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TREE COMMISSION AGENDA 
January 5, 2017 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER   

6:00 p.m. in the Siskiyou Room of the Community Development and Engineering Services 
Building located at 51 Winburn Way. 

 
II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES   

Approval of December 8, 2016 meeting minutes.   
 

III. ANNOUNCEMENTS & LIAISON REPORTS 

 City Council Liaison 

 Parks & Recreation Liaison 

 Community Development Liaison 
 

IV. PUBLIC FORUM  
Welcome Guests 

 
V. TYPE I REVIEWS 

PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02329         
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  852 Cypress Point Loop 
OWNER/APPLICANT:   Kennedy Thomas B IV & Carolyn L Rev Living Trust 
DESCRIPTION:     A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove two non‐hazard 
trees from a vacant, residentially‐zoned lot to allow for the construction of a single‐family 
home. The applicant was recently granted approval to remove one tree from the lot and 
now requests additional removals to meet the City of Ashland’s Solar Access Ordinance 
(AMC 18.4.8) and to allow for the installation of photo‐voltaic panels on the southern side 
of the proposed home. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Single‐Family Residential; 
ZONING: R‐1‐10; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 13 CB; TAX LOT #: 1300 

PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02347   
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  488 North Main Street 
OWNER/APPLICANT: Mike Lisk/Rogue Planning & Development 
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  a  Tree  Removal  Permit  to  remove  a  49  ½‐inch 
diameter at breast height  (d.b.h.) Black Walnut Tree which straddles the property  line 
between 488 North Main  Street and  the adjacent  vacant property at  the  corner.   An 
arborist has assessed the tree as having Thousand Cankers Disease, and has identified the 
presence of Walnut Twig Beetle.  The arborist notes staining of the trunk, dieback in the 
canopy and a history of branch failure, and finds the tree poses a hazard to other walnut 
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trees in the area and to people and property in the immediate vicinity.   COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E‐1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 05DA; TAX LOT 
#: 3500 & 3600 
 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02095       
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  563 Rock Street 
APPLICANT:    Advantage Building & Design 
OWNER:    Michael & Maxine McNab 
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  a  Site  Design  Review  to  allow  for  the 
construction of a 990 square  foot second dwelling unit at 563 Rock Street. The 
project  involves  restoring  the  existing  historic  contributing  residence  and  the 
construction  of  a  new  second  dwelling  unit  located  off  of Maple  Street.  The 
proposal also requests an Exception to Site Development and Design Standards to 
allow for a parking buffer less than eight feet from a residential structure. Seven 
non‐hazardous trees are proposed for removal from the subject property as part 
of the application. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multiple‐
Family Residential; ZONING: R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 05 DA; TAX LOT: 5200. 

 
VI. TYPE II REVIEWS 

 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐01894       
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  1651 Ashland Street 
OWNER/APPLICANT: Rogue Credit Union/Kistler, Small & White Architects, LL    
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  Site Design Review approval  to  construct  a 4,508 
square foot, single‐story credit union building with drive‐up window as part of the phased 
development of the properties located at 1651 Ashland Street.  Also included are requests 
for a Property Line Adjustment and a Tree Removal Permit to remove eight of the site’s 
24 trees.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Commercial; ZONING: C‐1; ASSESSOR’S 
MAP: 39 1E 10DC; TAX LOT #: 8700 & 9201     

 
VII. DISCUSSION 

 
Open discussion 

   
VIII. ADJOURNMENT  
 
Next Meeting:  February 9, 2016 
 



DRAFT TREE COMMISSION MINUTES 
December 8, 2016 

 
CALL TO ORDER   
Chair  Christopher  John  called  the meeting  to  order  at  6:00  pm  in  the  Siskiyou  Room  of  the  Community 
Development and Engineering Services Building located at 51 Winburn Way. 
  

Commissioners Present: Council Liaison:

Maureen Batistella  Carol Voisin, absent

Mike Oxendine 

Asa Cates  Parks Liaison:

Christopher John  Peter Baughman, absent

Casey Roland 

Commissioners Absent: Staff Present:

Russell Neff  Cory Darrow, Assistant Planner 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES   
Oxendine/Batistella m/s to approve the minutes of November 3, 2016 Tree Commission meeting. Voice Vote: 
All ayes, motion passed unanimously. 
 
PUBLIC FORUM 
No audience members spoke. 
 
TYPE I REVIEWS 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02103           
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  133 Alida Street 
OWNER/APPLICANT:  Mike and Karen Mallory, trustees for the Mallory Revocable Trust  
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  Site  Design  Review  approval  to  construct  a  417  square  foot  Accessory 
Residential Unit for the property located at 133 Alida Street. The application includes requests for Exception 
to  the Site Development and Design Standards  for  the placement and  screening of parking  relative  to  the 
Accessory Residential Unit.  (The proposal is based upon designation of Alida Street as the front lot line which 
is consistent with the established orientation of the historic contributing “James A. & Viola Youngs” house on 
the  property.)COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  DESIGNATION:  Low  Density Multi‐Family  Residential;  ZONING:  R‐2; 
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09DA; TAX LOT #: 3300. 
 
