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TREE COMMISSION - REGULAR MEETING 
October 8, 2020 

AGENDA 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER   

6:00 p.m. via ZOOM 
 
 
II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES   

A. Tree Commission regular meeting of September 3, 2020 regular meeting minutes.   
 
 
III. LIAISON REPORTS 

• Council Liaison  

• Parks & Recreation Liaison  

• Community Development Liaison  
 
 
IV. TYPE I REVIEWS 

A. PLANNING ACTION:  TREE-2020-00124 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  365 Strawberry Lane 
APPLICANT:  Table Rock Tree 
OWNER: Potts / Esterling 
DESCRIPTION:  A request for approval to a total of five trees at 365 Strawberry Lane. However, 
after reviewing the application the fifth tree, a healthy pine measuring 22-inches DBH, won’t be 
considered at this time, and instead will be considered concurrent with a future planning action for 
the development of a new building. The four trees that are remaining to be considered are a dead 
Oak 19-inch DBH, a dying oak eight-inches DBH, dead pine 11-inches DBH, and a dead pine 
measuring 25-inches DBH. Dead trees are exempt from tree removal permits, so the only tree 
truly being applied for removal is the dying eight-inch oak.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
DESIGNATION: Rural Residential; ZONING: RR-.5; MAP: 39 1E 08 AC; TAX LOT: 602 

 
B. PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2020-00125 

SUBJECT PROPERTY:  1660 Parker St. 
APPLICANT:  Table Rock Tree 
OWNER:  John Toso 
DESCRIPTION:   A request for approval to remove one Siberian elm tree (ulmus pumila). The 
tree is identified as a hazard based on the decay at the base of the tree. The tree has two stems 
measuring 18 and 28-inches DBH. The application includes a report by an ISA certified arborist 
explaining the hazard and includes an ISA risk assessment form.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
DESIGNATION: Single Family Residential; ZONING: R-1-5; MAP: 39 1E 10 DC; TAX LOT: 602 

 
C. PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2020-00128 

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 485 Clinton St. 
OWNER/APPLICANT:  Dolly Travers for Riverwalk HOA 
DESCRIPTION:   A request for approval to remove two conifer trees from a common area at the 
Riverwalk subdivision. The application materials indicate that the trees are in poor health as 
indicated by lack of root flare visible canker wounds and a pronounced lean. The application 
explains that the HOA feels that these trees pose a fire hazard as well.  COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN DESIGNATION: Single Family Residential; ZONING: R-1-5; MAP: 39 1E 04 DD; TAX 
LOT: 1600 
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D. PLANNING ACTION:  PA-T1-2020-00124 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  795 Jaquelyn Street  
APPLICANT:  Rogue Planning & Development Services LLC  
OWNER:  Livni Family Trust - Gil Livni, trustee  
DESCRIPTION:  A request for Site Design Review and Physical & Environmental Constraints 
Review permit approvals for floodplain development for the property located at 795 Jaquelyn 
Street.  The application proposal would replace the existing 931 square foot garage/shop with a 
931 square foot accessory residential unit (ARU) in the same location.  The structure’s finished 
floor elevation is proposed to be raised two feet above the base flood elevation.  The application 
also includes a request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove eight trees located within the 
floodplain.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Single Family Residential;  
ZONING: R-1-5-P; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 14BC; TAX LOT: 1900  
 

 
V. TYPE II REVIEWS - None 
 
 
VI. STREET TREE REMOVAL PERMITS 

A. PLANNING ACTION:  PA-T1-2020-00129 
SUBJECT PROPERTY:  327 Starflower  
APPLICANT/OWNER: Lee Tuneberg   
DESCRIPTION:   A request to remove two ornamental fruit trees one of which is causing sidewalk 
damage. The application includes and ISA risk assessment form prepared by Casey Roland. 

