¡ d*"$ 

B I 1.15.O40 F'und Reporting Requlrements. lfhe Urban Forestry Fund report should include an 
(p.2e) accounting of collections in addition to expenditures, similar to the Tree Planting and 

Preservation Fund to represent both sides. This was an inadvertent omission. 

I	 rr.20.o20. Urban Forestry Commission (IJFC) Meeting Schedule. The requirement that the UFC 
D.	 meet each month is not as critical with the formation of the Appeals Board who can meet 
1p.BS)	 when needed to hear appeals of tree permits. The flexibility for the full Commission to meet 

1O times a year versus each month will allow reasonable ftexibility for the Commission to 
meet intensively about an issue over the course of a couple of weeks, or skip a meeting at 
other times of the year when a majority of the commissioners may be unavailable to meet. 

10	 rr.20.o20 Add Comrnissloner In Charge for UFC Budget Recommendation Advice 
8.3.	 The Urban Forestry Commission should also be advising the Commissioner-in-Charge of 
(p.33)	 the Bureau of Parks and Recreation on issues related to the Forestry Division budget. This 

'was an inadvertent omission. 

tl	 r r.20.030 Membership Composltion of the Urban Forestry Appeals Board. Ensure there is a 
A widespread and balanced representation of the interest groups present on the full UFC on 
(p.35)	 the Appeals Board. 

11.30.020 Public Notice and Appeal for Tree Permits. 
Tbl 30-1 Replace Table 30- I with appropriate procedural table. Tfee Permit threshold information is 
1p.a3) already included in Tables 40-2, and 4O-3. Remove reference assigning the activities that 

are subject to a Tlpe A or B permit, as this information is in Chapter I 1.40. 

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

Agree, Note change in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.15.040 Annual Report
B. 	 The Urban Forestry Fund. The report will include an accounting of revenues collected and 

expenditures. 
Agree. Revise as follows: 

11.20.020 D. Meetings.
 
The Commission will meet at least monthly ten times per vear and may meet more often.
 

Agree. Note in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.20.020. E. Duties 
3. 	 Advising the City Forester, !þ Director and Commissioner-in-Charee 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. 

Agree. Note change in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.20.030 The Urban Forestry Appeals Board. 
A. 	 Membership. The Urban Forestry Appeals Board consists of five members representinq 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. 

Agree. Note purpose of revised Table 30-1 in commentary. Revise code as follows: 

11.30.020 When Tree-Perndts ¡\re Reqnireè Description of Tree Permits 
B. Types of Permits 
Therearetwotypesoftreepermits,AandB.ThischapterûssignS#setsoutthe 
procedures for each permit type
 
are required.....
 
Table 30-l summarizes the @ oublic notice and appeal procedures
 

aoplicable to a Type A or Type B permit.
 

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

of Public Notice and A
 

Yes	 No. 
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.j" &4"it tffi 

iTä.f{i*.Þ,-rä Yes - for requests to Yes - for requests to 
':!-{l1i¡ic¡ii;lll! remove healthy non- Yes remove healthy non­
åå,'Ë.ffiWffi 
i*,?$läFl,ï¡$
 

f3æþgç'.ìr


ffi 
'ì 

'.j 
r3 1r.30.040 

8.1. 
(p.4r) 

t4 r r.30.050 
B.1. 
(p.51) 

l5 11.30.050 
8.5 & C. 
(p. 52) 

r r.40.010 
1p.5e) 

r 1.40.020.i':i-:,4 Ì-$ 
1p.5e)

iliilgif.tå1lg 
ji1f.'ifj:..!.li 

:_:..1i!U:ä-:l:.i1i,tÍ 

tt:ì,:.,:!::.r¡1¡:Ui:.,¡.:.;, 

ti:ìl:iÌ:ilti:].].rtl.,ìii:.i.ã 

:ìì.tÞ:ç 

Clarify Link Between Procedures Chapter (11.30) and Type A Permit Evaluatlon
 
Factors (1r.4O)
 
The City Forester's decision making process for Tlpe A permits, described in Chapter
 
f f .30, should make reference to the applicable consideration factors of Chapter 11.40.
 

Clarify Llnk Between Procedures Chapter (11.3O) and Î¡re B Permit Evaluation
 
Factors (11.4O)
 
The City Forester's decision making process for Tlpe B permits, described in Chapter
 
f 1.30, should make reference to the applicable consideration factors of Chapter I 1.40.
 

Public Notice and Appeal for Tree Permits.
 
Clariff that public notice and public appeals procedures are limited to trees 20 or more
 
inches in diameter or removal of more than four trees at least l2-inch diameter per year.
 
With the correction to Table 30-1 noted in Technical Amendment #12, the revised language
 
will clariff that the public appeals are limited to removal of large trees and multiple trees,
 
consistent wlth the intent expressed in Chapter f 1.40.
 

Add "education" to the Pur¡rose for the lree Permit provisions. Include a statement 
that reinforces the importance that education is a key component of the permit system. 

Rename Section 11.4O.O2O to rnlrror constmction of Chapter 11.50
 
Section ll.4O.O2O relates to when tree permits are required in non development situations,
 
similar to how 11.50.020 relates to "When a Tfee Plan is Required" to address trees in
 
development situations. This amendment makes these section headers more consistent.
 

nuisance trees: 
o )J0" diameter; or 

B 
o More than four trees ) 

72" díam. per lot or 
frontage per year; 

¡ Excluding any trees 
subject to a Type A 
permit 

No - for other Type B 
requests 

Agree. Revise code as follows: 

11.30.040 Procedure for Type A Permits. 

nuisance trees: 
o )J0" diameter; or 
o More than four trees ) 

12" diam. per lot or 
frontage per year; 

¡ Excluding any trees 

subject to a Type A 
permit 

No - for other Type B 
requests 

B. 1. The City Forester's decision shall be based on an evaluation of the facts and applicable standards 
and review factors in Chapter I 1.40. 

Agree. Revise code as follows: 

11.30.050 Procedure for Type B Permits. 
B. 1. The City Forester's decision shall be based on an evaluation of the facts and applicable standards 

and review factors in Chaote¡ I 1.40. 
Agree. Note in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.30.050 B.s.
 
If the application is tentatively approved. and oublic notice i , the City Forester
 
shall send notice...
 

11.30.050 C. Appeal.
 
The applicant may appeal the City Forester's decision. In addition. when public notice is required oer
 
Table 30-1. the neiqhborhood association or anv other oerson mav also appeal. Appeals shall be:...
 
Agree. Refer to Attachment I for commentary. Revise code as follows:
 

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 imnlement 
these orovisions are intended to not onlly enforce maintenance. removal and preservation 

rcsulremçnts but also to educa rooeftv owners about the intrinsic urban benefits of trees as well 
as the principles of tree care. 

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

11.40.020 . 

Except as specified in Section 11.40.030 below. this chapter apBheslo trees within the 
Portland as follows: 
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Reword provision relating to tree slze. Revise language for a consistent use of the phrase 
"trees X or more inches diameter" 

Reorganize and Simplify Sectlon f f .4O.O2O 8., Relatlng to Private Tree Permits. 
It is difficult to follow the list of areas where the 6" tree size applies in specifìed 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 
Tnnlng requirements apply. 

Note: Bg placing tle ouerlag and plan dístrict iryformatíon here, Tables 4O-3 and 4O-4 (uthich 
summarízed the pennít requírementsJor trees ínsíde and outsíde tlese ouerLag zones and 
plan dístrtcts) are a]¡le to be consoltdated, see Technical Amendment #21. 

Note: ttrc reþrence to Homesite prouúsions (11.4O.O2O 8.2) is added bg uírhrc oJTítle 11 
Drscrlssion Amendments Item #3.8. and is tnctttded here Jor reþrence to auoid potentialtg 
conflíctíng ame ndme nts. 
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A. 	 City Trees and Street Trees. City and Street trees alleas+-3 qL.UqgE inches in diameter are 

regulated by this chapter. 

B. 	 Private Trees. 

1. 	 Generally. Trees al-least 12 or more inches in diameter on sites and tracts net 
are regulated by this chapter, except as specified 

in 8.2 through 8.3. Trees required to be preserved by a tree preservation plan. a 

condition of a land use review. or provision of this Title or the Zoninq Code may be 

subject to other requirements. 

2. 	 Homesites. Except as noted in subsection 8.3 below. only trees 20 or more inches in 
diameter on sinsle-familv zoned lots that are less than 10.000 square feet in area and 
developed with a sinele dwelline or duolex are resulated by this chaoter. Trees€n 
si 

[delete 8.2.a. through 8.2.c, including former Table 40-1 (Site size table)] 

3. 	 Soecifìed overlav zones and nlan districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in 
overlav zones and plan districts are rezulated as noted in Table 40-1.-Speei#e 

ing 
everlay zenes an¿ pl 

Table 40-1 Anplicabilitv of 6" Diameter Size Tree Permit Threshold 
What trees are regulated

What trees are regulated
Specific Area	 by the Zoning Code

by this chapter [1] 

Environmental conservation o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy Native Trees 
and protection overlay zones o Nuisance species (see 33.430, or 33.508 

o Healthy non-native non- within CS/PIC Plan 
nuisance species District, or 33.515 within 

o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or Columbia South Shore Plan 
attached structures District) 

Greenway overlay zones	 o Dangerous o Dead, Dying 
r Nuisance Species o Healthy native species 

Greenway overlay zones o Healthy non-native non­
(only within and riverward of the nuisance species 

Pleasant Valley Natural o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy Native Trees 
Resources overlay zones o Nuisance species (see 33.465) 

o Healthy non-native non­
nuisance species 

¡ Trees ilin l0'of bldg. or 
attached strucfures 

o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 
(only within the minimum street o Flealthv non-native non-
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ffi 

ffi 

l8 1r.40.020 
D. 
(p.63) 

19 1r.40.030I 

(p.63),t .ì 

20	 I1.40.040 
T l40-2 
(p.65) 

2T 11.40.040 
A'.4. 
(p.67) 

Hazardous Material Cleanup Orders. Clariff 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. 

Exemptions from TTee Permit Requirements - Clariff that tree removal associated wlth 
an approved development permit does not require a tree permit through this chapter. 

Removal of required trees requires permit. Clari$r that Street and City Trees planted to 
meet a City requirement may not be removed without a permit even if they are smaller than 
the minimum 3 inch diameter minimum regulated size threshold. There are no other 
provisions in the code to protect newly planted City or Street Trees. 

Dead and Dying lrees. Simpliff the standards for reviewing requests to remove Dead and 
Dying City and Street Tfees. 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 codifìed. 

setback or the first 20 feet from o Trees w/in l0'of bldg, or nulsance specles 

the street lot line when there is attached structures (see 33.480) 
no street setback) 

Johnson Creek Plan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 
(only within the Special Flood o Nuisance species o Healthy non-native non-
Hazard Area, South Subdistrict, o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or nuisance species 

or within 20 feet of lot lines attached structures (see 33.537) 
abutting the Springwater 
Corridor) 
Rocky Butte PIan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 

o Nuisance Species o Healthy non-native non­
o Trees w/in 10'of bldg. or nuisance species 

attached structures (see 33.570) 

South Auditorium Plan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o All others 
(see 33.580) 

1l This list includes conmon situations where tree removal is resulated throueh Title I I tree permits as disl nsuished 
from situations where trees are regulated b)¡ the zoning code. Vy'here the zonins code exempts tree removal in 
specified overlay zones or plan districts. tree removal would be regulated by this chapter. 

fdelete 3.a. throush 3.h.ì 
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 g the court, 

or ofa State or Federal agency 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 Cleanun Orders. Hazardous material cleanuo orders are not subiect to the 
permit þrocedures of this Title: however. a person removing a rezulated tree pursuant to a 

Hazardous Material Cleanuo Order must comolv with the tree reolacement requirements of this 
chaoter. 

fRe-letter rrE.rr to rrF.rrì
 

Agree. Refer to Attachment I 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 Dermits addressed throueh Chapter 11.50 
Trees in Development Situations. 

Agree. Refer to Attachment I for commentary. Add a footnote below Table 40-2 stating: 

'oTrees <3 inches in diameter that were required to be olanted mav not be removed without a Dermit from 
tt 

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

11.40.040 A.4.Removal 
il. Dead trees. Fer trees that are net eempletely lifeless; the Gity Ferester may reeemmend a-treatment 
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Note: Thís \anguage rs consúsfent tutthTeclntcal Amendment #22, below. 

1l.40 Consolidate Tables 4O-3 and 4O-4. Since the information pertaining to where the permits
'rbl40-2, apply in Plan Districts and Overlay Zones has been formatted into an easier to reference 
Tbl40-3 & Table 40-l (see Technical Amendment #f 6), these two tables which address thresholds for 
Tbl40-4 T)lpe A and Tlpe B Private Tree permits can be consolidated 
(p.65, 71,
 
73) Type A Permlt allowance for trees less than 2O inches diameter. Clariff 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 Tlpe A 
permit. The 4-tree removal limit only applies to healthy, non-nuisance trees less than 2O 
inches in diameter. 

Update Table 4O-2 relating to City and Street Trees to reflect similar construction and 
terminologr as consolidated Table 40-3. 