Darrow gave a staff report explaining the Commission is looking at the Tree Protection Plan.  
 
Applicants Mike and Karen Mallory and  Landscape Architect Kerry KenCairn 545 A Street were present  to 
answer questions and explain the proposal.   Ms. KenCairn expressed the concern of the applicants to preserve 
all the trees on site.   
 
After a brief discussion the Commissioners made the following motion. 
 
Oxendine/Batistella m/s to approve the tree protection as presented.  Voice Vote:  Batistella, Oxendine, John, 
Cates approved, Roland opposed.  Motion passed.   



 
 

PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02017   
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  565 Allison Street 
APPLICANT:    Randy Ellison  
DESCRIPTION:     This application requests a Tree Removal Permit to remove and replace two dying Birch trees 
from a six‐unit multi‐family property. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Multi‐family Residential; ZONING: 
R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 DB TAX LOT: 230.  
 
Darrow gave his staff report explaining that there was a mistake on the noticing and this application is actually 
for one split trunk tree rather than two separate trees.   
 
Applicant  Randy  Ellison,  305  Liberty  Street  was  present  to  answer  questions  and  explain  why  they  are 
requesting to remove the tree. The tree has been continually dying and will be mitigated with a deciduous tree.   
 
John/Oxendine m/s to approve the application as presented.  Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion passed.  
 
Allan Sandler arrived late to the meeting and missed the public forum time on the agenda.  He asked the Chair 
for permission to speak for three minutes.  The Chair, Christopher John, agreed he could speak for a brief period 
of time.   
 
Mr. Sandler explained he has two trees in front of the Old Mason Building located at 25 North Main that will 
be coming out with the future construction of a new balcony off of the Granite Tap House.  Mr. Sandler asked 
the Commissioners for their recommendation of what trees to plant in their place.   
 
Commissioner Roland expressed his disapproval of what he felt was the topping of those trees prior to the 
approval  of  their  removal.    Roland  appeared  to  lose  his  composure  and  began  to  insult  Mr.  Sandler 
“challenging” him to meet in the parking lot.  At that point the other Commissioners told Mr. Sandler to choose 
a tree from the Street Tree Guide. A physical altercation nearly broke out but the Commissioners and applicants 
were able to intervene. 
 
The Commissioners acknowledged Roland’s behavior was not acceptable and at one point asking him to leave 
the meeting.  Roland did not leave and the meeting continued.  

 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02086                     
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  801 Ashland Street 
APPLICANT:    Rogue Real Estate 
OWNER:    Bobwig Limited LLC 
DESCRIPTION:    This is a request to remove two hazardous Calocedrus Decurrens trees from the multi‐family 
property at 801 Ashland Street. According to the arborist report both trees are damaging retaining walls which 
support  foundation and  structure of nearby buildings.  In addition,  the  trunks of  the  trees are  touching  the 
structures  eaves  damaging  the  building.COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  DESIGNATION:  Single‐Family  Residential; 
ZONING: R‐1‐7.5; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 DC TAX LOT: 10200.  
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit.  The Commissioners agreed this application was pretty straight forward 
and removal seemed appropriate. 
 
Oxendine/Cates m/s to approve the application as presented.  Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion passed.   
 
 



PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02212                    
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  549 East Main Street 
APPLICANT:    Len Gotshalk  
DESCRIPTION:    This application proposes to remove one potentially‐hazardous Walnut tree and mitigate the 
removal with a Raywood Ash or similar species. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Multi‐family Residential; 
ZONING: R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 AC TAX LOT: 6100. 
 
Darrow gave a staff report explaining the application says the Walnut tree encroaches on overhead wires and is 
lifting the foundation causing damage to the structure and driveway area. 
 
Applicant Len Gotshalk, 1200 Butler Creek Rd explained why he wanted to remove the tree.  He stated the tree 
was not planted but most likely a volunteer.  Mr. Gotshalk also pointed out he had to repair the sewer line a 
couple of weeks ago due to the roots of the tree. 
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit. 
 
The Commissioners recommended mitigating with something other than a Raywood Ash in order to avoid more 
problems down the road.  A Maple or Oak was suggested as well as planting the new tree further away from the 
house. 
 
Batistella/John m/s to accept the proposal as stated.  Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion passed. 
 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02026       
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  602 Glenwood Drive 
APPLICANT:    Yanneka De La Mater 
OWNER:    Boisvert Trust 
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for a Site Design Review  to allow  for  the  conversion of a portion of an existing 
residence to an Accessory Residential Unit (ARU) on the subject property. The proposed dwelling unit will be 
located entirely within the existing buildings footprint and will not require any exterior modifications. 
COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN DESIGNATION:  Single‐Family  Residential;  ZONING:  R‐1‐7.5; ASSESSOR’S MAP:  39  1E 
16AA; TAX LOTS: 600 & 700. 
 
Darrow  gave  his  staff  report  explaining  that with  this  application  no  trees  are  proposed  for  removal.    The 
Commissioners just need to review the tree protection plan. 
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit. 
 
