CITY OF

ASHLAND

TREE COMMISSION AGENDA
February 7, 2019

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

I APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Approval of January 14, 2019 special meeting minutes.

[l ANNOUNCEMENTS & LIAISON REPORTS
e Council Liaison
e Parks & Recreation Liaison
e Community Development Liaison

V. PUBLIC FORUM
Open to guests.

V. TYPE | REVIEWS
PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00046
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 495 Chestnut Street
OWNERS/APPLICANTS: Tudor Heights Homeowners Association/Canopy LLC
DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove three trees from

the Tudor Heights property located at 495 Chestnut Street. Tree #1 is an approximately 11-inch
diameter multi-trunked Almond due the tree’s marked decline, large dead branches in its crown

and stress cracks which an arborist indicates poses the potential for damage due to branch

failure. Tree #2 is an approximately eight-inch diameter Sweetgum which the arborist notes is

near a larger Sweetgum. Removal of the smaller tree is noted as benefitting the larger tree. Tree

#3 is a 14 Y-iinch diameter Scots Pine which the arborist indicates is in severe decline.
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2;
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 05DB; TAX LOT: 60000

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00049

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 210 E. Hersey St.

OWNERS/APPLICANTS: Matthew Bernard

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove two birch trees

which are noted as dying and posing a potential hazard from the Darex Corporation property at

210 East Hersey Street.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E-1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E
04CD; TAX LOT: 2000

VI. TYPE Il REVIEWS
None.
VII. STREET TREE REMOVAL PERMITS
PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00047
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 281 Fourth Street
OWNERS/APPLICANTS: Garfas/Quality Tree Service
DESCRIPTION: A request for a Street Tree Removal Permit to remove one 14-

inch Zelkova street tree that is lifting the sidewalk at 281 Fourth Street.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 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 1).




PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00048

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 44 North Second Street
OWNERS/APPLICANTS: Trinity Episcopal Church/One Fine Day Garden Care
DESCRIPTION: A request for a Street Tree Removal Permit to remove one

approximately 9-inch diameter Ash street tree which is noted as having been severely topped,
dying and missing many limbs.

VIII. DISCUSSION
PLEASE BRING YOUR CALENDARS

2018 2" Quarter Attendance Report

Tree of the Year Update

Tree City USA Update

March 19 Annual City Council Update (7:00 p.m.)

April 20" Rogue Valley Earth Day event tabling (11 a.m. to 4 p.m.)
April 26" Arbor Day/Week Activities

July 4t Alternate Meeting Date

SOU Outreach???

IX. ADJOURNMENT

Next Meeting: March 7, 2019

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable th
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).




APRC and Tree Commission Special Meeting
January 14, 2019

Lithia Park Japanese Style Garden
Meeting opened at 2:02 PM

Mike Gardiner volunteered to kick off the meeting with introductions starting with himself.

In attendance:

Tree Commissioners; (Chair) Chris John, Eric Simpson, Asa Cates, (not formally sworn in yet) Cat Gould,
City of Ashland Planning Liaison Derek Severson, and City of Ashland Council Liaison Stephen Jensen.

Parks Commissioners; (Chair) Mike Gardiner and Jim Lewis

APRC Staff; (Director) Michael Black, (Superintendent) Mike Oxendine, and (Lithia Tech Il) Spencer
Godard.

APRC Contractor and Garden Designer; Toru Tanaka
Historic Commission; Dale Shostrom

APRC Foundation; Jeff Mangum and Kathryn Thalden
Approximately 14 members of the public.

Michael Black - gave a brief description of the design process thus far for the garden and stated that this
public meeting was the 6" or 7" meeting thus far and that there would be more coming as well.

Toru Tanaka — made a comment that some trees should be removed because they are hollow and have
many dead branches (general poor health). The design is such that there are no shortcuts through the
garden, people will stay on the paths. This is because the compaction of soil is bad for the roots of the
trees and in general the pathways create flow through the garden.

Michael Black — Clarified that this meeting is especially pertinent because of the Tree Commission and
encouraged the Tree Commission to come up front and ask any questions they might have as we walked
around the garden.