1r.40.050	 Add Reference to Cascade Statlon/Portland International Center Plan Distrlct 
A.l.a	 The proposed language is silent on sites in the Cascade station/Portland International 
(p.75)	 Center Plan District. This \¡/as an inadvertent omission. Both the Portland International 

Airport Plan District and Cascade Station/PlC areas are subJect to specific FAA 
requirements for vertical airspace and \Mildlife Hazard Management to prevent creating 
habitat that would attract species of concern to aviation. 

Note: Ttrc Aírport F\tfitres project is scheduled to be adopted bg CouncíI on Aprit 13th, 2O11. Ij 
tte Aírport Platt Dístrict is not adopted, then thís reJerence :u.lil| need to be replaced usíth a 
reference to "tfe boundaríes of tlrc Aírport Condítíonal Use Master PLan area.." 

11.40.050	 Dead and Dying Trees. Simpliff the standards for reviewing requests to remove Dead and 
A.2.	 Dying Private Trees. The proposed language was intended to key readers and implementers 
(p.77)	 that alternatives may exist to treat diseased or damaged trees. However, this informaticln is 

better conveyed by Forestry staff rather than being codified. This language is consistent 
with Technical Amendment #19, above. 

reËimen-i The tree is dead or has been 
damased bevond repair or where not enoueh live tissue. green leaves. limbs. roots or branches exist 
to sustain life. 

b. 	 Dying trees. ie+-er 

diseased. infested bv insects. or rottine and cannot be saved bv reasonable treatment or pruninq. or 
must be removed to prevent soread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminentlv 
likelv to be become a danger or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval to the 

ific disnosal methods for infected wood. 
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 

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

11.40.050 4.1.a. Private Tree Pruning Permit Exceptions
(5) 	 Crown maintenance and crown reduction of trees within the Portland International Airport-Plan 

District or Cascade StatiorlPortland 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 concem@. 

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

I 1.40.050 A.2.Removal. 

Dead trees.
 

re*imen;i The tree is dead or has been
 
damased beyond repair or where not enough live tissue. green leaves. limbs. roots or branches exist
 
to sustain life.
 

Dying trees. ie*er
 
i he tree is in an advanced state of decline because it is
 
diseased" infested b)¡ insects. or rotting and cannot be saved bv reasonable treatment or oruning. or
 
must be removed to orevent spread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminentlv
 
likelv to be become a daneer or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval to the
 

it to require ific disposal methods for infected wood. 
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25	 1r.40.060 
B. 
(p.Bl) 

26	 1l.50 
(p.91-IO7) 

27	 11.50.030 
A. 
(p.el) 

PaSrment lnto the Tlee Presen¡atlon and Planting Fund. Replace the term "allow" with 
the term "require" payment into the fund when tree planting cannot occur. 

Reorganize Tree Preservation and Density Provlslons. Clariff and reorganize 
exemptions to the Tfee Density and Tree Preservation standards so that the reader can go 
to one section to see the requirements associated with each specific standard. 

Emergency Situations during development. Clariff that emergency situation provisions 
are included in Section I I.5O.O8O by adding the term to the Section title. 

Since pruning is not typically regulated for Private trees, the reference has been removed 
from the section header. However, the provisions addressing responding to these 
emergency situations continue to address both pruning and removal. 

llee Plans. Clariff how the tree plan would apply tree preservation for demolition permits 
that are followed by a subsequent construction permit. Concern that the preservation 
standard would apply to on-site trees during demolition (requiring retention of a portion of 
trees), and that for the subsequent construction, only a portion of the portion of trees 
remaining would be required to be retained. 

Also, clari$ 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 flnal the regular tree permitting rules apply. 

Note: ÌVote that the Secf¿ons in thús Chapter are renumbered as proutdedinTechnícal 
Amendment ltem #25. 

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

11.40.060 TreeReplacementRequirements
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 allsìÀ¡ payment into the Tree Preservation and 
Plantins Fund instead of requirins replacement trees. Pal¡rnent is based on the adopted fee schedule. 

Agree. Reorganize sections as follows (for additional text refinements and commentary for the changes
 

within Chapter 11.50, Refer to Attachment 2):
 
Sections:
 
11.50.010 Purpose. 

11.50.03O020 When a Tree Plan is Required.
 
11.50.040030 Development Impact Area Option for Large Sites and Streets.
 
1 1.50.05e040 Tree Preservation Standards.
 
I 1.50.960950 On-site Tree Density Standards.
 
I 1.50.060 Street Tree Plantinq Standards.
 
11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
 
1l.50.080 Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emersencv Tree Removal.
 
Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
 

11.50.030@ When a Tree Plan is Required. 

'LA tree plan is required in conjunction with all development permits, unless the site or activity is 
exempt from Section 11.50.040 beth{.lree plreservation Standards: Section 11 

Tree Densit)¡ Standards: and Section 11.50.060 Street Tree Plantins Standards.aad-tregd€nsi+J¡-in 
Ifmultipledevelopmentpermitsarerequiredfora

developmentproposal,jthesameTreePlanshall 
be included with each permit. For tree removal when no development oermit is required or 
following comoletion of the development oermit. see Chapter 11.40. 
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1r.50.030	 TTee Density Exemptlons. Clariff the exemptions for tree densit5r related to ualterationsn 

c.1.	 and "additions". Alterations include additions, which confuses the applicability of this 
(p.e3)	 exemption. Distinguish between single family additions and non-single family alterations, 

and clari$r that on-site tree density standards do not apply to projects involving only 
interior alterations, and that the exemptions apply if any of the situations or conditions are 
met. Also, this list is missing a conjunction ("and", "or") so it's unclear if all or just one of 
the conditions need to be met. 

Note that the Sectíon-s in thrs Chapter are renumbered as prouídedínTeclnical Amendment 
Item #25 

llee Density Exemptions. Clariff the tree density exemption for sites that are subject to 
the Airport Landscape standard. The proposed language includes sites within the Portland 
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 
are proposed to be subject to specifìc landscape requirements intended to prevent creating 
habitat that would attract species of concern to aviation. 

Note that the Sectíoræ in thrs Chapter are renumbered as prouíded ínTechnical Amendment 
Item #25. 
Note: Tlrc Airport Fìrtures project ís sclrcduled to be adopted bg Council on Apríl 13tt , 2O11. A' 
ttrc Atrport Plan Dístrict rs nof adopted, then thís reþrence u;íIL need to be replaced with a 

erence to "the boundaríes of the A Conditíonal Use Master PIan cvea." 
1r.50.040	 Development Impact Area Option. Applicants utilizing the Development Impact Area 
(p.e7)	 Option to determine Tree Density requirements for large development sites should also 

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 tlrc Sectíons in úhús Chapter are renumbered as prouided ínTechnícal Amendment 
Item #25. 

å.$&linffi 

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

1 1. 5 0.O60fì5f!-.,l9glbTre e D ens ity S tand a rds. 
A Where these Rezulations Apol)¡. This Section aoplies to sites within the Citv of Portland 

and the Count)¡ Urban Pocket Areas. Unless exempted in section 1 1.50.050 B. the following 
are subject to the On-Site Tree Density Standards: 

1. New Development: 

2. Exterior alterations to existins development: 

3. Additions in excess of 200 square feet to sinqle dwelling development. 

& Exemotions. 
1. The followine Ðdevelopment activities are exempt from the on-site tree densitv 

standards +sseei : 

Additions or exterior alterations to 
existine development with a proiect valuation less than the non-conforming 
upgrade threshold noted es+ablishd in Title 33, Planning and Zoning.-Çitle 

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

1 1.5 0.06005LLn:&Tree Density Standards. 
& Exemptions. The following are exempt from the on-site tree density standards of this Section: 

2. 	 Sites meeting at least one of the following: 
c. 	 The site is y4!trin the Portland International Airport Plan Districtg.,l@þ 

Station/Portland International Center Plan District and is subject to the Airport 
Landscape Standards; see Title 33, Planning and Zoning. 

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

11.50.049!Eg 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. p¿:men+-i++ie*e+ 
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3l 1r.50.050 Appltcabiltty of Tree Presen¡ation Standards. Clarify the applicability of the 
(p.e7)	 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 
standard, but moved to "Where these regulations apply". 

Note that ttrc Sectíons ín thís Chapter are renumbered as prouidedinTecfutical Amendment 
Item #25. 

r 1.50.050	 Add Botanic Names to Llst of Native Trees. By including the botanic names, the 
A.l. references are much more specific and reduces potential confusion about whether hybrids 
(p.e7) or varieties quali$. 

illr-.îr Note that the Sectioræ in thús Chapter are renumbered as prouíded ínTectutícal Amendment 
Item #25. 

1.,);1. 

!;1ii 

xTä, 

ìinl)i..
 
rfirþlf

i:!'tÍ 
:;::*:l 

:ì¡_!¡ó 

33 r 1.50.060 Clartfy Table 5O-1 for Development Impact Area. While the provisions describing the 
A.]. Development Impact Area Option (f I.50.04O) speciff that only Option B may be used to 
(p.ee) determine required tree density and that the percentage be applied only to the area of the 

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

Correct Typo 
Section I f .50.060 A.l. The Tree Density Requirement for institutional sites should be 25o/o 

as shown in the Proposed Draft to Planning and Urban Forestry Commission. 

Note: lVoúe that the Sectrons in thrs Chapter are renumbered as prouíded inTechnícal 
Amendment ltem #25. 

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

I 1.50.050!)40 Tree Preservation Standards. 

A 	 Where these rezulations anpl)¡. 

L 	 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 fellewing tree preservation requirements p.1[ 

this Section. 

Agree. Revise code as follows: 

1 1.50.gSg04fl Tree Preservation Standards. 
Ç. Tree Preservation Reouirement 

t 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 (Ouercus 

g4IISI¡A), Pacific Madrone lArbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew (Taxus brevifolia), 
PonderosaPine(Pjgus@),orWesternFloweringDogwood(Çornus 
nuttallii) species are not included in the total count of trees on the site but may be 
used toward meeting the 3åBereent preservation standard. 

Agree. Refer to Attachr rcnt2 for commentary. Revise code as follows: 
11.s0.060050 tQn:S¡le Tree Density Standarr ls. 
4.1. The required tre i atea is based on the si:ze of the site and the ty)e and size of proposed and existing 

development. +lre-aAtrlplicantq may chorrse Option A or Option B for calculating requir :ed tree area, 
except onlv Ooti on B mav be used to an oly standards to a "Devrfooment Impact Area". 

Table 50- 'I Determinins Reouired T ree Area
ffi 

One and Two Family 
Residential 

Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

40 percent of site g¡ 

dgwlg.pJrr@!-area 

Multi Dwelling 
Residential 

Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

20 percent ofsiteg¡ 
dgvslglsrgnûf spÍlçLarea 

CommerciaVOffice/Ret 
aiVMixed Use 

Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

I 5 percent of site g¡ 

dq9!ep¡¡!9!¡!bpjtç!-area 

Industrial 
Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

I 0 percent of site g¡ 

dgglgp¡t¡ggú¡¡tp4|area 

Institutional 
Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

35þ percent ofsite g¡ 

@plqglUtq@Larea 

Other 
Site area minus building 
coverage of existing and 
proposed development 

25 percent ofsite g¡ 
dsrslqp¡¡¡¡fu!-area 
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34	 1r.50.060 
A,2 
Tbl 50-2 
(p.lol) 

iii9i$:6.ri 1r.50.060 
irili.;ì*ltl¡r¡,1:,
iì¡ijijl¡_:tiÈìi!ìi j: C.3 (p.lo3) 
ailiìitllì:iii 
ä¡1:ìÌ::Í ]-i:,li:ì:ì',:ii 
:ilti:itç:iri.rs 
i!ìi¡Ì¡it:rii:.:.1+ 

;¡.:iir,:ì' a:-lì:l:i::1iÌi:.
it!.i:r;rr.ai r.!­

,ljìtüìi:.ìlf,f 
j:r:liiitìt¡:s:rì:atì 

r.ir:"ii:i.::ì::il:.1"::t 

r r.50.060iiîg'F¡
 
i;i..'liì,iäiì¡;¡¿ B. (p. I0r)

,Ìî'1].lrllÍ, j,ij:¡Ì:iÎ:t 
i:-.:!il!!:9,'.i.illi:tr.a:ll 

t.:í¡Ìt:ìiiiiÌ',,t1 
:t-1iì.,i¡:):aìtiti,;.ì:::
jÌÌJ.!:;:: t:t 
lii.".äir¡ili 
trìlì¡r;!l;* 
lj.¡]::.':jtt::il.'¡:li. ì.ìii:l 

tr;:irì:'-a::r.r:::i ì: 

37 11.50.070 
8.4. 
(p.107) 

And 

24.70.O20 
c. 
(p.31 in 
"Other 
Titles" of 
Vol.3) 

Tlee Density Plantlng Area Requlrement. Clariff that the uminimum 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 Tfee 
Manual to reflect best management practice and be more easily adjusted. 

îTee Density Credits for Payments in Lieu. Clariff 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 I 1. 15 which describes the Tree Ptanting 
and Preservation Fund. 

Note: lVofe that the Secf¿or¿s in thús Chapter are renuntbered as prouided ínTechnícal 
Amendment Item #25. 