Applicant  Yanneka  De  La Mater  reviewed  her  plan  with  the  Commissioners. Ms.  De  La Mater  submitted 
additional information.  See exhibit C.  © 
Batistella/John m/s to approve the application with no concerns.  Voice Vote:  Batistella, Cates, John, and Oxendine 
approved, Roland opposed, motion passed. 
 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐01890                  
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  662 South Mountain Avenue 
APPLICANT:    Amy Gunter/Rogue Planning & Development Services 
DESCRIPTION:     This is a request to remove four non‐hazardous Pondarosa Pine trees greater than 18‐inches 
in diameter at breast height on a vacant property located at 662 South Mountain Avenue. 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Single‐Family Residential; ZONING: R‐1‐7.5; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 16 
AA TAX LOT: 9001. 
 



Chair John, recused himself.   
 
Darrow gave a staff report.  This application was reviewed by the Tree Commission last month at which time the 
Commission asked the applicant to mark the trees on site and submit additional information.   
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit. 
 
Property owner Gil Livni, 2532 Old Mill Ashland, was present to answer questions and explain the application. 
 
Batistella/Cates m/s to accept the petition to remove the five trees #2, 3, 4, 5 and 7 with the request that these 
removals be mitigated by at least ten conifers further that a continuous wall of tree protection fencing is installed 
to isolate the building footprint wrapping the trees along the Southern property line including tree X and tree #1.  
Additional fencing to protect tree #6 in the Northwest corner of the three conifers at the Northeast corner on Fern. 
 
Cates made an amendment.  That four inches of bark chips be placed around the remaining trees to the building 
footprint  before  the  fencing  is  installed.    Also  recommend  following  Southern  Oregon  Tree  Cares  report  with 
concern about protecting the remaining trees.  Batistella seconded the amendment. 
Voice Vote:  Batistella and Cates approved, Roland and Oxendine opposed.  Motion did not carry.        
 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02104                  
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  183 West Nevada Street 
APPLICANT:    Barb Barasa  
DESCRIPTION:     This application requests Site Design Review approval to allow for a conversion of the garage 
into a 538 sq. ft. Accessory Residential Unit. The application also includes a request for an exception to street 
standards  to not  install  city  standard  sidewalks  trees  and  a  request  for  an exception  to provide mesh  tree 
protection fencing  instead of chain  link. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Single‐family; ZONING: R‐1‐5; 
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 04 BC TAX LOT: 2300. 
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit. 
 
Darrow reported no trees are proposed for removal but tree protection is required.  The applicant is requesting 
to use mesh fencing instead of chain link as the tree to be protected is away from the construction site.   
 
Property owner, Barb Barasa, 183 W Nevada was present  to answer questions.   She mentioned one of  the 
reasons she did not want to do the chain link fence was the expense of it.   
 
Roland made a motion to deny the use of poly fencing and require a chain link fence and he will absorb the cost.  
The motion was not seconded. 
 
Roland/Oxendine m/s to approve the tree protection plan but not allowing the mesh.  Voice Vote:  Cates, John, 
Batistella opposed, Roland, Oxendine approved.  Motion did not carry.  
 
John/Cates m/s to accept tree protection plan as proposed.  Voice Vote:  Batistella, John, Cates approved, Roland 
Oxendine opposed.  Motion passed.   
 
PLANNING ACTION:    PA‐2016‐02201                             
SUBJECT PROPERTY:   221 Oak Street  
OWNER:      Spartan Ashland Natalie Real Estate, LLC 
APPLICANT:     Bemis Developments, Inc. 
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  a modification  of  previously  approved  Planning Action  #2015‐01517  for  the 



property located at 221 Oak Street.  The modifications requested include: 1) relocation of the recreation area 
to  the  east  side  of  the  property,  between  209  and  221  Oak  Street;  2)    relocation  of  the  new  cottage                               
to the west side of the property, in the previously approved recreation area; 3) the addition of four new parking 
spaces; 4) the removal of one tree (Tree #1), the  large cedar  located at the northeast corner of the property 
near the driveway entrance; and 5) modifications to the design of the home being reconstructed at 221 Oak 
Street  including  the exterior  treatment and  roof pitch.   Also  requested  is an Exception  to  the Solar Setback 
requirement to allow the reconstructed home at 221 Oak Street to cast a shadow on the property to the north 
greater than would be cast by a six‐foot fence built on the property line.  The owner of the property to the north 
has agreed to the proposed Exception.  (The previous approval granted Outline & Final Plan, Site Design Review, 
Conditional Use Permit, Variance, Exceptions and Tree Removal Permit approvals for the properties at 209‐221‐
225 Oak Street and 11 B Street.)COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi‐Family Residential; 
ZONING: R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09BB; TAX LOTS: 15900.    
 
Chair John recused himself. 
 
All the Commissioners did a site visit. Darrow gave his staff report. 
 
Contractor Ed Bemis was present to represent the applicant.  He discussed the dangers that the large Cedar Tree 
located on Oak Street might propose. Additional information was distributed see exhibit A and B.   
 