Asa Cates — Asked a question clarifying what the different flagging stapled to the trees represents. Toru
responded that orange means to remove the tree and that green means to transplant and save. If the
tree isn’t flagged, it means it is staying where it is and getting protected.

The tour and garden design aspect of the meeting concluded and discussion about the two large Doug
firs started.

Toru —The trees are not healthy on the inside and the roots. The two proposed for removal are larger
probably due to sun and water. They both appear leggy and they are leaning towards the garden. The
lean and the roots on the surface mean the trees are week and could fall over. Doug Firs have extremely
shallow root systems and will be more likely to fail.



Question from the public directed to Toru — Are Doug Firs more sensitive to climate change than other
native trees such as Jeffery Pine and Ponderosa Pine? Toru — maybe, these trees have 10 years life left
and will be a problem for the next generation.

Question from public — How old are these trees? Mike Gardiner answered that they were planted in
1924 by the boy scouts.

Question from Cat Gould — What is the plan to keep the bamboo from spreading? Toru answered root
barrier and the wall. He also mentioned that people can manage it by staying on top of puling it out.

Question from public — Would the removal of the trees benefit the garden by increasing the amount of
light? Toru answered yes.

Question from Chris John — Will the APRC be following the City of Ashland Guidelines for tree protection
on this project? Michael Black answered yes Mike Oxendine will develop a plan for APRC to follow and
advise on the project.

Michael Black — Reminder that there is an opportunity for more public comment at the APRC Study
Session meeting tonight at the Grove 5:30 PM

There will also be an opportunity for public comment and input on January 24" at the Senior Center
where APRC is hosting a listening session about the garden at 5:30 PM

There is additional opportunity for input at the APRC Parks Commission meeting January 28™". This is the
meeting where APRC hopes to vote to approve a plan.

Question — What is the budget for maintenance of the garden once it is completed and where is it
coming from? Michael Black answered that the budget is coming from a variety of sources that may
include grants, admission to the garden, our current budget for expenses, volunteers, and that we are
about 60% of the way to where we need to be with the maintenance budget.

Toru — Can train the staff to maintain the garden in the traditional Japanese ways.

Michael Black — Once the APRC staff are trained they will in turn be able to train others in the
community including the volunteers.

At this time the public portion of the meeting concluded and the Tree Commission deliberated amongst
themselves for a few minutes and then re-opened the floor to public comments.

The Tree Commission heard many comments both for and against removal of the large Doug Firs.

Chris John made a motion that the Tree Commission formally recommend to the APRC Commission to
preserve the two large Douglas Fir trees and explore different alternatives including a redesign of the
Wall or location. He also recommended APRC adequately protect all of the other trees that are to be
retained.

Eric Simpson seconded the motion, and the motion was passed unanimously.

Meeting concluded at 4:35 PM



. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
P § 5/1-4885305 Fax 5415522050 www.ashland.orus TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00046

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 495 Chestnut Street

OWNER/APPLICANT: Tudor Heights Homeowners Association/Canopy LLC

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove three trees from the Tudor Heights property
located at 495 Chestnut Street. Tree #1 is an approximately 11-inch diameter multi-trunked Almond due the tree’s
marked decline, large dead branches in its crown and stress cracks which an arborist indicates poses the potential
for damage due to branch failure. Tree #2 is an approximately eight-inch diameter Sweetgum which the arborist
notes is near a larger Sweetgum. Removal of the smaller tree is noted as benefitting the larger tree. Tree #3 is a 14
Ya-iinch diameter Scots Pine which the arborist indicates is in severe decline. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2; ASSESSOR'’S MAP: 39 1E 05DB; TAX
LOT: 60000.

NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, February 7, 2019 at 6:00 PM in the Community
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: February 1,2019
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: February 15, 2019
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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 Derek Severson at 541-488-5305.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2019\TREE-2019-00046.docx


http://www.ashland.or.us/

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.

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.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2019\TREE-2019-00046.docx
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CANOPY wuc

The Care of Trees

canopyarborcare.com
157 Max Loop
Talent, OR 97540
(541} 631-800G

January 10, 2018

City of Ashland
Planning Department
51 Winburn Way
Ashland, OR 97520

RE: Tudor Heights HOA tree removal permit

This statement is to accompany the tree removal permit application to remove 2 trees located in the Tudor Heights
neighborhood located at and around 495 Chestnut St.