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

Note: /Voúe that the Sect¿ons in thrs Chapter are renumbered as prouíded ínTeclnícaJ 
Amendment Item #25. 

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 t}:re 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 
I I development requirements. 

$_ffi4"ii ,**
 

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

Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows:
 
I 1.5 0.06005!LlE&Tree Density Standards.
 

A Tree Density Credits.
 
39 	 Payment+-maée in lieulieu ofof plantingplanting tete thethe TreeTree Fnnd'Fnnd' The applicant may pay a fee to the 

Agree. Refer to Attachment 2 for commentary. Revise code as follows: 
11.50.060 Street Tree Plantins 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 

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

11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
B.N	 Narrative Requirements 

24.70.020 Permits. 
C. 	 Tree Removal-eutti*gpermi+. 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 I l. Á.+re€ 
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11.60.020	 llee Planting Specificatlons - Location. The provision requiring consideration of site 
A. t.	 characteristics in choosing and siting a tree is not practical to implement or enforce and is 
(p.109)	 better expressed as intent in the commentar5r. 

Add to Commentory:
 

For oll trees, planting locqtions should be suitoble f or the cnticipoted size of tree a'l moturity
 
considering qvoiloble soil volume ond obove ground clearance, ond ovoid conf licts with utilities,
 
buildíngs or other obstructions to the extent procticoble.
 

1r.60.020	 llee Planting Specifications - Tree Size. The size requirement for native trees has been 
8.3.	 reduced for planting in natural resource a-reas as they are generally less accessible and 
(p.111)	 typically not irrigated. The scenic corridor was inadvertently included in this list of areas, 

but should be removed as these areas are primarily along streets, 

1r.60.020	 Tlee Species Diversity Requirement. Clariff the applicability of the species diversity 
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 

to have the ability to grant an exception for the street tree requirements, in order to 
malntain consistency with adopted street tree or landscape plans. 

r r.60.020	 Mechanisms to Defer Planting. The requirement for using Performance Guarantees to 
8.2.	 defer required planting on development sites creates a costly process for the City and 
(p.l I5) applicant. This revision retains the performance guarantee language to authorize bureaus 

to legally establish and collect deposits to ensure compliance; however, more flexible, less 
costly approaches may be able to be developed administratively. This change allows 
flexibility for the implementing bureau(s) to establish efficient, cost-effective means to 
assure performance. 

Planting Timing. A notation to encourage planting trees at the appropriate times of the 
year has also been added. 

I r.60.o30.	 Appltcabtlity of Root Protectlon Requirements. Clariff that these tree root zone 
8.1.	 protection requirements apply not only through Chapter f 1.50 but also to meet other city 
(p. t 15)	 code requirements, such as Title 33 Tfee Preservation requirements for land divisions. 

Agree. Move section l1.60.020 ,A,.1 from code to commentar¡r, renumber the subsequent paragraphs and
 
reformat the text as follows:
 
I 1.60.020 Tree Planting Specifications
 
A'------teeatien'
 

l, 	 Gen€rally, Fer all treeq prefit;ng leeatiens shffll be suitable for the antieipated size ef tree at 

with utilities; buildings er ether ebstruetiens te the extent pra€tieable, 

A.+ 	 ProhibitedLocations 

[renumber A,.Z.n. through 4.2.c. as 4.1. through 4.3] 
Agree. Note change in commentary. Revise code as follows: 

11.60.020 B. Planting size. 
3. 	 Native tree exception. The minimum planting size for native broadleaf trees may be reduced to Yz" 

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), see+i+eerrider-(s), or 
Pleasant Valley Natural Resource (v) overlay zone. 

Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows: 

11.60.020. D. Species requirements 
1.Speciesdiversity'@{ftherearefewerthan8requiredtrees,theymaya11bethesame 

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 f€'r$+re€++r€€s in 
order to fulfill or complement an adopted street or landscape plan. 

Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows: 

11.60.020 E. Installation and establishment 
2. 	 Timing. All trees required or approved to be planted by this Title shall be planted or payment in lieu 

of planting made prior to the expiration of the permit or City's final acceptance of the project, as 

applicable. However,i 
Forester recommendations. BPlanting of trees may be deferred between May 1 and September 30 
upon filing a performance guarantee as provided in Section 11.10.060, or other assurance deemed 

Agree. Revise code as follows: 

11.60.030 B. Applicability. These standards apply to any tree that is required to be retained on site or in 
the street durins a development activit 
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43 11.60.060 llee 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. 1. Permits required. Any person pruning, removing, or conducting any other work on any Street Tree 
However, when removal is required, these dangerous trees should be subject to a Type A 

or City Tree and any person removing any regulated Private Tree in order to comply with thepermit. This revision clarifies this intent and prevents these situations from being delayed 
by public notice and possible appeal. Additionally, provisions to allow fee waivers when the requirements of this Section, shall first obtain a Tyoe A tree permit in accordance with the 
City Forester has ordered that the work be done is also included. provisions of Chapter 1 1.304€. The apolication fee mals be waived when the City Forester has 

directed the worrklo bc done. 
44 1r.60.060 Correct sentence structure. Insert a break at number "2", renumber following paragraph Agree. Revise accordingly. 

(p.l2e) from "2" to "3". 

45 rr.70.o20 Typo. Section references are incorrect. Agree. Revise as follows: 
B. 
(p.131) Note: Tlrc term "Countg urban pockets" tutl| be replaced usith "Countg Urban Pocket Areas" 

per Tectutical Amendment #45. Tlrc tast senterrce in thús paragraph is redundant tuith tlrc 
deftnítion and ús not needed. 

11.70.020 Where These Regulations Apply
B. County urban pockets. Trees in the "County urban pockets" are subject to all regulations of this 

Chapter except Subsections 1 1.70.050040 A. through C. and E. through G. (some Subsections of 
Prohibited Actions); 1 1.70.06005e B. through E. (some Subsections of Inspections and Evidence); 

and I 1 .70.0S00?e C. (a Subsection of Correcting Violations of This Title). The eeunty urban 

46 r 1.70.040 
(p.135) 

Engineer's Authority to Enforce Violations. As currently written, the City Engineer's 
authority to enforce violations affecting public health or safety is not explicitly granted in 
Title I 1. While the City Engineer is not the primary enforcement authority for Title 11, the 
ability to summarily abate clear and present hazards to public infrastructure or the 
travelling public should be granted for the City Engineer. For work in the right of way, 
emergency tree removal is addressed in Chapters f 1.40 and 11.5O allowing the City 
Engineer to respond to the emergency situation. However, when trees on private property 
are creatingthehazard, the City Engineer does not have specific authority to direct the 

Agree. Include rationale from description in commentary. Revise code as follows: 

I 1.70.040 Enforcement Authority 
@eCityForesterandBDSDirectorareherebyauthorizedtoenforcethis
Title utilizing Title 3 adopted remedies and any of the remedies prescribed in this Title. 
Enforcement responsibilities are summarized in Table 70-1. 
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, 
potentially resulting in undue delay. 

and BDS Director will consult and coordinate their enforcement action to the degree possible in 
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 
state here. 

summarv abatement to coffect the violation. 
Note: Ttrc term Citg Engíneer is amended wíth tlrc term "Responsíble Engtneer" per Teclnical 
Amendment #46. 

In cases where multiple violations of City code exist on 

Director,@ are authorized, but 
a property, the City Forester æd-BDS 
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 tt.70.o70 

D. 
Time Limits for Enforcement. All compliance cases should establish time limits for 
resolving the violation. As written, it is discretionary whether a time limit will be set by the 

Agree. Revise as follows: 

(p.149) City Forester or BDS Director. 11.70.070 Notice and Order. 
D. Time limits. The BDS Director or City Forester shallmay 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 r 1.80.010 

(p. 163) 
Correct Reference. Change erroneous reference from 1f .80.030 to 11.80.02O. Section 
I ].BO.OSO does not exist. 

Agree. Revise as follows: 

11.80.010 Defining Words. 
Words used in the tree code have their normal dictionary meaning unless they are listed in Section 

11.80.æe020 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 1l.BO.O20 Deflnltlons. 
B. Define the term "County Urban Pocket Areas" and replace references to County urban 
(p.163) pockets throughout code. 

50 r 1.80.020 
B.B. 
(p.163) 

Replace City Engineer Termlnology. 
The Bureau of Transportation is updating references to City Engineer in other places 
throughout Title I7. One such change is replacing the term "Cit¡r Engineer" with 
"Responsible Ðngineer'. For consistency, Title I I should use similar terminologr. 

51 11.80.020 
8.13. 
(p.165) 

Typo. Remove hanging "and." from definition of Development ImpactArea. 

52 11.80.020 
8.14. 
(p.165) 

Correct Sentence 
A couple of words were omitted. 

r r.80.020 
8.19.9 
(p.r69) 

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

54 r r.Bo.o20 
8.33. 
(p.175) 

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

Agree. Revise as follows: 

11.80.020 DefÌnitions and Measurements 
B. 11. "Countv Urban Pocket Areas" refers to properties within unincomorated Multnomah Countv that 

are subject to the existing Intersovernmental Agreement to Transfer Land Use Plannine 
Responsibilities Between the City of Portland and Multnomah Countv. 

Renumber remainder of definitions. Replace references to "County urban pockets in sections: 1 1.05.040 
B.; 11.40.030 B.; 11.50.020 B.; 11.60.010 B.; 11 .70.020 B.; and Table 70-1 
Agree. Revise references in commentary and revise code as follows: 

11.80.020 Defïnitions and Measurements 
B. 8. "ResponsibleGity Engineer" For the Bureau of Transportation this shall beis the City Engineer, for 

the Bureau of Environmental Services this shall beis the Chief Engineer of the Bureau of 
Environmental Services, and for the Portland Water Bureau this shall beís the Chief Engineer of the 
Portland Water Bureau. Each Bgspqgqiþþ €i+y Engineer may delegate their authority and duties to 
another employee in the same bureau. The duties are as prescribed in Section 11.10.010. 

Replacereferences insections: 11.10.010, 11.10.010 C., 11.40.020C.2.,11.40.040.4.I.a,11.50.060 8., 
1 1.60.060 F.2., | 1.60.060 G.1., 1 1.60.060 G.2., 11.10.040,1 1.70.090 8.4. and I 1.80.020 8.8. 
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 areas. 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. 

Agree. Revise as follows: 

11.80.020 Definitions and Measurements 
B. 14. "Development Permit" refers lg-permits issued by the City such as building permits, zoning 

permits, site development permits, public works permits and capital improvement projects. 

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

[Re-letter h. and i.ì
 
Agree. Revise as follows: (dash removed for clarity)
 

11.80.020 Defïnitions and Measurements 
B. 33. "Watershed" means oene of the five following areas as shown in Figure 80-1 and further defined 

bv the Bureau of Environmental Services.... 
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CO^{,1^ENTARY	 Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

CHAPTER 11.40CHAPTER 11.40 

TREE PERfuìIT REQUIREAAENT5 TREE PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 
(NO ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT)(No ÁssocIATED DEVELOP^,IENT) 

Sections: 
This chopter oddresses most tree work (plonting, pruning, root cutting, renovol) when developrnent is not proposed or 1 1.40.010 Purpose. 
occurring. This chopter includes the stondords ond foctors for evoluoting'tree permit reguests for oll City, Streel, ond 11.40.020 Where These Regulatiens lpply,When a Tree Permit is Required 
Privote Trees. When development is proposed or occurring , the requirernents of Chopter 11.50 opply. For octivity 11.40.030 Exemptions.
subject to o Progrommotic Permit,therequirernents of ChopTer 11.45 opply. For Heri'lageTrees, the reguiremenls of 11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors. 
Chopter 11.20 opply. 11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors. 
11.40.010 Purpose	 11.40.060 TreeReplacementRequirements. 
The purpose stotement hos been odopted from existing chopter 20.40 ond 20.42 longuoge, slightly reworded for 
reodobility. Educotion hos been odded os o key purpose to ernphosize thot permits ore not only to ensure complionce. 11.40.010 Purpose. 
but to offord on opportunily to provide instruction on the volue of the urbon foresl qlong with key elements of proper The purpose of this Chapter is to manage, conserve and enhance the urban forest when development 
orboriculturol core. 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 sites11.40.020 @ 	 When o Tree Permit is Reguired 
and streets to protect public safety and public infrastructure; and ensure replacement for trees that are 

This section hos been renomed to more closely motch the oroqnizqÌion of Chqpler 11.50 ond begins by listing the 
removed. The oermitting procedures that are required to implement these orovisions are intended to not 

general size threshold of regulotedtrees. 
only enforce maintenance. removal and oreservation requirements but also to educate prooerty owners 

A. City and Street Trees - o 3" diomeler síze threshold reploces the previous "ony size" threshold. Estoblishing o about the intrinsic urban benefits of trees as well as the principles of tree care. 
minimum size threshold is more reosonable, efficient, and enf orceable, ond is consistent wilh federolly recognized 
definitions of trees. 11.40.020 	 . 