Oxendine/Cates m/s to approve the tree removal request with recommendation that all of the chips from that tree 
be placed around the existing Cedar tree and that the tree is watered once a week throughout the summer to a 
depth of six inches.  All the trees on site are continued to be protected by the tree protection fencing that is currently 
up.  Voice Vote; Batistella, Cates, John, Oxendine approved, Roland opposed.  Motion passed.   
                                                                                                                       
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐01947         
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  549 Fairview Street 
APPLICANT:    Bob Haxton 
OWNER:    James Williams 
DESCRIPTION:    A request for a Site Design Review to allow for the construction of a 499 square foot second 
dwelling unit on the subject property. The proposed structure will be two stories with a single car garage located 
on the first floor and the dwelling unit on the second floor.COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density 
Multiple‐Family Residential; ZONING: R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09CA; TAX LOT: 14100. 
Darrow explained no trees are being removed but the Commission is to review the tree protection plans. 
 
After reviewing the application the Tree Commission felt the tree protection plan was not adequate. 
 
Oxendine/Roland m/s to deny until an adequate tree protection plan is submitted.  Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion 
passed. 
 
PLANNING ACTION:        PA‐2016‐02223                                                           
SUBJECT PROPERTY:       19 Granite Street 
APPLICANT:                     John Reitan  
DESCRIPTION:            This application proposes to remove one potentially‐hazardous Incense Cedar tree located 
along  the  driveway  of  19  Granite  Street.  COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  DESIGNATION:  Single‐family  Residential; 
ZONING: R‐2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 BB TAX LOT: 6100.  
 
Darrow gave a staff report explaining the definition of a hazardous tree. 
 
 



Oxendine/Cates m/s to approve with the recommendation to mitigate the tree on site with a small understory tree. 
Voice Vote:  Batistella, Cates, Oxendine, Roland approved, John abstained.  Motion passed. 
 
TYPE II REVIEWS 
PLANNING ACTION:   PA‐2016‐02060            
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  639 Tolman Creek Road 
OWNER/APPLICANT:  Southern Oregon Goodwill  
DESCRIPTION:     A  request  for  Site  Design  Review  approval  for  a  renovation  and  addition  to  the  existing 
Southern Oregon Goodwill store located at 639 Tolman Creek Road.  The application includes a proposed 7,461 
square foot addition consisting of retail and warehouse space and the relocation and expansion of the covered 
drop‐off area.  Also included is a request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove six trees that are greater than six‐
inches  in  diameter  from  the  property.    COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  DESIGNATION:  Commercial;  ZONING:  C‐1; 
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 14BA; TAX LOT #: 14.  
 
Darrow gave a staff report explaining the plans provided identify seven trees on the property, six of which are 
six‐inches in diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) or greater.  All of the site’s trees are proposed for removal with 
the current proposal as they are noted as being in areas that will be disturbed with the building additions and 
associated site work for parking, circulation, plaza space and frontage improvements 
 
After a discussion the Commissioners made the following motion. 

 
Oxendine/Cates m/s to approve with the recommendation that they put tree guards on all  the trees to protect 
against deer rub and that evergreen species be included on the planting list and increase the caliper size of proposed 
trees to a minimum of two inches. Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion passed unanimously. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Oregon Heritage Tree Protection Nomination ‐ The Commissioners discussed the nomination of a Silver Maple 
by Southern Oregon University to the Oregon Heritage Tree Program.  Batistella volunteered to write a letter 
representing the Tree Commissions endorsement of Southern Oregon Universities proposal for a Silver Maple 
to the Oregon Heritage Tree Program and also to endorse Southern Oregon’s Universities nomination for the 
Silver Maple to the Ashland Heritage Tree Program.    
 
The Commissioners discussed the behavior of Roland at this evenings meeting.   The Commissioners agreed 
that Roland’s passion and knowledge of trees has been greatly appreciated.  Though the Commissioners would 
like  to  see Roland  remain on  the Commission  it was  suggested  that he draft  a  letter of  apology.   Roland 
acknowledged it would be best if he resigned because he would continue to have difficulty keeping quiet and 
maintaining his professionalism.     He was reminded there should be a separation between personality and 
process as a representative of the Commission.   
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:35 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted by Carolyn Schwendener 
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Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 
541-488-5305   Fax: 541-552-2050   www.ashland.or.us   TTY: 1-800-735-2900 

 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION 

 
PLANNING ACTION:  PA-2016-02329 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  852 Cypress Point Loop 
OWNER/APPLICANT:  Tom & Carolyn Kennedy 
DESCRIPTION:  A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove two non-hazard trees from a vacant, residentially-zoned lot to allow for 
the construction of a single-family home. The applicant was recently granted approval to remove one tree from the lot and now requests 
additional removals to meet the City of Ashland’s Solar Access Ordinance (AMC 18.4.8) and to allow for the installation of photo-voltaic 
panels on the southern side of the proposed home.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; 
ZONING: R-1-10; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 13 CB  ; TAX LOT #: 1300 
 
  NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, January 5, 2017 at 6:00 PM in the Community 

Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.   
 
NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION:  December 27, 2016 
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS:  January 10, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above. 
 

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way, 
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.  
 

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal.  Upon determination of completeness, a notice 
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period.  After the comment period 
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application.  A notice 
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision.  An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff’s decision 
must be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision.  (AMC 18.5.1.050.G) 
 

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice.  Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this 
application, by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of 
appeal to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue.  Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your 
right of appeal to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with 
sufficient specificity to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.   
 