The first tree the HOA is requesting permission to remove is an almond tree located on the north side of the main
driveway behind the fotinia hedge. Some of the crown of this tree hangs over the neighboring property. It is comprised of
4 main trunks, averaging 11” DBH. This tree has been in decline as evidenced by many large dead branches in the crown.
There are also multiple stress cracks in some of the branches. Removal of this tree would cause a loss of canopy cover
and species diversity, but due to the tree’s marked decline and potential for damage due to branch failure, the HOA has
voted to request its removal.

The second tree requested for removal is a sweetgum tree located in the northwest corner of the property near the parking
area. The tree is 8” DBH and approximately 25 feet tall. Removal of this tree would not have a significant impact on
species diversity or canopy coverage. Just a few feet away is a nice, larger sweetgum. Removal of the smaller tree would
free up resources and allow for a better long-term structure of the larger tree.

A third tree proposed for removal is a 14.5” DBH scots pine tree. It is located near the corner of the building on the
southern side of the property. This tree was observed to be in severe decline in December 2018 and is not expected to

survive the summer.

Feel free to get in touch if there are any further questions regarding these trees.

Sincerely,
RECEIVED
hristoph |
Arboris, Canopy LLC JAN 15 2019

ISA Certification #WE-9504A C ,ty Qf AS maﬂd

Tree Risk Assessor Qualified (TRAQ)
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. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
P § 5/1-4885305 Fax 5415522050 www.ashland.orus TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00049

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 210 E. Hersey St.

OWNER/APPLICANT: Matthew Bernard

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove two birch trees which are noted as dying and
posing a potential hazard from the Darex Corporation property at 210 East Hersey Street. COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E-1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 04CD; TAX LOT: 2000.

NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, February 7, 2019 at 6:00 PM in the Community
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: February 1,2019
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: February 15, 2019
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O e TREE-2018-00049
"7 210E. HERSEY ST.
DAREX CORP.
SUBJECT PROPERTY

CLEAR CREEK DR

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 Derek Severson at 541-488-5305.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2019\TREE-2019-00049.docx
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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.

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.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2019\TREE-2019-00049.docx
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STREET TREE REMOVAL PERMIT

Planning Division -
ciTy OF 51 Winburn Way, Ashland OR 97520
ASHLAND 541-488-5305 Fax 541-488-6006

Atree ihat is located in any public steet tight-of-way o# other public property may not be removed until a Streel Tree Removal Permit has been
submitted according fo ihe Application Submission Requirements, below, and reviewed and approved by the Clty of Ashland.

An application for street tree removal must demonstrate that the tree is an emergency, hazard, or dead iree as outlined below in the Application
Submission Requlrements.

Application Submission Requirements. An appllcation for a street tree removal permit shall include all of the following information.

1. Application Form and Fee. The appiication must include the Information requested on the Street Tree Removal Permit form provided by
the City of Ashland and the pemit application fee. Only those properly owners of a lot adjeining the street tree location or homeowners’
associations responsible for sireet ees in thelr development or subdivision may apply to remove an adjoining street tree. If a free is

located in front of more than one property, each property owner or homeowners’ association official must sign the Street Tree Removal
Permit form.

2. Site Plan. A site plan of the property drawn to scale containing the following information. The scale of the site plan must be at least one
inch equals 50 feet o» larger.
a.  North armow and scale.
b. Property boundaries ingluding dimensions of all lot lines and driveway locations.
¢. Location and width of all public streets, planting strips, and sidewalks adjoining the site.
d. Size, specles, and location of the free(s) proposed to be removed.

3. Written Statement. A written stalement explaining how the proposed street tree removal satisfies one of the following appeoval criteria,
The Community Development ditector may require additional information to demonstrate that the proposed removal satisfies one of the
following approval criteria including: 1) a written stalement o be prepared by an arborist licensed by the State of Oregon Landscape
Contractors Board of Construction Contrastors Board and certified by the International Society of Arbosiculture or American Society of
Consulting Arborists; and 2) an Intetnational Society of Arborculture (ISA) Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form to be completed by an
arhorist.