B. Privafe Trees - the City's previous tree permit opplied only to trees l2 or more ínches in diometer on privote Exceot as soecified in Section I 1.40.030 below. this chapter applies to trees within the City of Portland 
properties, qnd did not incorporote the øxisTing smoller size thresholds for the reguloled trees in some overlay zones as follows: iri+g a 
or plon districts thot ore now subject, under specific circumstonces,lo Title l1 provisions. develepment permit er land use revi.erv is prepesed er oeeuffing en the site: 

A Iree removol permit will still opply to mosl of the curently reguloted Privote Trees at LZ or more inches in diometer. 
There ore two exceplions to thís tree size threshold: A. City Trees and Street Trees. City and Street trees al-least-3 or more inches in diameter are 

regulated by this chapter.o Singile-Þwelting-Si+es Homesites (20 or more inches in diometer); ond 

o Specific Overlay Zones and Plon Dislricts (ó or more inches in diometer)	 B. Private Trees. 

To focilitote theopplicotion of o simplepermit process with o lorgør tree size threshold on typicol built 1. Generally. Trees aÈ-least 12 or more inches in diameter on þþ siterand tracts not
single fomily lots, the concept of o "homesite" is estoblished ond reploces the existing "dividoble" foctor. A includedin@B.2orB.3areregulatedbythischapter.Treeshomesite is defíned o single dwelling zoned lot less thon 10.000 sguore feet ond thot contains o singlø 

required to be preserved by a tree preservation olan. a condition of a land use review. or 
dwellinq (house. ottoched house, manufacfured homeì or dupløx. A Tvpe A tre¿ removol permit is reguired 

nrovision of this Title or the Zonine Code may be subiect to other reouirements. 
to remove trees of leost 20 inches in diameter on o quolifying homesite. These frees will be reguired To be 

reploced with o sinqle tree, ond the opplicofion would not trigger o revi¿w, notice. or public oppeql. The 2. Homesites. Except as noted in subsection 8.3 below. onlv trees 20 or more inches in 
homesite threshold wos set qt 10.000 sguore feet to ensure thot lots with more development potentiol ore diameter on sinele-family zoned lots that are less than 10.000 square feet in area and 
subject to tree removol permit reguirements for trees 12 or more inches in diometer. consistent with the developed with one or two familv development. are rezulated by this chapter.
Title 11 Tree Preservotion stondord. 

Fer srngledweilings sites, t 3. 	 Soecified Overlav Zones and Plan Districts. Trees 6 or more inches in diameter in 
overla)¡ zones and plan districts are rezulated as noted in Table 40-1. 

te an everley zene; plen distriet; er e tree preservetien requirement frem e lend use review; preperty ewners weuld 
inedvertently vielete tree regulet'ens, The exemptien else ereeted disperity between ene preperty end 'he next; based 

intrusiveness end inereesing equity between sll preperlies in the eity' 
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COAAAAENTARY Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

[Insert New Table 40-1 as follows] 

able 40-l Apnlicabilitv of ó" Lliameter Size 'I'ree Permit 'l'hreshold 

For trees on sites meeting the síng'led*elling homesite provision, no permit is reguired Ferlpfenoygtrees less thon 20 
inches in diometer. 

The messoge is "cut o lorge tree, replace a 

tree". People should check with the Cily bef ore removing ony tree ó or more inches in diometer Ìo reduce risk of 
inodvertent violotions. A "coll before you cul" outreoch effort is recommended. This opprooch emphosizes o non­

regulotory educotionol tool thol con be used to connecl wilh property owners and offer informotion obout lree plonting 

options ond incentives like the City'sTreebole progrom. 

@ 

Specific overlay zones and plan dísfricts. The size threshold is ó inches in diameter 'lo recognize Ihe need to qddress 

a lorger pool of lrees in lhese sensilive resource oreos. This size is consistent with the tree sizes qddressed in the 
Zoning Code. Toble 40-1 is inlended os o quick reference ond includes informotion Þointing reoders to the oppropriote 
chqpters of the zoning code when odditionol onolysís or o differenl procedure is required to remove q tree (for 
exomple removing heolthy notive trees from the resource oreo of on environmenlql 4one would reguire environmentol 
review). 

Specifïc Area 

Environmental conservation 
and protection overlay zones 

Overlay 
Symbol 

ilcÍ 
Ípil 

What trees are regulated 
by this chapter [1] 

o Dead, Dying, Dangerous 
o Nuisance species 

What trees are regulated 
by the Zoning Code 

lTitle 33) 
o Healthy Native Trees 
(see 33.430, or 33.508 

o Healthy non-native non­ within CS/PIC Plan 
nuisance species District, or 33.515 within 

o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or Columbia South Shore Plan 
attached structures District) 

Greenway overlay zones rrIlrr rrqrl o Dangerous o Dead, Dying 

Greenway overlay zones ilgil riil rrril 
o Nuisance Species o Healthy native species 

o Healthy non-nativç non­
(only within and riverward of the nuisance species 

sreenwav setback) (see 33.440) 

Pleasant Valley Natural rrvil o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy Native Trees 
Resources overlay zones o Nuisance species (see 33.465) 

o Healthy non-native non­
nuisance species 

o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or 
attached structures 

Scenic Corridor ilsil o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 
(only within the minimum street o Nuisance Species o Healthy non-native non­
setback or the first 20 feet from ¡ Trees w/in 10'of bldg. or nuisance species 

the street lot line when there is attached structures (see 33.480) 
no street setback) 

Johnson Creek Plan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 
(only within the Special Flood o Nuisance species o Healthy non-native non-
Hazard Area, South Subdistrict, o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or nuisance species 

or within 20 feet of lot lines attached structures (see 33.537) 
abutting the Springwater 
Corridor) 
Rocky Butte Plan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o Healthy native species 

o Nuisance Species o Healthy non-native non­
o Trees w/in l0'of bldg. or nuisance species 

attached structures (see 33.570) 

South Auditorium Plan District o Dead, Dying, Dangerous o All others 
(see 33.580) 

[1] This list includes common situations where tree removal is regulated through Title I I 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 bv this chapter. 

?, Trees en single drvelling sites On sites that meet all ef the-felle'oving; enly trees at least 

ine; 

b, Nene ef the trees that rvillbeaffeeted by the prepesed aetivity are: 

EXHIBITF.ATTACHMENTl Chapter 11.40 with Revlsed Commentary and all Amendments Page 21 

March 31, 2011 



r"ffi4¡î,!: tr
CO,IÂ,IIENTARY	 Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

(l) teeated in an everlay e- plan distriet listed in Paragraph 8,3; 

@ 
(3) ReqËireéte be preserveé by a tree presen'atien plan; a eonditien ef a land 

e, Tþe site is net large- than the sizes listed in Table l0 l, 

M	 R¿5 R5 R3 R14 R30 RF O+h€r 

S+te q4 epe +w +8p99 3t+99 +6*e7 
æ99-Ef

sÉe sf sf sf sf sf sf 

fette\rying evertay z 

; 

b, River envirerrnental "e" everlay zenei 

e, Greenrt'ay nattrral "n", er water qnality "q" everlay zenes; er within er rivenvard 

zen€s; 

d, Seenie-eerrider "s" everlay zenewithin the rninimum street setbaek;erwithin the 
first 20 feet frem the street let-line when-there is ne minimum street setbaek; 

liffii+si 

; 

er etUenvise leeate¿ u ; 
ånd 
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C. Emergency pruning, root cutting, or tree removal. Provisions ore included to relieve o person from the need to 
obtoin o permit when on emergency exists. A retrooctive permit is still reguired to document the removol or pruning ond 

the emergency situotion. Provisions ore olso included for emergency work thot the City Engineer or his crews moy be 
responding to (e.9. o woterline breok). In the course of repoiring the focility they moy either need to prune or remove a 

tree.Tn these coses they will needto first ottempt lo contoct Urbon Foreslry. but if Forestry is unovoiloble, then the 
work con proceed. Provisions for submitting permit opplicotions after rernoving trees in emergency situqTions is 
consistent with existing provisions in Section 20.42.O9O. 

Emergency Tree Pruning ond Removol Process: 

Emergency Situotion 

ot ogency 

attenpt to confocl 
Forester during 
business hours 

t5 

unovqiloble or 
emergøncy is after 

hours. documenT 

eme?gency (photos) 

Remove hozordous 
portion of tree. 

Submil retrooctive 
permit within 7 doys. 

D. State, Federal and Court Orders 
fn situotions where on order reguires ttee pruníng or removol, this provision specifies thot o permit is required to ollow 

for consistent trocking ond to ensutetreereplacetnent. However,the stqndord notice ond oppeol procedurøs (if 
otherwise opplicoble) do noï opply. This is intended to prevent double jeopordy siîuotions ond ensure thot the required 
treerelated work con proceed efficiently. 

E. Hazardous llaterial Cleanup Orders. 
Slote low preempts the City's ouThority to require permits when work ís conducted in ossociotion with hozordous 
moteriol site cleonup. The city mqv still require substontiol conformonce with the permit reguirements. but without the 
process ossocioted with the permit. This deports slightly from subsection D. obove, so these provisions ore ploced in 

their own subsection. 

F. Trees on levees 

The Multnomoh County Droinoge District is obligoted by federol sîondords (U.5. Army Corps of Engineers) to mointoin 
leveesin order to retoin certificotion ond thus, eligíbility for f lood insuronce. These stondords require lhot trees not 
be ollowed within the criticol cross section area of f ederal levees. Trees often grow voluntorily on these levees. Similor 
to lhe Stqte, Federal, ond Courl Order provisions obove, Type A permits ore reguired to ensure trees are replaced, 
with no review or public oppeol process. This is to ensure the larger public inleresl of f lood proleclion is not 
jeopardized, while ensuring thot mitigolion f or tree loss will occur. Replocement moy occur anywhere in the wolershed 
on property owned by fhe District, or other property where lhe District possesses qn eosement or other ogreement Io 
plonl ond mointoin trees. 

Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

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 norrnal 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 II.70. 

D. 	 State, Federal, and court orders. Trees that must be removed or pruned by an order of the A court, 
or ofa State or Federal aeencv 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 Cleanuo Orders. Hazardous material cleanuo orders are not subiect to the 
permit orocedures of this Title: however. a person removing a resulated tree pursuant to a 

Hazardous Material Cleanup Order must complv with the tree reolacement 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 sítuotions where the reguirements of this Chopter do nol opply. 

A. Lots less than 5 M square feet. Privo'¡eTree removol permits are not required f or lots smaller thonS.OOO 

sguore feet. This is intended to loroet use of stoff resources to lorger lols with the bulk of the tree conopy in 

Portlond. This exemption opplies to oll lols in oll zones ond deports from the current exemption which opplies to built 
single fomily "non-dividoble lots". The threshold is set ot less thon 5.000 squore feel to ensure thof permits ore 

reguired to remove trees gn the mqny lots thot ore plotted ol exoctly 5.000 squore feel. 

B. Heritage Trees- ore oddressed lhrough Chopter tl.ZO. 

C. Trees not in the City of Portland - ore olso not regulated by this chopter. This includes Â/\ultnomoh County urbon 
pockets wherethe City odministers lond use ond developmenl related regulotions lhrough anintergovernmentol 
agreement. Thetree permit progrqm is not covered in this agreement ond is nol proposed to be initioted in the CounTy. 

D. Progranmatic Permits - The purpose of Progrommotic Permifs is to focilitote routine public ogency operotions by 

not reguiring individuol permits for ongoing tree relo'fed work. Requiremenls f or public notice,Iree replacement, ond 

specificotions for conducling work will be detoiled in the generol opprovol of the progrommolic permit (see chopter 
11.45) 

E. Trees in Developmenf - This provision clorifies thot '¡rees thal hovebeen aporoved for removal through 
development reloled requirements do not require o separqte tree permit to be removed. 

F. Agricultural lJse - this is intended to relieve form ond f orest operotions (Christmos Trees, timber, etc), as well os 

plcnl nurseries from thetree permit reguirement. 

ê. Work by City Forester- As the permit review outhorily the City Forester is not required to obtoin permits. 
However, to oid in Urbon Foresïry trocking ond monogement, records of the work musl be kept. 

11.40.040 City ond Streef Tree Permit Stondords and Review Foctors 
This seclion loys out the stondords for evoluqting Type A permits (pruning, plonting, sometree removol, ond other 
octiviïies) f or City qnd Street trees, olong with review foctors f or Type B permits (removing heolthy trees). 

A. Type A Permits - City and Sfreet Trees 
Since Type A Permits qre technicol delerminotions involving little discretion, these permits ore only oppeoloble by the 
opplicont. Exomples of Type A permits include removol of deod, dying or dongerous trees, documenling removol of 
eme?gency trees after the foct , pruning octions, root culling, or tree plonting. 

Revisions to Chapter 1f.40 Code Text 

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.
 

AE. Heritage Trees. Heritage Trees are addressed in Chapter 1 1.20:
 

Bg. Trees outside City Limits. Trees that are outside the City Limits, including "County Urban
 
Pocket Areas." 

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

E. Tree Removal in association with develooment oermits addressed throuqh Chapter 1 1.50. Trees 

in Development Situations. 

Ð8. Agricultural use. Trees on bllsi+€s 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. 