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be 
provided at reasonable cost, if requested.  All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services 
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520. 
 

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.   
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TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
18.5.7.040.B  
 
1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following 

criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and 

injure persons or property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger 
cannot reasonably be alleviated by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6. 

b. The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation 
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit. 

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the 
application meets all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance 

requirements and standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical 
and Environmental Constraints in part 18.10. 

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent 
trees, or existing windbreaks. 

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 
feet of the subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been 
considered and no reasonable alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.  

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In 
making this determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that 
would lessen the impact on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.  

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such 
mitigation requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit. 
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Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 
541-488-5305   Fax: 541-552-2050   www.ashland.or.us   TTY: 1-800-735-2900 

 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION 

 
PLANNING ACTION:  PA-2016-02347 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  488 N. Main, tax lots 3500 & 3600 
OWNER/APPLICANT:  Mike Lisk/Rogue Planning & Development 
DESCRIPTION:  A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove a 49 ½-inch diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) Black Walnut 
Tree which straddles the property line between 488 North Main Street and the adjacent vacant property at the corner.  An 
arborist has assessed the tree as having Thousand Cankers Disease, and has identified the presence of Walnut Twig Beetle.  
The arborist notes staining of the trunk, dieback in the canopy and a history of branch failure, and finds the tree poses a 
hazard to other walnut trees in the area and to people and property in the immediate vicinity.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E-1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 05DA; TAX LOT #: 3500 & 3600 
   
NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, January 5, 2017 at 6:00 PM in the Community 

Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.   
  

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION:  December 28, 2016 
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS:  January 11, 2017 

 
 
 
 

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above. 
 

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way, 
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.  
 

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal.  Upon determination of completeness, a notice 
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period.  After the comment period 
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application.  A notice 
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision.  An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff’s decision must 
be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision.  (AMC 18.5.1.050.G) 
 

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice.  Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application, 
by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of appeal to the 
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue.  Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right of appeal 
to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient specificity 
to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.   
 

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be 
provided at reasonable cost, if requested.  All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services 
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520. 
 

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.   



G:\comm-dev\Commissions & Committees\Tree Commission\Agendas, Minutes, and Packets\Packets\2017\2017-01-05\Item 2 - PA-2016-02347.dotx 

TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
18.5.7.040.B  
 
1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can 

be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or 

property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated 
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6. 

b. The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall 
be a condition of approval of the permit. 

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets 
all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and 

standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints 
in part 18.10. 

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or 
existing windbreaks. 

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the 
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable 
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.  

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this 
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact 
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.  

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation 
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit. 
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Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 
541-488-5305   Fax: 541-552-2050   www.ashland.or.us   TTY: 1-800-735-2900 

 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION 

 
PLANNING ACTION:  PA-2016-02095 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  563 Rock Street 
OWNER:  Michael & Maxine McNab 
APPLICANT:  Advantage Building & Design 
DESCRIPTION: A request for a Site Design Review to allow for the construction of a 990 square foot second dwelling unit 
at 563 Rock Street. The project involves restoring the existing historic contributing residence and the construction of a new 
second dwelling unit located off of Maple Street. The proposal also requests an Exception to Site Development and Design 
Standards to allow for a parking buffer less than eight feet from a residential structure. Seven non-hazardous trees are 
proposed for removal from the subject property as part of the application. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low 
Density Multiple-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 05 DA; TAX LOT: 5200. 
 

 NOTE: The Ashland Historic Commission will also review this Planning Action on Wednesday January 4, 2017 at 6:00 PM in the Community 
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.   
 

 NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, January 5, 2017 at 6:00 PM in the Community 
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.   
 
NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION:  December 22, 2016 
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS:  January 5, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above. 
 

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn 
Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.  
 

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal.  Upon determination of completeness, a 
notice is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period.  After the 
comment period and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the 
application.  A notice of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision.  An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning 
Division Staff’s decision must be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision.  (AMC 
18.5.1.050.G) 
 

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice.  Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this 
application, by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of 
appeal to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue.  Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your 
right of appeal to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with 
sufficient specificity to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.   
 

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be 
provided at reasonable cost, if requested.  All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services 
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520. 
 

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.   
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SITE DESIGN AND USE STANDARDS   
18.5.2.050  
 
The following criteria shall be used to approve or deny an application: 
A.  Underlying Zone: The proposal complies with all of the applicable provisions of the underlying zone (part 18.2), including but not limited to: building and 

yard setbacks, lot area and dimensions, density and floor area, lot coverage, building height, building orientation, architecture, and other applicable 
standards.  

B.  Overlay Zones: The proposal complies with applicable overlay zone requirements (part 18.3).  
C.  Site Development and Design Standards: The proposal complies with the applicable Site Development and Design Standards of part 18.4, except as 

provided by subsection E, below.  
D.  City Facilities: The proposal complies with the applicable standards in section 18.4.6 Public Facilities and that adequate capacity of City facilities for 

water, sewer, electricity, urban storm drainage, paved access to and throughout the property and adequate transportation can and will be provided to the 
subject property. 