Street Tree Removal Approval Criteria

a) Emergency Tree Removal. The tree presents an immediate danger of collapse and represents a clear and present hazard to persons
or property, Immediate danger of collapse is defined as a ree that may already be leaning, with the surrounding soil heaving, and/op
there Is a significant fikelihood that the tree will topple or otherwise fail and cause damage hefore a free removal pesmit could be
obtained through the non-emergency process.

b) Hazard Tree Removal. The teee presents a clear public safety hazand (1.e., likely to fall and injure persons or property) or a
foreseeable danger of propezty damage 1o an existing structuee or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated
by treatment, relocation, of pruning. A hazard free is a tree thatis physically damaged to the degree that it is clear the tree is likely to
fall and injure persons or property. A hazard tree may also Include a tree that Is located within a public right-of-way and Is causlng
tdamage to existing public or private facliities or services and such facilities or services cannot be relocated.

t) Dead Teee. The tree is dead. A dead tree is lifeless. Such evidence of lifelessness may include unseasonable lack of foliage, britile
dry branches, or lack of any growth during the growing season.

Replacement and Stump Removal. Applicants for approved Street Teee Remaval Permits are required to remove any stumps and replace the tee.
Stump removal and replacements for appraved sireet iree pemovals shall meet the following requirements.

1. Any street tree removed shall be removed at ground level of lowee. If a tree Is removed helow ground level, the surface must be restored to
finish grade and any regrowth which occurs shall be promptly removed.

2. Alistreet frees shall be an appropriate species selected from and planted according to the City of Ashland Recommended Street Tree List.
3. The minimum size for a replacement free is eight feet in height o ong inghIn caliper measured at 12 inches above ihe root crown.

4. Applicants for a Street Tree Removal Permit may be requiced fo replace the free or rees heing removed with a tree or irges of comparable

5. Ifastesttree Is delermined to be dead or dying, then the replacement need be no larger than the minimize size described above. V

e

Type of Teee(s) Z&:\\(‘CIU&\ AL A Al (“\(éé
Approximate Diameter at breast height '“'f ! Height :563 Canopy 6£}4!Iy L} A‘@ ﬂ‘a

Location of Tree ?..Q%i "-i” ":\' IQ‘)\’\\ N & C)-K "‘Slfdﬁt %f’(_t‘i
Reason for Request ‘ (.“U\gj’ “'neg;:’w'» \){ ‘

Are there underground utility lines and/orfpverhead power | linegipresent? Ve.“)

If yes, please list which lings are present zmwu e{‘ ¢ vaMm Y Lc.;.sf H ol

Is there sidewalk damage? %fé :? If yes, has a Public Works permit been issued?
OVER »
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

Street Address t{‘,g)i (l"lf}:‘ﬂ‘}) /;%\'\\(/\ 3\1 @’{ :

Assessor's Map No. 39 1E Tax Lot(s)
Zoning Gomp Plan Designation
PROPERTY OWNER

Name W Phone —W/"qu;{gcq E-Mail ‘5@[ n 1(_1 di. 2(&\/&//5//“‘{00‘97\

pisvess_// VS 777(24/51_ Zé) oy AL, m 975722
Name Li rvH/r ﬁ '/1%7) _ Phone 51{ f L/%]Z 00@ Mail -
atress _/ 600 A Wand _ mving ﬂd oy R bdod w9 ESBO

}ig,!nw e
Address? 0. Do 34pé

ARBORIST. L ANDSCAPE ARCHITECT, ETHER : i - hn 4
- e He gé?*' 1ok name_Pell re 7 Fax ‘( Prone@5et G4 1T B ij & «%wj xﬁfd‘zef‘é*kﬂ"ﬁ“ "\L

0aM
Address 1307 2}?/’* @vz city & ;zc.hi AR Zip 577,‘;‘2.‘-;
Title Name : Phone E-Mall
Address City Zp

As owner of the propeely Involved in this request, f fiave read and understood the complete application and fis consequences lo me as a properly oviner. | hereby
certify that the sialements and information contained in this appiization are in all respects, teue and coreact. 1 further understand that if this request is subsequently
confested, the burden will be on me Io establish:

1) that! produced sufficlent factual evidence to suppor this requesi;

2)  thatthe information contained In this appication are adequate; and furher

3)  that afl Ires, steuclupes, op improvements are propenly located on the ground.