SG. 	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. 
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Table 40-2 summorizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for Citv ond Street Trees 
includinq tree røplocement reguirements ond when public notice ond opportunities for oppeol ore reouired. 
A note is included to clorify thot trees plonfed to meet o porticulor reguiremenf (e.9. o street tree plonted 
to møet development stondords) ond thot hos not reoched the 3 inch diameter size threshold moy not be 

pruned or rømoved without o permit. This is to prevent loopholøs in the system ond inodvørtønt violotions 
of develoÞment requirements. 

Plantíng 
The purposeof the plonting permit is to ensure thot conflicts with overheod or below ground utilitiøs ore 
ovoided, visibility is mointoined, ond the right tree species is sølected. Plonting specificotions ore listed in 

Chapter 11.ó0. Included in those specif ícotions is o prohibition on plontíng tree species on the City's 
Nuisonce Plonts List. This provision further solidifies the City's policy ond commitment to monoge invosive 
plonfs by supportíngthe groduol phosing out of thesetrees. 

Table 40-2
 
Summarv of Permit Requirements t-or Citv and Street'lrees
 

Pruning:
 
Branches or roots <114" and sucker shoots
 No
 

permit Removal: 1¡ses <3" LLI None No
 

required Other: Activities that are exemnt from the
 

requirements of this Chaoter (see I L40.030)
 

Planting
 
Pruning: Branches or roots ä/4"
 

A 
nJa No 

Other tree activity, as determined by the City 
Forester 

Removal [2]: Resulated trees that are I tree for every 
No . Dead, dying, or dangerous tree removed 

Removal [2]: Reeulated trees that are I tree for every 
¡ Healthy trees less than å to < 20" diameter tree removed 

No 

Up to inch for 

B Removal [2]: Resulated trees that are inch
 
replacement;
r Healthy trees à20" diameter 

determined on Yes 
¡ More than four healthy trees )12" diameter case-by-case
 

per site or site frontase/per ealendar year
 basis by City 
Forester 

Notes [l] Trees <3 inches in diameter that were required to be þlanted mav not be removed without a permit from the Citv 
Forester nor cut or nruned without a nermit if a oermit is otherwise reouired bv this Title. 

[2] Tree removal mav be otherwise requlated bv an overlav zone or nlan 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 I 1.60 and the following: 

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. 
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Pruning 	or roof cutting 
Pruning permits off er the opportunity for consultotion with the Forestry experts to ovoíd detrimentolly 
aff ecting o tree, to limit the degree of pruning when necessory, ond prevent tree topping. Pruning 

specif icotions ore listed in Chopf er 11.ó0. This provision ollows 'the City Forester to limit or prescribe 
pruning techníques, or withhold opprovol from persons who hove violof ød permits in the post. 

Ofher Activífies
 
Title20 hod reguired o person to obtoín o permit to "plant, remove, destroy, cut, prune or treat any tree,"
 
however it hos been the City's procticø to reguire permits for other octivities like ottoching lights to trees.
 
This provision exponds lhe City Forester's authority Io require permits for "ony reguesl which hos thø
 
potentiol to horm etree". Clorificotion hos bøen odded to distinguish "tempororv" from "permonent"
 
ottochments for the purpqses of determining when permits would be required for City_or Street Trees.
 

Removal 
Certaintrees, upon confirming their stotus, moy be removed ond reploced,treefor ftee. Thøsø include 

deod, dying, ond dongerous trees on City owned or monoged lond. The previous code outhorizedtheCity 
Forester to reguire "replacement with o new'lîee".Thetreefor tree replacement is consistenf with this 
reguirement. 

A notoble difÍerencebelween the regulotions for City ond Street Trees ond the regulotions for Privote 
Trees is thot heolthy nuisonce species City or Street Tree removol reguires o Type B Permit review, 
whereas nuisonce species Prívotø Trees moy be removed through o Type A permit. For Street ond City 
Treesthereview is to ensure consideration of the cumulotive impocts of removing thesetrees, ond the role 
of the tree(s) in fhe chorocter or look of the street or neighborhood. For exomple, nuisonce speciestrees 
moy contribute to on estoblished single species stree't treelook, or moy 6e ref erenced in historic district 
guidelines or oreo specif ic tree plons. fn these coses the tree may not be removed until it is deod. dying or 
dongerous (ond would subsequentlv be reploced with o non-ngisonce species treeì. Conversely. when privote 
londholders wish to removeo nuisoncespecies tree. it ís consistent with other cifygools to facilitote this 
removol with q simple Type A permit. ond tree for Tree replacement. 

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. 

t	 Pruning or root cutting. The City Forester will grant a permit for pruning or root cutting 
of branches or roots ll4 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. 

3.	 Other activities. A permit is required to attach oermanent obiects (e.q. lights, signs, or 
artworþ to a tree or its supports (e.q. zuides. 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. 

4.	 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 detetmines that the proposed removal is 

exempt or allowed by Title 33, Planning and Zoning; and meets at least one of the 

following: 

à. 	 Dead trees. Fer trees that are net-eempletely lifeless; the eity Ferester may 

not enoueh live tissue. qreen leaves. limbs. roots or branches exist to sustain life. 

b. 	 Dying trees. 

fertilizatien- er inoeulatien, Fer trees that are net tre*table; The tree is in an 

advanced state of decline because it is diseased. infested bv insects. or rottins and 

cannot be saved bv reasonable treatment or prunins. or must be removed to 

orevent soread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminently likely to 

be become a daneer or die. The City Forester may apply a condition of approval 

to the permit to require specif,rc disposal methods for infected wood. 

c. 	 Dangerous trees. The City Forester will evaluate the removal request by first 
evaluating practicable altematives 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. 
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B. Type B Pernifs - City and Streef Trees 

Type B permits qddress tree removol reguests when on evoluofion of certain foctors is needed to ensure 
the proposol does not significontly negotively affect public sofefy or neighborhood choracter, ond thot 
extroordinory circumstonces exist which warront the removol of the tree.TheCity'sgeneral policy is to 
retain heolthy estqblished City ond Street Treøs in the majority of cosøs, except where they ore deod or 
present o hozard or danger. However , it moy be oppropríoÏe in some coses to substitute a poorly performing 
(e.9. overcrowded) or improper tree (too big or too smoll for its spocø) with o more oppropriate tree 
selection. On City properties, removing nuisonce species sIrøet trees is typicolly encouraged, but is still 
weighed ogainst the review foctors to ensure impocts ore mitigoted or ovoided. For streets, ímpacfs fo lha 
streetscope ar ø cor ef ully r eviøw ed. 

Previously, therewerøno specif ic opproval criterio in Chopter 20.40 for these reguests. Factors havebeen 
odded olong with o stotement thot decisions will be mode on o cose by cose. This is intended to preempt 
theorgumenf thot bøcouse one'free wos removed,onother treeshould beollowed to be removed, when the 
focts of thot reguest moy be totolly different. 

Certain stondords must be me'l (tree is not subjøct to o lond use condition of opprovolor in on oreo 
reguiring lqnd use review) in oddition to determining thot extraordinory circumstonces ¿xist in order to 
grant thø permit. The review foctors include: 

(o) o look ot the species sølecf ion ond the ovoiloble roof ond crown space. This is essentiolly askíng whelher 
this is the "right Iree, in the right ploce". Def erence is given f or removing nuisonce trees f rom City 
properties. fn rights of woy, the objective of reducing nuisonce species trees must be directly weighed 
ogoinst the considerotion foctor in (d). 

(b) o look ot the crown, stem or roots to see íf the tree will continu e to grow heolthy or begin to impact 
other heolthy trees. This osks if therø moy bø girdling roots, o poorly formed trunk, or crown thot moy 

not be considered dongerous but could potentiolly become dongerous or interf ere with other more 
appropriote trees. 

(c) o look of the related mointenance costs. This is to detørminewhether atreø hos excessive mointenonce 
reguirements (e.g. repeated sidewolk repoirs, obnormol insect infestotion , exlreme sop production in 

porking oreos, reguires extensive cobling or brocing, etc) 

(d) o look ot the existing pattern of tree plonfing olong fhe street. This could include trees plonted ín city 
properties odjocent to the street as wellos Street Trees. A negative impact may include removol of o 

free on on olherwise treøless street, or removol of o unifying treø species with o proposol to reploce 
with o rodicolly diff erent charac'lerufree. 

These review foctors ore not cri'leria, in thø sense thot they do not needto oll be met, in order fo gront 
the permit. They serve os considerotions, ond moy be in conf lict in some coses. They hove been developed 
to inform theForester's decision ond make the City's decisions more consistent ond explicit to the public. 

Replocement vories from one treefor eoch smoller tree removed (.20 inches diometer), up to inch for inch 

when larger trees (> 20 inches diometer) or more thon f our trees >12 inches diqm¿ter are being removed. 
Section 11.40.0ó0 provides odditionol guidonce to determine oppropriofe replocøment. 

B.	 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: 

For trees located in one of the overlay zones or plan districts identified in ^. paragræn Subsection 11.40.020 8.3., 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 healtþ, 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 warant 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. 	 V/hether 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. 
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11.r+O.O5O Privote Tree Permit Stondords ond Review Foctors 

This section, odopted f rom the previous Chopter 20.42.040, reinf orces the requirernent thot permits ore 
reguirød and refers users to Chopter 11.30 for permit procedures. The opplicofion procedures are the same 

for oll City, Street, snd Privote Trees. Two summery tebles ere previded; thefirsT shews the Type 4 and 

Type B permif requirements fer lrivete Trees leeeted in speeif íed evedey zenes ond plen distriets; end the 
A summory fable is provided, similor to the toble 

for City and Street Trees. indicoting kev distinctions between Type A ond Tvpe I permits (i.e.. tree 
replocement reguirements. qnd when public nof ice ond opportunities for oppeol ore reguired.) A note points 

reodørs bock to Toble 40-1 for informotion on oreo-specific reguirements oddressed through the zoning 

code. 

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 1 1.30. 

fRenlace Tables 40-3 and 40-4 with a sinsle consolidated table 40-3 as followsl 

ffant a0-3 Sunrnary of Permit RequinmÊnü ftr PriuatÊ Trees 
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Table 40-3 
Summa of Permit irements for Private Trees 

Planting 
Pruning:
 
Outside of c, p, or v overlay zones
 

Removal:
 
Trees smaller than the size regulated by this
 
chapter (see 11.40.020 B.)
 
Other: Activities that are exempt from the
 
requirements of this chapter (see I L40.030)
 

Removal J2ì:
 

Regulated trees that are
 

. Dead, dying, dangerous
 

. Nuisance species I tree for every
¡ Within 10' of a building or attached structur€ tree removed 
. Up to four healthy non-nuisance trees per
 

year that are less than 20" diameter.
 

o Any tree on "Homesites" (see I1.40.020 B.2.) 

Removal [2]:
 
Regulated trees that are:
 

¡ Healthy non-nuisance trees )20" diameter
 

r More than four healthy non-nuisance trees
 

à12" diameter per site per year
 

. Type B Permits do not apply to "Homesites"
 

Note []Applies to lots ä,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. 

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

(1) 	 Pruning trees located within 10 feet of a building or attached structure; 
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A. Type A Pernifs - Privafe Trees 

Since Type A Permits ore technicol determinotíons involvíng little discretion, only the opplicant moy oppeol 

City permit decisions. Exomples ol Type A permits include removol of dead, dying or dongerous trees, 
removing trees within tO f eet of buildings, removing up to four trøes less thon 20 inchøs in diometer per 
site per yeor, documenting removol of emergency'lreøs after the foct, ond limited pruning in environmentol 
overloy zoneareas. Unlikø City ond Street Trees, permits ore not reguired to plont, cut roofs, or conduct 
other tree qctivities. 

Pruning. Typicolly, pruning permits ore not required f or Privote Trees. However, for notive 'lrees in 

environmentol or Pleosont Volley Noturol Resource overloy zones, a pruning permit is proposed to provide 

odditionol f lexibility for limited pruning reguests. Previously, ony pruning thot does not møøt the specif ic 

exømptions of lhe environmentol ovørloy zoneregulations (e.g., exemptions for pruning limbs up to 6 feet 
off the ground ond off the roofs of existing structures) required environmentol review. Thes¿ exømptions 
havebeen corried over os exceptions to the pruning permit in Title 11. An additionol exception is provided 

os o sofety precoution to ollow crown reduction (not "topping") in the Airport Plon District whøn thelrees 
will project obove the oircroff landing zone. Crown mointenonce is intended to ollow removol of bronch 

structure thot could ottract wildlife of concern oround the oirport. This section qlso specifies thof these 
provisions opply in the Coscode Stotion/PfC Plon District where pruníng exceptionp qddress oirspoce 

restríctions ond wildlife hozord monogement objectives pertaining to the oirport. 

The stondords thot opply to non-exempt pruning octions in the environmental ond Pleosont Volley Noturol 
Resource overloy zones oîe intended to ollow limited pruning through o Title 11 permit. The stondords limit 
pruning in these oreo to 5 notive trees per 10,000 sguore feet oÍ site oreo peî yeo?. Pruning non nofive 
treas (including nuisonce species trees) does nof reguire o pruning permit. An orborist must preporø o 

pruning plon ond oversee the pruning work. Reguests to prunø beyond the stondords of Title LL are subject 
to o review through Title 33. The Pruning Pørmit should be monitored for a pariod of time ond odjusted os 

n¿cessory in the future, to either gront odditionol exemptions or ollowonces, further restrict pruning under 

this permit , or delete the provision entirely ond revert to environmentol review procedures. 