E. Exception to the Site Development and Design Standards. The approval authority may approve exceptions to the Site Development and Design 
Standards of part 18.4 if the circumstances in either subsection 1 or 2, below, are found to exist. 
1. There is a demonstrable difficulty meeting the specific requirements of the Site Development and Design Standards due to a unique or unusual 

aspect of an existing structure or the proposed use of a site; and approval of the exception will not substantially negatively impact adjacent 
properties; and approval of the exception is consistent with the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design; and the exception requested is 
the minimum which would alleviate the difficulty.; or 

2. There is no demonstrable difficulty in meeting the specific requirements, but granting the exception will result in a design that equally or better 
achieves the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design Standards.  

 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
18.5.7.040.B  
 
1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can 

be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or 

property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated 
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6. 

b. The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall 
be a condition of approval of the permit. 

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets 
all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and 

standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints 
in part 18.10. 

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or 
existing windbreaks. 

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the 
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable 
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.  

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this 
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact 
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.  

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation 
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit. 
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Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 
541-488-5305   Fax: 541-552-2050   www.ashland.or.us   TTY: 1-800-735-2900 

 
 

PLANNING ACTION:   2016-01894 
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 1651 Ashland Street 
OWNER/APPLICANT:    Rogue Credit Union/Kistler, Small & White Architects, LLC 
DESCRIPTION:    A request for Site Design Review approval to construct a 4,508 square foot, single-story 
credit union building with drive-up window as part of the phased development of the properties located at 1651 
Ashland Street.  Also included are requests for a Property Line Adjustment and a Tree Removal Permit to remove 
eight of the site’s 24 trees.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Commercial; ZONING: C-1; 
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 10DC; TAX LOT #: 8700 & 9201. 
     

 NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, January 5, 2017 at 6:00 PM in the Community 
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.   

 
ASHLAND PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: Tuesday  January 10, 2017 at 7:00 PM, Ashland Civic 
Center, 1175 East Main Street 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Notice is hereby given that a PUBLIC HEARING on the following request with respect to the ASHLAND LAND USE ORDINANCE will be held before the 
ASHLAND PLANNING COMMISSION on meeting date shown above. The meeting will be at the ASHLAND CIVIC CENTER, 1175 East Main Street, Ashland, 
Oregon. 
The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice.  Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application, 
either in person or by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of 
appeal to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue.  Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right 
of appeal to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient 
specificity to allow this Commission to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court. 
A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be 
provided at reasonable cost, if requested.  A copy of the Staff Report will be available for inspection seven days prior to the hearing and will be provided at 
reasonable cost, if requested.  All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Department, Community Development and Engineering Services, 51 Winburn 
Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520. 
During the Public Hearing, the Chair shall allow testimony from the applicant and those in attendance concerning this request.  The Chair shall have the right to 
limit the length of testimony and require that comments be restricted to the applicable criteria.  Unless there is a continuance, if a participant so requests before 
the conclusion of the hearing, the record shall remain open for at least seven days after the hearing.  
In compliance with the American with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the City Administrator’s office 
at 541-488-6002 (TTY phone number 1-800-735-2900).  Notification 72 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to 
ensure accessibility to the meeting. (28 CFR 35.102.-35.104 ADA Title I). 
 
 If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division, 541-488-5305.   
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SITE DESIGN AND USE STANDARDS   
18.5.2.050  
 
The following criteria shall be used to approve or deny an application: 
A.  Underlying Zone: The proposal complies with all of the applicable provisions of the underlying zone (part 18.2), including but not limited to: building and 

yard setbacks, lot area and dimensions, density and floor area, lot coverage, building height, building orientation, architecture, and other applicable 
standards.  

B.  Overlay Zones: The proposal complies with applicable overlay zone requirements (part 18.3).  
C.  Site Development and Design Standards: The proposal complies with the applicable Site Development and Design Standards of part 18.4, except as 

provided by subsection E, below.  
D.  City Facilities: The proposal complies with the applicable standards in section 18.4.6 Public Facilities and that adequate capacity of City facilities for 

water, sewer, electricity, urban storm drainage, paved access to and throughout the property and adequate transportation can and will be provided to the 
subject property. 

E. Exception to the Site Development and Design Standards. The approval authority may approve exceptions to the Site Development and Design 
Standards of part 18.4 if the circumstances in either subsection 1 or 2, below, are found to exist. 
1. There is a demonstrable difficulty meeting the specific requirements of the Site Development and Design Standards due to a unique or unusual 

aspect of an existing structure or the proposed use of a site; and approval of the exception will not substantially negatively impact adjacent 
properties; and approval of the exception is consistent with the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design; and the exception requested is 
the minimum which would alleviate the difficulty.; or 

2. There is no demonstrable difficulty in meeting the specific requirements, but granting the exception will result in a design that equally or better 
achieves the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design Standards.  