#

7y 3 7 y 3 s
PPN Lo Lol 19

Pmp;rty Owrler’s Sigriature ( 7qured) +

Y Asdye

RECEIVED

IAN17 200
City Of Ash\an®

C:\Users\lucas2\D esktop\Street Tree Removal Penmit_Revised2016.doc



Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form
Client ’(i‘\)ﬁ' (_ﬂ(}\f P Date / £3 / i‘;i Time

Address/Tree Iocahon 7 &1 Lite v,‘ nv\\\cwl D% 4’ree fo.__ Sheet ___of
Tree species lb\ Wl oa o dbh§td Height _3 D¢ Crown spread dia. 5
Assessor ”5‘?\.(3 'F.:*‘& "3: A 8167 - Time frame Tools used__\/sbianl
N , T o TargetAssessment : 2 o e
Target zone
i i Occupancy o]
bE Ealgk|Es| o |2F|E-
=32 Target description 2 E‘ 8 & 2 = 23—::;:’?::::;1 F‘:E .éé
g'“ g ._'(_5_ 1| 4—constant 3_“1 g g g_
- é—.‘n‘ < ‘\A/:'::-A{ K L[
2
3
4
Hlstory offallures _ .l{e Q%\Y ] «\)-} b\, Topography FlatOd Sloped % Aspect
Site changes None(ﬁ Grade changed Site clearng Chanked soil hydrologyd Root cutsd Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated 0 Shallowd Compacted d Paverment over rootst¥ % Describe
Prevaﬂmg wmd dlrechon COmmon weather Strong winds[J lced Snow[d Heavy ramD Descrlbe
: e ‘Tree Health and Species Profile = TR b E R
V‘gor LowD Normal D ngh Lsf Follaue None (seasonal)D None (dead)d Normal__% Chlorotlc % Necrotic____ %
Pests .
Speccesfallure prcﬁle BranchesE] TrunkEI Roots[? Descnbe %Fc..ﬁ'um.)
T . E : LaadFactors N e s N S Y
Wlnd exposure Protectedl:! ParhalEl FuHEl Wmd funnehngEl Relative crown size Smallld MediumO Large!%f

Crown density Sparse[d Normald Denselﬁ interior branches Few[d Normal[d Densed Vines/Mistletoe/Moss (I
Recent or planned change in Ioad factors

e Tree Defects and Condmons Affectmg the leehhood of Fa:lure

— Crown and Branches — \

Unbalanced crown & LCR % Cracks O Lightning damage O
Dead twigs/branches [0 % overall Max. dia. Codominant L1 Included bark [l
Broken/Hangers Number_________ Max.dia. Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Over-extended branches [J ) . o

) B} Previous branch failures [OJ Similar branches present O
Pruning history o - ——_—k O d -
P Thinned OI Raised O Dead/Missing bark Cankers/Galls/Burls Sapwood damage/decay
Reduced 0 Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks [ Heartwood decay I
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Main concern(s}

Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderate O Significant O H_ :
Likelihood of failure Improbable 0 Possibled Probable & Imminent I : 88 B
/ —Trunlc— \ g — Roots and Root Calla{ +7 2019
Dead/Missing bark I Abnormal bark texture/color O Collar buried/Not visible I Depth________ _ Stem girdling OJ ‘
Codominant stems O Included bark O Cracks OO Dead O Decay [ ( ﬁi@wsﬁﬁoq’w \\¢ Al i\&}
Sapwood damage/decay O Cankers/Galls/Buris[] Sap ooze O] Ooze O ~ Caiyd  %dirc
Lightning damaged Heartwood decayD Conks/Mushrooms O Cracks ] Cut/Damaged roots [J Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper O Root plate lifting C1 seilweaknessEl
Lean ° Corrected? .
Response growth Response growth 5 : .
Main concern(s) _ Main concern(s) \ ‘f‘( } !"v"} ;4.31‘116(2_1\)51\1{
toadondefecc N/ALCI Minor 0 Moderate [ Significant O loadondefect N/ADO Minord Moderate O Significant

Likelihood of failure Likelihood of failure
Improbable[d  Possible O Probable [0 Imminent O Improbabled  Possible (1 Probable O Imminent D/

Paca | Af?