(2)	 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 Hazar d Zone Illfap ; 

(3)	 Pruning to abate an immediate danger; 

(4)	 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 

(s)	 Crown maintenance and crown reduction of trees within the Portland 
International Airport Plan District or Cascade StatiodP 
Intemational 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 
safet)'. 

Figure 40-l
 
Trail Vegetation Prrrnirrg anrd Ma.interrance .å.rea
 

b.	 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: 

(1)	 Pruning is limited to 5 native trees per calendar year per 10,000 square 

feet of site area; 
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(2)	 An arborist shall prepare and submit a pruning plan and supervlse 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, 

Removal Planning and Zoning. 
Cer'lain Privote Trees moy be removed ond replocedtree-for-Iree,based on confirmotion of their stotus. 
This includes o brooder orray of situotions thon is ollowed for City or Street Trees. fn oddition to deod, 1 Removal. Trees shall be replaced as indicated in Tables 40-3-an44Q4. The City Forester 
dyíng, and dongerous trees, Type A permits moy be gronted to ollow removol of nuisonce species trees, up will grant a permit to remove a tree if the City Forester determines that the proposed 
to 4 heolthy non-nuisonce trøes less thon 20 inches in diometer pe? year, ond trees locoted within tO f eet removal is exempt or allowed by Title 33, Planning and Zoning¡' and meets at least one of 
of o building. the following: 

For trees on homesites (single dwelling zoned sites less thon 10.000 sguore feet, built with o house.	 Dead trees. 
ottoched house. or duplexl si 
divide; endnet+esÈrieted by overley zene; plen distriet er lend use eenditiens), o Typø A permit is reguired 
to remove ony number of trees of leost 20 inches ín diometer.These permits are intended to be processed	 not enoueh live tissue. sreen leaves. limbs. roots or branches exist to sustain life. 
guíckly, potentiolly over the counter or on-line, provided odeguole documentotion is supplíed with the 
opplicotion. b.	 Dying trees. i*g 

fertirizatier er ineenlatien, Fer trees that are *rst- treatable; The tree is in an 
advanced state of decline because it is diseased. infested by insects. or rottine and 
cannot be saved by reasonable treatment or pruning" or must be removed to 
orevent soread of the infestation or disease to other trees or is imminentlv likelv to 
be become a danger or diq. 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. 

d.	 Nuisance species trees. The tree is listed on the "Nuisance Plant List". 

e.	 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. 

EXHIBITF-ATTACHMENTl Chapter 11.40 with Revised Commentary and all Amendments Page 31 

March 31, 2011 



å ffi459m
CO,1 	 Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

^^ENTARY
 

Type B Permifs - Prtvate Trees 

Type B permits arerequired to remove heolthy trees20 or mor¿ inches diomøter, or to removø more thon 
four heolthy trees of leost t2 inches in diometer per yea?. Type B permits qre not opplicoble to tr¿es thot 
møef the homesite provisions of 11.40.020 8.2. Símilor to City ond Street Trees, the City considers o set of 
review foctors when evoluoting permit opplicotions to remove heolthy Privote Trees. For Privote Trees,the 
City will toke the property owner's objectives for use ond enjoyment of their property into considerotion. 
The City will encouroge retention of heolthy trees if practicol olternotives to the removal that olso meet 
f he owner's objectives. The review factors ensure impocts are sufficíently mitigoted or ovoided. Since the 
review foctors oddrøss impocts on the chorocter of the neighborhood, Typø B permifs for Privote Trees 
moy be oppeoled to ensure thot the public has The opportunity to raise concerns obout neighborhood 
chorocter thot moy not be initially eviden't to Urbon Forestry stoff. 

Certain stondords must be met (tree is not subject to o lond use condition of opprovol or in on oreo 
reguiring lond use reviøw) in oddition to determining thot signif icont qdverse ímpocts are ovoided or 
mitigoted, in order to gront the permit. The review foctors include: 

(o) A look of whether procticololternotives to tree removol exist - olternotives thot olso meet the owner's 
objectíves. For instonce, a desire for more sunlight or better view could potentiolly 6e met by pruning 
the tree. Or perhops one olternativø would be to remove q nuisonce species tree in fovor of retoining a 

non-nuisonc e species tree. 

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

(1)	 Each tree is less than20 inches in diameter; 

(2)	 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 theZoning Code, or as part of a required 
stormwater facility; 

g. 	 Trees on single-d'welling @sites. The tree is a#-least 20 or more inches in 
diameter and meets the provisions of Pffegraph Subsection 11.40.0208.2. 

B.	 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 subp¿raÊraph 11.40.020 8.3., 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 ar'44e4. 

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 concems. These decisions are fact-specific and are made on a 

case-by-case basis. In making these decisions, the City Forester will consider: 

Whether there are practical alternatives that meet the owner's objectives without 
removing the tree; 
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b. Whether the species of tree is appropriate for its location; 

(b) The species selecf ion and the ovoiloble root ond crown spoce. This is essentiolly osking whether this is 

the "right tree,in the right ploce". Tf atree is crowded and constroined, removolond replocement with 
a bel'ler situated tree moy be oppropriote. 

(c) A look of the crown, stem or roots to seeiÍ thetree will continue to grow heolthy or begin to impact 
other heolthy trees. There moy root girdling, o poorly formed trunk, or crown thot moy not be 

considered dangerous but could potentiolly become dongerous or interfere with other trees. 

(d) A look ot whether the proposed removol will significontly offect public sofety (such os moss cleoring on 

o hillside, or removing bufferíng edge'lrees of a grove leoving the interior trees more vulneroble to 
blowing down) or fhe nøighborhood chorocter. A number of foctors were included to help provide more 
clority fo decision mokers, oppliconts, ond the public, os to whot constitute nøighborhood chorocter 
defining elements, as this hos previously been o point of contention in prior oppeols. 

Tree Replocement Reguirements 

This section østoblishes the City Forester's outhority to reguire replacemen'f f or trees removed in 

conjunction with o Type A or B permit. Previously , Chapter 2030 (public trees) ollowed the City Forester to 
require replocement of one tree f or any treø removed. Chapter 20.42 (privole trøes) previously specif ied 

thot for removol of o heolthy tree,theCity Forester may require mitigotíon of up to onø coliper inch of new 

treesfor each díometer inch of thetreebeing removed. This meant that, for instonce, a24" diameter tree 
may røquire up to ?4 inchøs of new trees (e.9. 12 two-inch coliper trees or 24 one-inch coliper trees). 

Title 11 streomlines ond stondordizes requirements to reploce City, Street ond Privote trees as follows: 

Type At onetree for eoch treeremoved 

Type B: Heolthy trees less than 20 inch¿s in diameter - one tree Íor each tree removed 

>20" diometer or more thon four trees >12" in o single yeaî - up to inch for inch. 

Since the tree replacement requirements ore essentiolly the some f or oll Type A ond B permits (f or City, 
Street, and Privote Trees) they are consolidoted into one section. 

fn oddition to setting the reguired guontity of replocement trees, this s¿ction includes guidonce for the 
City Forester to use in determiningtheopproprioteguontity of trees or other types of mitigotion for 
permits thot trigger "up to inch for inch" mitigotion. 

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 

(4) 	 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 TreeReplacementRequirements. 
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 and*tantiftg¡Fund as specified in Subsection 8., or may waive or reduce the replacement 
requirement as specifìed in Subsection C. 

A. 	 Tree replacement specifications 

1. 	 Quantity. Specific tree replacement requirements are shown in Tables 40-2@-,40-3-åad 
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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Woivers 

This section olso outhorizes poyments in lieu of plonting to thø Treø PlontingandPreservotion Fund, ond the 
City Forester to odjust or wqive thetree replocement reguirement if the siteond odjoining street 
frontagearesufficiently plonted with trees, or to ovoíd undue burden on low income property owners, 
similon to previous Subsection 2O.42.1.OO B. It is onticipoted that the City Forester will develop 
odminístrotivø rules to estoblish whot guolifies os on unduø burden ond other guidonce for determining 
oppropriate mitigotion rotios. 

$"ffi4ri:*H
Revisions to Chapter 11.40 Code Text 

B. 	 Payment into Tree Plantinq and Preservation and-Ptan*ing 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 atea or site, the City Forester may require dlo¡# 
payrnent into the Tree planting and Preservation an¿-+lantinfFund instead of requiring 
replacement trees. Payment is based on the adopted fee schedule. 

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

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

2. 	 That the fulI mitigation required by this Chapter would impose an unreasonable burden 
on the applicant. 
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CHAPTER 1 1 .50
 

TREES IN DEVELOP,I^ENT SITUATIONS
 

This chapter serves as the Tree Title's developmenl review chopter. This chopter is intended to oddress 
boselin¿ tree preservotion ond plonting (tree density) on sites qnd in the streets. The gool of the baseline 
preservotion reguirement ís to evoluote oll the existing trees f or purposes of retoining Trees to the 
extent practicoble, while providing sufficient f lexibility for oppliconts to meet other City development 

reguirements. When preservotion is not or connot be met , mitigotion in the f orm of a payment Io the Tree 
Plonting ond Preservotion Fund is reguíred. 

Thetree dønsify reguirements ore intendød to ensure thot siles both with ond without øxisting frees will 
hove odeguotetree conopy ofter completion of the devølopmønt project. Tree densíty is o function of 
credifs eorned by plonting o mixture of smoll, medium or large conopy sizetrees, credits for prøserving 
heolthy non-nuisonce species trees, ond where there is inodeguote room on o site to preserve or plont, 
credit is earned by poying afeein lieu of plonting the reguired numb¿r of trees so thqt trees canbe 
plonfed or pteserved elsewhere in thø wofershed. 

When a Tree Plon is Reguired. 

Tree plons arereguired for o brood orroy of development situotions. Development permits include building 
permits, zoning permits, site development permits, public works permits ond copitol improvement projects. 
New building construction ond some additions/ olterotions wíll neød to show tree preservotion, profection 
and tree plonting. Demolitions os well os cleoring ond groding octivities ore íncluded os they will need to 
show tree preservotion, but ore not required to plont trees (os fhis will typicolly be addressed through o 

subseguent development permit). For sites where multiple permits or development phoses will occur. the 
initiol tree plon wíll continue fo govern tree removol on the site during the entire process. For qxamplø, on 

o site with 18 trees wherø demolition will occur. the "one-third" tree preservqtion stondord reguires thot 
ó trees be retoined. Subsequent construction must røtoin ot leqst ó trees (one third of the inítiol 18 

trees) os opposed to opplving onother "one third" preservotion reguirement to the ó remqining trees on 

the site. 

Development Impoct Areo Option for Large Sites ond Streets 

Applicants with projøcts on lorge sites (or are devøloping only in streøts) moy opt to use o development 
impoct areo. This ís intended to simplify the review process, by isoloting an aff ec'led area of a site from 
fhe remainder oÍ q site whích will be left undisturbed. This is helpful for large institutionol uses, 

compuses, industriol sifes, multi-phosed centers, etc.Tree presenvotion ond density reguirements ore 
based on the oreo inside the impoct area. Trees moy be plonted on other portions oÍ the site to occount 
f or development impoct areos where there ore no plonting opportunities. Poyments in lieu of plontíng ere 

Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 

CHAPTER 11.50 

TREES IN DEVELOPMENT SITUATIONS 

Sections: 
1 1.50.010 Purpose. 

11.50.æe020 When a Tree Plan is Required.
 
1 1.50.040CI30 Development Impact Area Option for Large Sites and Streets.
 
I 1.50.050040 Tree Preservation Standards.
 
I 1.50.060050 On-site Tree Density Standards.
 
1 1.50.060 Street Tree Plantinq Standards. 
11.50.070 Tree Plan Submittal Requirements.
 
I 1.50.080 Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emerqencv 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. 

ffhß section deleted.J 

1f.50.03O@ When a Tree Plan is Required. 
,4-.4 tree plan is required in conjunction with all development permits, unless the site or activity is 
exempt from Section 11.50.040 be+þ+Tree plreservation 
Densit)¡ Standards: and Section 1 1.50.060 Street Tree Planting Standards. 

Ifmultipledevelopmentpermitsarerequiredforadevelopment 
proposal, includine demolitions and subsequent construction. the same Tree Plan shall be included with 
each permit. For tree removal when no development permit is required or followine completion of the 
development oermit. see Chapter I 1.40. 

[Subsectíons B. and C. are deleted.J 

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 
beplantedtomeettreedensityrequirementelsewhereonthesite. 
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Tree Preservotíon Stondords 
These regulotíons qpply to oll trees within the City ond trøes on sites in the County Urbon Pocket Areos. 

Street 	Trees ore nof oddressød ín County Pockets. os these foll under the jurisdiction of the county 
engineer. Heritogø Trees ond other trees reguired to be preserved moy not be removed through the 
provisions of Title 11 Tre¿ Preservotion Stondords. os other processes arø reguired in these coses. 