 
PROPERTY LINE ADJUSTMENTS 
18.5.3.120.B 
 
The Staff Advisor shall approve or deny a request for a property line adjustment in writing based on all of the following criteria. 
1. Parcel Creation. No additional parcel or lot is created by the lot line adjustment. 
2. Lot Standards. Except as allowed for nonconforming lots, pursuant to chapter 18.1.4, or as required by an overlay zone in part 18.3, all lots and parcels 

conform to the lot standards of the applicable zoning district, including lot area, dimensions, setbacks, and coverage, per part 18.2. If a lot does not 
conform to the lots standards of the applicable zoning district, it shall not be made less conforming by the property line adjustment. As applicable, all lots 
and parcels shall identify a buildable area free of building restrictions for physical constraints (i.e., flood plain, greater than 35 percent slope, water 
resource protection zones). 

3. Access Standards. All lots and parcels conform to the standards in section 18.4.3.080 Vehicle Area Design. Lots and parcels that do not conform to the 
access standards shall not be made less conforming by the property line adjustment. 

 

TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
18.5.7.040.B  
 
1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can 

be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or 

property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated 
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6. 

b. The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall 
be a condition of approval of the permit. 

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets 
all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions. 
a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and 

standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints 
in part 18.10. 

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or 
existing windbreaks. 

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the 
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable 
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.  

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this 
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact 
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.  

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation 
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit. 
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September 27, 2016 
 
City of Ashland 
Tree Commission 
20 East Main Street 
Ashland, OR 97520 
 
Re: Tree Removal Permit Request 

Rogue Credit Union 
 
Dear Tree Commission Members, 
 
Efforts were made in the planning process of the Rogue Credit Union project to accommodate existing trees. 
Seventeen of the twenty-four existing trees will be retained, with seven removed to accommodate project 
development. For many years the project site operated as a trailer park. With the central portion of the site 
primarily without tree cover, with most trees oriented along the perimeter of the site; this configuration 
allowed retention of the majority of the existing trees, and will benefit the project and the surrounding area. 
All trees 6” dbh and larger are indicated on the Tree Protection & Removal Plan. Replacement trees will be 
provided as part of the standard development process in accordance with City of Ashland’s Municipal Code. 
Removal of these trees will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface 
waters, protection of adjacent trees, or existing windbreaks. Additionally, the removal of these trees will not 
have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet 
of the subject property. One or more trees will be planted in the new landscape as mitigation for each tree 
with a dbh 6” or larger that is removed.  
 
Tree #1 25” Black Locust (3 stems). This multi-stem tree is on the west property line and within roughly five 
feet of the proposed driveway. Black Locust is an exceptionally tough non-native trees species that is likely to 
survive construction. This tree is part of a row of the same species, and will be retained.  

Tree #2 25” Black Locust. At the north end of a row, this tree is also located very near the west property line 
and within roughly six feet of the proposed driveway. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree 
will be retained. 

Tree #3 28” Black Oak (3 stems). Located near the west property line and within a proposed landscape area, 
this tree will be retained.   

Tree #4 9” Big Leaf Maple (2 stems). Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #5 20” Siberian Elm. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #6 12” Siberian Elm. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #7 12” Black Oak. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained.  

Tree #8 22” Maple. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained.  

Tree #9 12” Maple. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 



Tree Removal Permit Request 
Rogue credit Union 
September 27, 2016 
 

Covey Pardee Landscape Architects  Page 2 of 2 
 
 

Tree #10 14” Maple. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #11 9” Black Oak (2 stems). Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #12 18” Black Oak. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #13 10” Almond. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #14 10” Black Oak. Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #15 12” Black Oak (3 stems). Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #16 9” Almond (2 stems). Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #17 12” Black Oak (3 stems). Located within a proposed landscape area, this tree will be retained. 

Tree #18 12” Cedar. Located within the development area, this tree needs to be removed to allow for 
construction.  

Tree #19 14” Maple (2 stems). Although located within a proposed planter, paving, grading, and trenching 
activities will occur within dripline; the tree would not survive these impacts, and will be removed to allow 
for construction.  

Tree #20 30” Cottonwood. Located within a proposed paved area, this tree needs to be removed to allow for 
construction. 

Tree #21 24” Silver Maple. Located within the proposed building footprint, this tree needs to be removed to 
allow for construction. 

Tree #22 10” Silver Maple. Located within a proposed paved area, this tree needs to be removed to allow for 
construction. 

Tree #23 18” Siberian Elm. Located within a proposed paved area, this tree needs to be removed to allow for 
construction. 

Tree #24 24” Siberian Elm. Located within a proposed paved area, this tree needs to be removed to allow for 
construction. 

 
The Rogue Credit Union project will include many new trees selected for hardiness, beauty, and longevity, 
and coordinated with the City of Ashland’s landscape requirements.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
Alan Pardee 
Covey Pardee Landscape Architects 
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LEGEND

EXSTG. TREE NUMBER

TREE PROTECTION FENCING

(See Notes C & D)

1

EXISTING TREES TO BE

REMOVED

EXISTING TREES TO

REMAIN

GENERAL NOTES

A.

B.

C.

Topographic survey provided by Polaris  Land  Surveying, LLC.

The information contained on this Tree Protection & Removal Plan

supercedes the labels on the topographic survey for existing tree

species and sizes.

Contractor shall provide, install, and maintain tree protection

fencing according to City of Ashland Municipal Code Chapter

18.61.200 B.

Final location of tree protection fencing shall be determined by

Landscape Architect.