Likelihood

L

v

< ] . Failure & Impact|| Consequences

g g _g Failure Impact (from Matrix 1) ek

= is|

5 ] § é § - & g £ rating

£ : R Ejeis|ef 3 E =% iz 810l ofpart

5 Conditions gl =] & Taget fSIG|8IE03], Slel2l231218 1 EIElE] (om

8 | Tree part of concern & | &1 & |protection [ E || £ |Ef S{BIS|cSIS|S|2I215|3]|& ] marix2)
OOICCI00O000IC!

2

3

4

Matrix . Likelihood matrix. z -

L|kel|hood £ leellhood of lmpactmgTarget - %

,,Of\Fa.'..‘.“,'e,. Verylow low o Medxum i i

“Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat nkes’y Sy L N T e R T i -
“Probable” | Unlikely | - Unlikely =~ Somewhathkely . Likel S e

“possible. |- Unlikely. | Unlikely |2 Unlikely - Somewhathke!y I

improbable | Unlikely | Unlikely | Unlikely | = Unlikely I S W S . ; S S N S
Matrix2. Risk raung matix. e o F ] I !“ S N ‘ .
'f.'.il_lkehhood of - e ConsequencesofFallure =

ﬁ Fallure&lmpact le | Minor | Significant | - severe T T ) N
veryhkely ““-"Moderate, |- - High = = Extreme":f B e T e ——

2 Likely “Moderate™| -7 High. ':"’:H!gh i

- Somewhat i e “low ;Moderate =5

Notes, explanattons, descriptions R

Residual risk

Residual risk

Residual risk

Residual risk

Overall tree risk rating  Llow[d Moderate 0 High T Extreme O Work priority 10 20 30 4’&
Overall residual risk Lowyﬁ Moderate 0 High O Extreme Recommended inspection interval

Data inal OO Preliminary Advanced assessment needed [INo CYes-Type/Reason
inspection limitations MN,one Dlvisibility CAccess ClVines TIRoot collar buried Describe

‘This datasheet was produced by the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) and is intended for use by Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (TRAQ) arborists — 2013 Page 2 of 2
geo
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Totpryle I VIR OTEE

” oo . 0\, U=
'A l Planning Division STREE—T TREE REMOV&L PERMIT

CITY OF 51 Winburn Way, Ashland OR 97520
ASHLAND 541-488-5305 Fax 541-488-6006

A tree that is located in any public street right-of-way or other public property may not be removed until a Street Tree Removal Permit has been
submitted according to the Application Submission Requirements, below, and reviewed and approved by the City of Ashland.

An application for sfreet tree removal mlst demonstrate that the tree is an emergency, hazard, or dead tree as ouflined below in the Application
Submission Requirements.

Application Submission Requirements. An application for a sireet tree removal permit shall include all of the following information.

1. Application Form and Fee. The application must include the information requested on the Street Tree Removal Permit form provided by
the City of Ashland and the permill application fee. Only those property owners of a lot adjoining the street tree location or homeowners’
asso«;iah‘ons responsible for street trees in their developmeht or subdivision may apply to remove an adjoining street tree. If a tree is
located in front of more than one property, each property owner or homeowners' association official must sign the Street Tree Removal
Permit form.

2. Site Plan. A site plan of the property drawn to scale containing the following information. The scale of the site plan must be at least one
inch equals 50 feet or [arger.
a. North arrow and scale.
b.  Property boundaries including dimensions of all lot lines and driveway locations.
c.  Location and width of all public streets, planting strips, and sidewalks adjoining the site.
d.  Size, species, and location of the tree(s) proposed to be removed.