However these trees if retoined mov be counted toward the required omount of prøservation. 

To ocknowledga the difficulty of designing oround ond protectínq existing trees on smoll sites ond sites 
with high omounts of building covøroqe, sites løs thon 5.000 sguore feet or with ot leost 85% existinq or 
proposed buildinq coveroqe ore exempt. Th¿ 85% fhreshold is consístent with building coveroge limits in 

porticulor zones. 

Exenptions. A number of exemptions from iheTree Preservotion Stondords ore listed, including situotions 
where the sfondords don't opply (trees ore smoller thon regulated size, or no ground disturbance will 
occur), preservotion is improcticol (smallsites ond sites with high building coverage),or tree preservafion 
hos olreody 6eenaddressed through o more intensive discretionory review process (lond use ond lond 

division reviews). fn oddition deod, dyinq, dongerous ond nuisonce species trees ore exempt to encouroge 

their removol. 

ProjectsonsitesmeetingtheHomesite@ffi9provisioninthetreepermiIchopter(Porogroph 
tl.4O.OzO 8.2.) are olso exempt. This section is intended to estoblish consistency with the Privqte Trøe 
Pørmit provisions thot opplv to guolifying homesites. Since tree removol on thesø sites is subject only to q 

Type A permit ond only for trees 20 or more inches in diometer. opplying the preservotion stondord to 
these sites would creote o disconnect belween the development ond non-development reloted 
reguirements. 	 "+ize 
thresheld then thedevelepment preservetíen stendards, fn edditien; ebsent develepment the reguleted 
trees en thesesites ere subjeet enly tee Type 4 pef,mit; requiring repleeement with enoÌher tree: The 
irnbeleneebetween the reguletiens prier te end during d€velepment weslC ererte e leephele whereby 

These 
sites ore still subjøct lo tree density stondords, which provide qn incentive to retoin existing trees ond 

require plonting of qddilionol trees if suff icien'l tree conopy is not mointoined. 
Additionolly. in light of lhe lond supply issues roised by the LUBA remond of the North Reoch River Plon. 

portions of sifes ín fndustríol. Emplovment, ond Commerciol zon¿s where thøre ore no current londscapø 

oreo requiremenfs orø exempt. Stoff will return to the City Council for odditíonql discussion and 

evaluotions os to whether to retoin this exemption once these issues hove been oddressed or resolved. 

11.50.950@ Tree Preservation Standards. 

À	 Where these rezulations aoplv. 

t 	 Except when exempted b]¡ Subsection B. below. this section applies to trees within the 

Cit)¡ of Portland and trees on sites within the Countv Urban Pocket Areas in the 

followine situations: 
a. 	 On sites. Development activities with eround disturbance where there are Private 

Trees 12 or more inches in diameter and/or Citv Trees 6 or more inches in 
diameter and the site: 
(l) is 5.000 square feet or lareer in area: and
 

12) has existine or proposed building coverase less than 85olo 9096.
 

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

fxqi ins-ne-Street Trees 3 or more inches in 
diameter. 

Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved through a land use condition ofL 
approval or tree preservation plan cannot be removed using the provisions in this 
Chapter, but may be counted toward the fellerxing tree preservation requirementsp¡f.¡iþþ 
Section. 

B.Exemptions'Thefollowingareexemptfromthetreepreservationstandards@' 

1. 	 On ærtions otsites located within an IH. IGl. 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 

Dwellinq Base Zone. and is currently developed with one or two familv development. 

deveto ision-in 
^tready@ 

3. 	 Trees that are dead, dying, dangerous, or a nuisance species, as documented in a Tree 

Plan per Subsection 1 1.50.070 B. These are subtracted from the total number of trees to 

be addressed by the standards. 

4.Treesexemptedfromthisstandardbyalandusedecision. 

e, Existing er proposedbuilding eeverage is at least 90 pereent; 

5.TreepreservationrequirementsappI@@alanddivisionor 
planned development review under Title 33, Planning and Zoning and the requirements 

ofthat review are still in effect. 
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Requirenent. Privote -frees ore subjecl to preserving one-third359" of oll eligible frees on the sife. This is q non­

discretionory, clear ond objective stondard. If The reguirement con not be met, then mitigotion in the form of o 

poyment in lieu to the Tree Plonting qnd Preservotion Fund is required, The poyment will cover the City's cosl to plonf 

ond estoblish two'trees for each tree removed in excess of thot ollowed by the stondord to offset the loss of the 
estoblished tree and the time log f or new 'frees to provide benef its. Certain smqller size (slower growing) notive trees 
between 6 and t2 inches ore olso excluded from lhe initiol count of trees on the site, but moy be preserved lo rneet 
the one-third35% reguirement os on oddilionql incentive to retoin these ecologicolly importanT trees. 

The Citywide Tree Projecf recommends thot the notive tree incentive be monitored for its effectiveness qnd use. to 
delermine if odditionol frees should be odded Ìo the list (such as evergreens or other non-notive non-nuisqnce Irees) 
or the provision removed from the code. 

For Street ond City Trees, the clear ond objective stondords thol opply to Privote Trees are reploced by o 

reguirement to consult wifh the City Foresler if tree removol is onticipoted. Thø purpose of eorly consultotion with 
the City Forester on CIP ond Public Works projects is to identify signif icont streel or city trees thot should be 

retained ond prolected if possible during the projøct. This moy meon idenÌif ying detailed protecf ion meosures or in 

some coses, ohering o project design to occommodote retention of the tree (considering the cost qnd volue of the 
design chonge). This is olso Forestry's opportunity to ensure odeguote spoce is plonned for'lree plonting ond lhot 
oppropriote lrees will be selected. The intention is thot this occurs bef ore oll the deloiled engineering decisions ond 

cost olternqtives hove been considered, since chonges ot thís poinl ore cumbersome ond more expønsive, ond thus less 

likely to be occomplished. The Foresler will require one tree To be plonted to replace any tree ó inches or more in 

diqmeter.Thisreplocementreguirementisinodditiontoonyreguiredtreedensityplontings. Treesmoybeplontedon 
the site, in lhe street , or elsewhere in the wofershed. 

Preservotion Exomple for o site wíth portiol envíronmentol overloy zonang 

i 
EN Resource and Transition Area; these 

trees (6" and larger) are also reviewed 
against the EN regulations in 33.430 

There is one6-12 inch Garry oak native. 

TREE PRESERVATION CALCULATION EXAMPLE 
Total trees ã2"on site: 8 trees 
dead, dangerous, diseased or nuisance: 
subject to preservation standard: 

- 2 trees 
:6 trees 

One-third required preservation: =2 trees 
Applicant can meet standard by preserving the native tree 
and one other ä2" tree. 

Street 

For street improvement projecfs where the right of way is only portiolly improved or is completely 
unimproved, o reduced mitigotion requírement is proposed. This emerged from concerns roised by the 
Plonning Commissíon, in port to recognize the constroinfs of designing within restricted width rights of 
woy, thof these oreos moy include large numbers oÍ Irees, the relotive lock of qvoiloble plonting spoces 

sfter a street improvement is completed, and the odditionol cost of mitigotion on top of '¡he public 
improvement cost. fn these cases, replacement is only required f or trees L2 inches ond lorger, ond trees 
planled to møet Street Tree density con be used toword the replocement reguirement. 

ä,ffi-4H*ffi 
Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 

in 
diame+er, 

+Ç, 	Tree Preservation Requirement 

nytreeSpreSerVedshallbeprotectedinaccordancewith 
the specifications in Section I 1.60.030 

t 	 Private Trees. 

*9. 	 Tree-Retention. An applicant shall preserve and protect at least one-third (%) 35 
p€r€€nt 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 t2 inches in diameter that are documented 
in a report prepared by an arborist or landscape professional to be Garry Oak 
(Ouercus garryana), Pacific Madrone lArbutus menziesii), Pacific Yew (Taxus 

brevifolia), Ponderosa Pine (Pinus ponderosa), or Western Flowering Dogwood 
lCornus nuttallii) species are not included in the total count of trees on the site 

but may be used toward meeting the 3Spereent preservation standard. 

?þ.	 Mitigation. For each tree removed below the one-third (%) g5-p€r€€n+ 

requirement, payment to the Tree !!g4¡[4g pr€s€fftti€n and E¡gservation 
Plan+mg Fund is required equivalent to the cost of two trees. See Section 
I 1 .15.010. 

Ï,L	 City and Street Trees. 

44	 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 pu{pose of this 
consultation is to identiff 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. 

?Þ.	 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 l!gn!!gg Pr€õ€rv++i€a and Preservation Plaa+iry Fund. The City 
Forester may reduce or waive the mitigation requirements. 
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On-Site Tree Þensity Stondords 
These regulotions opply to oll sites within the City of Portlond ond sites in the County Urbon Pocket Areas. 

Exemptions,A number of exemptions from thetree density stondards ore listed. Demolition ond Site 
Development permits are excluded since these cre typicolly undertoken in preporotion for subseguent 
building permits. Zoning Permits are excluded since they include o wide range of projects where'treø 
plonting is not relevant or is olreody oddressed (f ences, drivewoys, porkíng lot strípíng, ¿nvironmentol plon 
checks, etc.) Smoll oddítions ond some olterations ore exempt since these smoller projects would likely 
trigger o disproportionote need to plont many treøs on o site. The olterotíon thresholds ore odopted from 
existíng fhresholds in Títle 33 €+id+itl€+O. Porticulor uses ond sites in particulor oreos ore olso exempt 
os the tree planting is generally inconsistent or would interferewith the use. Additionollv, in light of the 
land supply issues roisød by the LUBA remond of the Norfh Reoch River Plon. portions of sites in 
fndustriol. EqPloyment. ond Commerciol zones where there ore no current londscope oreo requirements 
ore øxempf. Stqff will return to the Citv Council for odditionol discussion and evoluotions os lo whether to 
retoin this exemption once these issues hove been oddressed or resolved. 

Projects thot exceed o certoin project voluø threshold must upgrcde vorious elements of their site if not 
olreody in conformonce.Title 33 estoblishøs ond odjusfs this threshold onnuolly (currently $137.650). Thø 
upgrodes ore copped at IO% (unless def erred, in which cose full upgrcdes are required). These elements 
ore in o non prioritized list including bike porking, pedestrion connections, londscaping upgrodes in porking 
lots ond elsewhere on site. Tree density is being odded to this list. 

gw4,Ti wP, 
Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 

a,(Ð 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. 

b.(Ð 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. 

I 1.50.06095!Q4;þTree Density Standards. 
A Where these Rezulations Applv. This Section applies to sites within the City of Portland and the 

Countv Urban Pocket Areas. Unless exempted in section 1 1.50.050 B. the followinq are subject 
to the On-Site Tree Densitv Standards: 

1. 	 New Development: 

2. 	 Exterior alterations to existinq development: 

3. 	 Additions in excess of 200 square feet to sinqle dwelling development. 

& 	 Exemotions. The fellerving are exernpt freg' the-tree density standards 

1.	 The followine development activities are exempt from the on-site tree densit)¡ 
standards:asseei : 

d, 	 r|dditiens less than 200 square feet in s;ze; 

¿ttteratiens(l) tess tha 
Additions or exterior alterations to existing 

development with a proiect valuation less than the non-conforming upgrade 
threshold noted estabtished in Title 33, Planning and Zoning.-Titl.+#|-Planni*g 

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

The site is y¿!!þin the Portland International Airport Plan District-or.lCasca<þ 
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. IGl. EX. CX. CS. or CM zone.4 
Work conducted under a-Demolition Permi4s, b.-Site Development Pemits, qe.. 
Zoning Permits. 
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CO^^,14ENTARY	 Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 
On-site 	Tree Density Requiremenf: 

Tree Density is intended to represent o combinalion of trees preserved ond plonted in order To reqch a cerlain level 
of tree conopy on the sile in a2Qyear time horizon. Siles with o lot of trees ore oworded credits for retoining the 
existing trees ond odditionol Trees moy not be needed 'to meet lree density. Sites without trees will not be required to 
milígote for tree removol but more plonting is required to meet the bqse tree density reguirement. fn suppont oÍ the 
City's development gools, building cove..sge qreo moy be subtrocted from the eguotion to determine the omount of 
trees required to be on o site. This opprooch is intended to moke opplicotion of lhese stondords more equiloble 
between sites with trees ond sites without trees, with the ultimote objective of reoching the some desired omount of 
tree conopy on the site over lime. With this system in ploce, the City should ottain the projected goal f or Iree canopy 

os it develops ond redevelops over time, while the replocement reguirements of the non-development tree permits 
ensurø thqt the conopy is sustoined. 

The Urbon Forest Monogement Plon (UFMP) sels objectives for conopy torgets in different Urbon Lond Environments 
(ULE's). Conopy cover is lhe proportíon of on area,whenviewed from obove thot is occupied by tree crowns. Conopy 

cover is one importont indicotor of the guontíty ond heolth of the urbon forest, but it is difficult to use conopy os o 

metric to evqluole or monoge the impocts of proposed development on o site by site bosis. Conopy is olso o diff icult 
stondord to odminister for the purposes of plonting trees, since new trees toke yeors (15-20 yeors) to reoch lheir 
moture conopy potentiol. However, by colculoting ond projec'ling tree growth rotes, o proxy hos been developed 'to 

eguole conopy cover to numbers of smoll, m¿dium, ond large trees. For exomple, occording to the UFMP, to ottoin 
conopy cover of 35-40%,1-2lorgetrees,2-3 medium trees,or 5-ó smolltrees must be plonted for a6,2OO sguore 

foot site. The required densily of trees is bosed on on ossumed overage 20 yeor growth window for these lrees. 