See Specifications Section 01 56 39 - Temporary Tree and Plant

Protection for additional requirements.

D.

E.
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2-PRAIRIE FIRE GREEN ASH

4-HALKA ZELKOVA

4-RUBY VASE PARROTIA

1-RED OAK

1-JAPANESE SNOWBELL

2-MT FUJI FLOWERING PLUM

STORM WATER TREATMENT SWALE

TREES

FRAXINUS P. 'PRAIRIE SPIRE' PRAIRIE SPIRE GREEN ASH 1-3/4" CAL B&B

PARROTIA PERSICA 'RUBY VASE' RUBY VASE PARROTIA 1-3/4" CAL B&B

STYRAX JAPONICUS JAPANESE SNOWBELL 1-3/4" CAL B&B

QUERCUS RUBRA RED OAK 1-3/4" CAL B&B

PRUNUS S. 'MT FUJI' MT FUJI FLOWERING PLUM 1-3/4" CAL B&B

ZELKOVA S. 'HALKA' HALKA ZELKOVA 2-1/2" CAL B&B

SHRUBS

BERBERIS T 'CRIMSON PYGMY' CRIMSON PYGMY BARBERRY 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

BERBERIS x G. 'WILLIAM PENN' WILLIAM PENN BARBERRY 5 GAL @ 5' O.C.

CEPHALOTAXUS 'DUKE GARDENS' DUKE GARDENS PLUM YEW 5 GAL @ 6' O.C.

CORNUS S. 'ISANTI' ISANTI RED-TWIG DOGWOOD 2 GAL @ 6' O.C.

CORNUS S. 'KELSEYI' KELSEY RED-TWIG DOGWOOD 2 GAL @ 4' O.C.

DAPHNE ODORA WINTER DAPHNE 1 GAL @ 4' O.C.

EUONYMUS ALATA 'COMPACTUS' COMPACT BURNING BUSH 5 GAL @ 5' O.C.

FORSYTHIA 'ARNOLD DWARF' ARNOLD DWARF FORSYTHIA 2 GAL @ 5' O.C.

MAHONIA AQUIFOLIUM OREGON GRAPE 2 GAL @ 5' O.C.

POTENTILLA F. 'GOLDFINGER' GOLDFINGER SHRUB POTENTILLA 5 GAL @ 4' O.C.

RHODODENDRON x 'PURPLE GEM' PURPLE GEM RHODODENDRON 5 GAL @ 8' O.C.

RHUS AROMATICA 'GRO-LOW' GRO-LOW FRAGRANT SUMAC 1 GAL @ 5' O.C.

SPIRAEA 'ANTHONY WATERER' ANTHONY WATERER SPIRAEA 2 GAL @ 4' O.C.

SALIX PURPUREA ALASKA BLUE WILLOW 5 GAL @ 6' O.C.

GROUND COVERS & PERENNIALS

ARCTOSTAPHYLLOS UVA-URSI KINNIKINNICK 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

HYPERICUM CALYCINUM AARON'S BEARD 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

HELICTOTRICHON SEMPERVIRENS BLUE OAT GRASS 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

PENNISETUM A. 'HAMELN' HAMELN FOUNTAIN GRASS 1 GAL @ 30" O.C.

ROSA YELLOW CARPET ROSE YELLOW CARPET ROSE 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

TREATMENT SWALE & DETENTION TROUGH PLANTINGS

CAREX MORROWI 'AUREA-VARIEGATA VARIEGATED JAPANESE SEDGE 1 GAL @ 30" O.C.

CORNUS S. 'KELSEYI' KELSEY RED-TWIG DOGWOOD 5 GAL @ 5' O.C.

JUNCUS EFFUSUS SOFT RUSH 1 GAL @ 30" O.C.

MAHONIA AQUIFOLIUM 'COMPACTA' COMPACT OREGON GRAPE 1 GAL @ 3' O.C.

RIBES SANGUINEUM FLOWERING CURRANT 5 GAL @ 5' O.C.

SPIRAEA J. 'LITTLE PRINCESS' LITTLE PRINCESS SPIRAEA 2 GAL @ 4' O.C.

TREES

SHRUBS

GROUNDCOVERS & PERENNIALS

PLANT LIST

LEGEND

LANDSCAPE SWALE PLANTINGS

EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN
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PROPOSED

LANDSCAPE

PLAN

L1

1

-

SHRUB PLANTING

NOT TO SCALE

2

-

TREE PLANTING

NOT TO SCALE

GENERAL NOTES

A. VERIFY LOCATIONS OF ALL BELOW GRADE UTILITIES PRIOR TO

BEGINNING WORK. OWNER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR  COORDINATING ALL

UTILITY LOCATES.

B. TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY OF EXISTING CONDITIONS PROVIDED BY

POLARIS LAND SURVEYING, LLC.

C. OWNER WILL PROVIDE AN AUTOMATIC IRRIGATION SYSTEM DESIGN FOR

ALL NEW LANDSCAPE AREAS AT THE TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT

SUBMITTAL.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

295 EAST MAIN, No. 8
ASHLAND, OR  97520
541 552 1015
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