3. Written Statement. A wrritten statement explaining how the proposed street tree removal salisfies one of the following approval criteria.
The Community Development director may require additional |nformation to demonstrate that the proposed removal satisfies one of the
following approval criteria including: 1) a written statement to be prepared by an arborist licensed by the State of Oregon Landscape
Contractors Board of Construction Contractors Board and certified by the International Society of Arboriculture or American Society of
Consulting Arborists; and 2) an International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form to be completed by an
arborist. '

Street Tree Removal Approval Criteria

a) Emergency Tree Removal. The tree presents an immediate danger of collapse and represents a clear and present hazard to persons
or property. Immediate danger of collapse is defined as a tree that may already be leaning, with the surrounding soil heaving, andfor
there is a significant likelihood that the tree will topplg or otherwise fail and cause damage before a tree removal permit could be
obtained through the non-emergency process.

b) Hazard Tree Removal. 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. A hazard tree is a tree that is physically damaged to the degree that it is clear the tree is likely to
fall and injure persons or property. A hazard tree may also include a tree that is located within a public right-of-way and is causing

amage to existing public or private facilifies or services and such facilities or services cannot be relocated.

¢) Dead Tree. The tree is dead. A dead tree is lifeless. Such evidence of lifelessness may include unseasonable lack of foliage, brittle
dry branches, or lack of any growth during the growing season,

Replacement and $tump Removal. Applicants for approved Street Tree Removal Permits are required to remove any stumps and replace the tree.
Stump remgval and replacements for approved sireet tree removals shall meet the following requirements.

1 {\ny street tree removed shall be removed at ground level or lower. If a tree is removed below ground level, the surface must be restored to
finish grade and any regrowth which occurs shall be promptly removed.

2. All street trees shall be an appropriate species selected from and planted according to the City of Ashland Recommended Street Tree List.
3. The minimum size for a replacement tree is eight feet in height or one inch in caliper measured at 12 inchies above the root crown.

4. Applicants for a Street Tree Removal Permit may be required to replace the tree or trees being removed with a tree or trees of comparable
value.

5 ¥astreet ree is determined e be dizad or dying, then the replacement need be no larger than the minimize size descrved above.

TypeofTreels) 4~ As\n C 2nd deee Seam aLI—HnO» U\\‘iﬁ

Approximaté Diameter at breast height __ ] mch-ts Height _IS~ Q’ Canqpy_lom\r*elu Oy

Locatio:);fl‘rz; 2773 NI -.r\é\ SJ‘ 20 'F‘é ‘(FO y LI '{‘nLOL (UCKM ;

Reason for Request — TN (5, OQL{ LN g ; WALS s L ine WManyy th‘L\DQ GV\nﬁI
£ deee s will gholl L;;L:_ il mL\r‘é \rnEJ

Are there underground utility lines and/or overhead power lines present? _\, &= b U‘\ \nn"t L "Elr\a oAl

If yes, please list which lines are present __¢ ,L,L,C,-r‘r LC QQJ\O L-A—’

Is there sidewalk damage? NG If yes, has a Public Works permit been issued?

OVER »
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PE
mmOL R 2Y° 5% ptulond Qe (neo o 2% 1)
Assessor's Map No. 39 1E 04 5 D e Tax Lol(s) ‘:?,?—CL)
Zoning Covannercel QL Comp Plan Designation
PROPERTY OWNER (e Blackwo i~ IR UJMGQ.GJV\U
Name —i_-.t:\mri'\f Ei-,tf;oo‘no. l &M(CBnPhone SH(-32.% 423¢  eval _wol§ @ NW\GL net
Address 44 N 2 o st oy _Ashlawnd  zp 93520
Name Phone E-Mail
Address City Zip

PROFESSIONAL PERFORMING THE TREE REMOVAL (e.q.. tree service)

Name Hgo?gsc ﬁangIﬁ Teor. SS Phone 54— 488 2L EMail If\ml%\(SQN\ﬂC?EﬂD,QMLL
j \ | b o

Address City _Aﬁ&ﬂi&ﬂd_ Zip Ci “?\'S 35
ARBORIST, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT, OTHER

Tie_75 ALV Name Phone ' E-Mail

Address City Zip
Title i Name Phone E-Mail

Address : City Zip

As owner of the propery involved in this request, | have read and understood the complete application and its consequences fo me as 8 pmpeﬂly owner. | heraby
certify that the statements and information contained in this application are in all respects, frue and correct. | further understand that i this request is subsequently
contested, the burden will be on me to establish:

1) that | produced sufficient factual evidence to support this request;

2)  that the information contained in this application are adequate; and further

3)  that all trees, structures, or improvemenis are properly located on the ground.