îhe tree density stondords in this chopter hsve been estoblished in light of the city's int¿nded development gools for 
certoin types of developmenl ond the Urbon Forest Monogement Plqn ULE's, so they ore not specif ic to specif ic bose 

zones but rother to lhe type of development thot occurs (for exomple residentiol development moy occur in 

commerciol zones, commerciol development moy occur in industriol or employment zones). 

Applying On-site Tree Density ond Street Tree reguirements 

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

SITE TREE DENSITY CALCULATION EXAMPLE 
DevelopmentType: Multi-dwellingresidential 
Total site size: 12,000 s.f. 

Required Tree Area (applicant's choice)
 
Option A: Subtract building coverage: 8,000 s.f.
 
Requires 8 large. l6 medium. or 27 small canopv trees.
 

Option B: 20% of site: 2,400 s.[
 
Requires 3 laree. 5 medium. or 8 srnall canopv trees.
 

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

Two additional medium canopy trees arè planted 
to meet tree density. 

Street Trees, generally spaced at 25' on center, Street 
are required unless planting space is unavailable. 

2. 	 Sites with the followins primary uses are exemot from the on-site tree densitv standards: 
inË 

b, The site is primarily develeped rvith ene ef the follewing uses: 

(1)a. Railroad Yards; 

(Ðb. Waste Related; 

(3)c. Agriculture; 

(4)d. Aviation and Surface Passenger Terminals; 

(5)e. DetentionFacilities; 

(6)f. Mining; 

(Ðg. Radio Frequency Transmission Facilities; or 

(Ðh. Rail Lines and Utility Corridors; 

Aç¡ 	 On-site Tree Densitv Requirement.@Planting on sites shall meet +he City 
specifications and standards in Chapter I 1.60 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 Aoplicants may choose Option A or Option B 
for calculating required tree area except only Option B m 
to a "Development Impact Area". 
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CO^^,î^ENTARY	 Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 

able 50-l Determinins Reouired I'ree Area 

Site area minus building
One and Two Family	 40 percent of site g¡ 

coverage of existing and
Residential dsyslq!¡¡r9¡ú-¡¡rB!!9! area

proposed development 

Site area minus buildingMulti Dwelling	 20 percent of site g¡ 
coverage of existing and

Residential	 dælspry!ú¡g@! area
proposed development 

Site area minus building
CommerciaVOffice/	 I 5 percent of site g¡ 

coverage of existing and
Retail./Mixed Use	 .dqslqp4g!ûlq@J area

proposed development 

Site area minus building l0 percent ofsite g¡
Industrial	 coverage of existing and @@Li!q@!areaproposed development 

Site area minus building 35-þ percent ofsite q¡
Institutional coverage of existing and 

dgvs!sp!¡r9¡¡!-!¡qpÍ!g! area
proposed development 

Site area minus building 
25 percent ofsite g¡

Other	 coverage of existing and 
dgJslq!:@irsæ9! area

proposed development 

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

Table 50-2 
Tree €redits and Minimum ¡\rea Requirements 

Tree Density Credits. Tree density moy be ochieved through plonting, preservotion, or poyments to the 
Treø PlontíngandPreservafion Fund in lieu of plonting irees. Th¿ number of trees willvory bosed on the Refer to Chapter 1 1.60, Technical Specifications, to calculate tree canopy size 
ossumed conopy areo f or lorge, medium, ond smoll trees when they reoch moturity. Since lorger growing categories. When the canopy size category of the tree species is not or cannot be 
trees encomposs so much more conopy oreq thon smoll frøes,Íewer of thesetreøs are reguired to meet determined, the tree will be considered a small ggggp¡1tree. 
the plonting stondord. This olso serves os on incentive to plont larger growing trees. Since the relative 
cost of purchosing ond planting q "smoll conopy" free versus o "lorge conopy" treeare essentiolly the same, e3. Tree Density Credits 
it is more cost effective to plont fewer lorge conopy trees. Recognizing thot lorge trees don't moke sense 
in every situotion, the requirement remoins f lexible to ollow ony combinotion of tree canopy sizes provided I. Trees planted te meet ether requirements, Trees planted on site to meet any 
the overoll tree density is met for the site. The opplicont moy olso pay af ee in lieu of plonting when required stormwater or other landscaping requirement may be counted toward 
plonting 	on site is not practicol or desired. the On-site tree density requirements. 

+þ¡	 Trees that are retained and protected, including trees preserved per Section 
1 1.50.059040, nãy be credited as follows: 
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Tree Density Credits (confinued) 

Additionol f løxibility is provided for smoll sites (<3,000 sguorø føet) to møøt thø on-site tree density 
reguirement. For these sifes. streøt trees thot ore plonted or retoined olong the site frontoqe may olso bø 

counted toword the on-site tree dønsity requirement. This ocknowledæs the constroints of plontíng trees 
on these smoller sites. 

Street 	Tree Planting Sfandards 

While thedevelopment-relotedtree regulotions opply to the incorporoted County Urbon Pocket Areas,the 
County Enginøer retoins jurisdiction over 'fhe county roods. Theref ore, th¿ Street Treø related 
preservotion ond plonting requirements do not apply. The upgrode requirements for street trees are 
tríggered ot o $25,000 threshold (some os the previous threshold in Chopter 20.40). Generally, the costs 
for upgroding o site frontage to include slreet trees is proportionofe to the projøct volue, however,to 
oddness disproportionote cost concerns, a provision hos beenadded to cop the øxpenseof thestreet tree 
upgrode to LO% of the project volue. This willoddrøss sites with long frontogeswhen o smoll project is 

proposed on the sitø. 

Exemptions. For public streets within the City, tree plonting is exempt when street |ree plonting areas are 
not being affected (such os o woterline project in the center of the street), or when there are no 

ovoiloble slreet tree plonting spoces. Note thot thø Foresler moy still reguire the creotion ol tree wells 
or the widening of o portion of o plontør strip fo occommodotetrees,whenlhere is odøguote room to do 

so. 

The street tree plonting reguirøment is odoptød from existing Title 20.4O reguirements. Howevør, the 
Title 11 røquirement provides o specified guontity of street trøes of onetree per eoch full increment of 
25 f eet of street f rontage. Smoller or larger trees moy be utilized depending on the size of the plonter 
strip ond thepresence or lock of other constroints. This stqndard estoblishes the expectotion for street 
tree plonting, ensuring thot thøy ore considøred olong with ofher competing reguirements for use of the 
right of woy, rothør thon ot the end when identifying whot room is lef'l over to plont Irees. Flexibility is 

still provided should plonfing not be possible, os o poyment in lieu of plonting moy be mode. 

For projects affecting greater thon 200 linear feet, consultotion with the City Forester is reguired to 
estoblish the tofol reguirednew street |rees, bqsed on o more guolitotive ossessment to "moximize" the 
number of street trees os oppropriote to the situotion. 

For lond divisions, street tree plonting moy be def erred until the building permit stoge for eoch lot. The 
City Forester moy determine whether thetrees olong these frontoges will be plonted bosed on o moster 
improvements plan for theentire project frontage or bosed on eoch individuolsite frontoge,as port of 
the lond division revtew (see Chapter 33.630) 

å $45 ffffi 
Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text 

a-.(!)	 Trees between 1.5 and less than 6 inches in diameter count as one small 
canopy size tree. 

w{21	 Trees 6 or more inches in diameter count as one medium canopy size tree 
for each full increment of 6 diameter inches. 

3s,	 Pa¡mrents-made in lieu of planting te the Tree Fnrd, The applicant may pay a 

fee to the Tree Plantine and Preservation Fund per Section 1 1.15.010 equivalent 
to the cost of plantine and establishine one 1.5" caliper tree. The fee per tree 
shall be credited at a rate of one medium canopv size tree.frer-tree-which-is 

d.	 On sites less than or equal to 3.000 square feet. healthv non-nuisance species 
trees planted or retained in the street plantins strip may be credited as described 
in this Subsection. 

11.50.060 Street Tree Plantins Standards 

À	 Where these Rezulations Aoplv. 

t 	 This Section applies to orojects within or frontine on any City-owned or -managed 

streets. 

& 	 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. 

& Exemotions. The followinq are exempt from the Street Tree plantinq standards of this Section: 

1. 	 Development activities associated with the followine: 

a, 	 Additions, alterations, repair or new construction where the project value is less 

than $25,000; 

2þ. 	The develepmen+ activity is limited to the street, and does not modify or create 
sidewalks. tree wells, or tree planting areas.; or 

c. 	 Demolition Permits 

2. 	 Where physical constraints preclude meeting the Street Tree plantins d€nsi+y 
requirement because: 

r. 	 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. 
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Tree Plon Submittol Reguirements 
Tree plons reflect the full occounting for trees on a development site (preservotion, protection, ond 

plonting). This informotion moy be shown on on independent plon sheet or combined with oÌher ínformotion 
on other plon sheets (like o cleoring ond groding or o londscope plon). 

The Tree Plon must show existing tree inf ormotion in order to ossess whether the preservotion ond 

protecfion requirements ore being met. Thereareseveral distinctions for differently situated trees. For 
on site trees, oll trees 6 inches or more in diometer must be shown, unless the site is lorge ond the 
opplicont specifies o "development impoct orea." In this cose, only thetrees within the impoct oreoond 
extending 25 feet beyond the ímpoct oreo must be shown. This 25 foot buffør is intended to ensur¿ thot 
larger trees outside the impact area receive sufficient root protection. 

For trees in the street, oll trees 3 inches in diometer ond lorger must be shown. For street projects not 
ossocioted with an odjocent sítø, identif icof ion of '¡rees within L5 f eet of the development impocl is 

reguired. A lesser distonce is reguired in the street since tree roots ore olready eilher offected or 
protected by virtue of the povement.) To oddress trees outside the right of woy, for City projects the 
City Forester or project orborist moy wolk the project olignment ond indentify the potentíolly affecled 
lrees f hot must be shown on the Tree Plon. The project design engineer will work with the Forøster to 
minimize ony impocts. 

Development fmpoct Area: 
On site: show oll >ó" show qll >6" treeshere... 
'frees here. 

fn street: show oll 23" 

trees here. 

Street Project 
On odjocent properties, show ¿ó"

Areo: show oll trees, or os idenÌif ied by City 
¿3" 'trees here Forester or oroiect orborist. 

Revisions to Chapter 11.50 Code Text	 åffi4Hã1 ffi 

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 I 1.60 and the following: 

1. 	 One Street Tree shall be planted or retained for each full increment of 25linear 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; 

t	 Proposed alterations including structures, impervious area, grading, and utilities; 

3.	 Existing trees: 

Trees on the site. Indicate the location and the diameter size of:^. 
(1)	 Any Heritage Trees and trees required to be preserved as part of a 

condition of land use approval. These shall be clearly labeled. 

(2)	 All trees completely or partially on the site that are at least 6 inches in 
diameter. 
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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 1 1.50.070, 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 arca adjacent to the development site or 
development impact area, indicate the location and the diameter size of: 

(1) 	 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 1 1.50.070, shall identify trees 3 or more inches in diameter inside 
and 15 feet beyond the edge of the development impact area. 

When the l5 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 1 1.60 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 1 1.60. 

B. Narrative requirements 

1. 	 If altemative tree protection measures are proposed, documentation addressing 
the requirements in Section I 1.60.030, Tree Protection, shall be included. 
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",	 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. 

4, 	 When remevirg 5 or-mere-kees-en * site with an average slepe ef at least 20 pereent; 

fellirg and reeF grubbing eperatiens, The repert shall-be in aeeerdanee with ehapter 
Chonges to on Approved Tree Plon ond Emerqency Tree Removol 243+ 

This section states thot chonges moy occur during the courseof a development project, but thot ony such 
1r.s0.080 Changes to Approved Tree Plans and Emersencv Tree Removal.chonge will be reviewed ogoinst therequirements of this chopter to determinøwhelher alterna'letree 

preservcfion,tree plonting or odditíonol poyment is reguíred. 
A.	 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 

Provisions ore included to oddress necessory emergency tree work. Similor 'fo emergency work thot is a revision to the approved development permit. Any proposed revisions to the Tree Plan will be 

ollowed when no developmanf is occurríng (Chopter 11.40), oppliccnts must submit informotion within 7 approved upon demonstrating the applicable tree preservation and density standards are met. 

doys to document the emergency. Additionolly, the Tree Plon must be modif ied if tree to bø preserved ond When development activity has already commenced on the site and the applicant is proposing to 

protected wos removed. 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. 

B.	 Emergency Tree Pruning or Removal. Emergency pruning or removal of trees is regulated by 
this chapter as follows: 

l.	 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. 

)	 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 I 1.70. 
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