T~ 1/14( 19
Proplerty Owner’s SignatU{é @uir&d}\ Date |
STAFF DECISION:
; Pénpil..is;::he:rét_)f:_(ﬁ_rq'lé' one}: ::ﬁ_ Approved 2 ; o : '#pﬁrﬁy_ed_'yﬁm fConﬂi'lJ:ans Lo e Denied
e -

18 dbhorgreate? CINO ClvES

~ Hasthe City Administrator has been notfied: (N0 I YES

__QCommuni_ty: Develdﬁmghtipire"ctpr{P_l_aqhing'M@nagérSi_gnature v Date W

C:WsersMucasa\Desktog!Strect Tree Removal Permit_Revised 2016.doc






1/28/2019

D Replyall|v i Delete Junk|v  ees

Ash tree removal Trinity Church

Fri 3/25, 11:48 AM
Fotini Kaufman ¥

Flag for follow up. Completed on Friday, January 25, 2019.

You replied on 1/25/2019 1:31 PM.

Matt Ison <hoopersprings@gmail.com>

Ash tree removal Trinity Church

¥ Show all 2 attachments (508 K8)  Download all  Save all to OneDrive - City of Ashland Oregon

&

& Replyall |

N. 2nd street. It is the tree North of the utility box. The tree has a DBH of 7 inches. The church is wanting to landscape the median strip, This tree has a
few problems. It has a large scar on its trunk where a branch tore away and it has been topped severely. With its size and condition , I believe it wouid be

good to remove it and replace it with a better tree.

14 CIATLELTD

(N

https://outlook.office365.com/owalprojection.aspx
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Tree Commission Member Attendance Report July through December 2018

MEETING John Oxendine Cates Neff Simpson
Jul-18 Present Absent Present Late

Aug-18 Present Present Absent Present

Sep-18 Present Present Present Present

Oct-18 Present Absent Present Present

Nov-18 Absent Present Present Present
Dec-18 Present Present Absent Present
ABSENCES 1 2 1 1 0
ATTENDANCE % 83.3 50 83.3 83.3 100

Under the "new" rules...
* All members are expected to attend all regularly scheduled meetings, study sessions and special meetings, when applicable.

* All members must attend seventy-five percent (75%) of the full advisory body’s noticed meetings in each full year of their tenure.

* A person removed for non-compliance with attendance requirements may be re-appointed through the normal appointment process.

* A member should provide at least 48-hour notice to both the chair of the advisory body and the staff liaison any planned absences.

* Unexpected emergencies (absences) if possible, must notify the chair or staff liaison in a reasonable time in advance of the meeting.

** Each advisory body should review member and report to the City Recorder approximately every six months.




ROGUE VALLEY EARTH DAY
APRIL 20, 2019 - 11AM-4PM

3% FREE OUTDOOR ADMISSION 3%
SLIENCEWORKS HANDS-ON MuseuM - 1900 E. MAIN oT, ASHLAND

el

~ e Cé{ﬂﬂ?@f?ﬂﬂf&@

ﬂﬂf@ﬂ ) i"ﬂ! i) Q‘a .in

EXHIBITS - LIVE ENTERTAINMENT - KIDS ACTIVITES - FO0OD + BEER
WATER - CLIMATE - FOOD+FARMS - WILDLIFE - ENERGY - ZERO-WRASTE - COMMUNITY

Science., asmLaNn
Works |E

HAMNDS-0OM
UUUUU

oam [Fafyi] g

H‘-KEH CITY WA:TEEI?“EED

MORE INFO: WWW.ROGUEVALLEYEARTHOAY.NET n (UROGUEVALLEYEARTHDAY
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