 
 
VII. OLD BUSINESS 

• Invasive species discussion 
 
 
VIII. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

• SEJ discussion item: Mountain meadows council contact / Dead tree definition 

• Wildlife best practices condition of approval (Cat) 
 
 
IX. ELECTION OF OFFICERS   

Pursuant to AMC 2.10.050 “At its first meeting following the appointment or reappointment of 
members each year, the advisory commission or board shall elect a chair and a vice-chair who 
shall hold office at the pleasure of the advisory body.” 

 
 
X. ADJOURNMENT   
 

Next Meeting:  November 5, 2020 



 
 
  

 
 
 

 
Ashland Tree Commission 

 Draft Minutes 
September 3, 2020 – ELECTRONIC MEETING 

 
Call to Order 

Commission Chair Chris John called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm via Zoom conference call.   
 

Commissioners Present: Council Liaison 

Christopher John Stephen Jensen 

Asa Cates  

Russell Neff Park Liaison 

Eric Simpson Peter Baughman 

Cat Gould  

 Staff Present: 

Commissioners Not In Attendance: Aaron Anderson: Associate Planner 

All Present Derek Severson:  Senior Planner 

 
Members of the public in attendance 
Amy Gunter – Applicant’s representative for 270 N. Laurel 
Randy Wallace – Owner and applicant for 270 N. Laurel 
 

Approval of Minutes 

Cates/Simpson m/s to approve the minutes of March 5, 2020 Voice Vote: All Ayes. Motion passed  
 
Election of Officers 
Pursuant to AMC 2.10.050 “At its first meeting following the appointment or reappointment of members each year, 
the advisory commission or board shall elect a chair and a vice-chair who shall hold office at the pleasure of the 
advisory body.” 

• There was no formal motion and vote.  All Commissioners visually or verbally acknowledged that they 
were willing to postpone this item until the next meeting.   

Public Forum  
There was no one wishing to speak.  
 

Liaison reports  
Council Liaison 

• Councilor Jenson provided a brief update on council activities 
Parks & Recreation Liaison 

• Bauhman statted that many projects on hold due to budget cuts and staff reductions. He went on to 
say that the Japanese garden will be breaking ground later this year. 

Community Development Liaison  

• Anderson reported on the 21 applications that have been processed since the March Meeting.  A 
more comprehensive report to be provided in the near future.  Anderson went on to say that the Tree 
of the Year was the Oak on Church and the Commissioners will work on the online tree map. 

 
Councilor Jensen left the meeting after the Liaison reports. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
TYPE I REVIEWS 
PLANNING ACTION: PA-A-2020-00123 
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 270 North Laurel Street  
OWNER/APPLICANT: RW Signature Properties, LLC / Rogue Planning & Development Services,LLC (agent) 
DESCRIPTION:  A request for a Modification of PA-T1-2020-00104 which granted Site Design Review 
approval to convert the existing four two-bedroom apartment units located at 270 North Laurel Street into 
six apartments including four 492 square foot one-bedroom apartments, one 780 square foot two-
bedroom apartment, and one 984 square foot two-bedroom apartment.    The original application included 
requests for Tree Removal Permits to remove two trees: a 14-inch Maple and a 10-inch Pine, and the 
original approval required that the Maple not be removed but instead be assessed by a certified arborist, 
preserved and protected.  The Modification here is limited to requesting that the tree – determined by the 
arborist to be 28-inches in diameter at breast height - be removed after the arborist’s assessment 
determined that the impacts of the proposal within the tree protection zone (including construction of a 
new entry, landing and walkway; construction of a new patio; installation of a new French drain system; 
and placement of a new electric transformer/vault and trenching for conduit) are such that the tree cannot 
be preserved.  COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: High Density Multi-Family 
Residential; ZONING: R-3; ASSESSOR’S MAP:  39 1E 04CC; TAX LOT #’s: 503.  
 
Staff presented the application, and written remarks received both in favor and against as well as the applicant 
rebuttal. Cates suggested that they at least try to keep the tree and Severson explained that the current 
application is just for removal, and not proposing a protection plan. There was extensive discussion about the 
amount of disturbance in the root zone the tree can withstand and still be resilient. Gould made the observation 
about the benefits to the building in terms of energy from the shade provided. Cates and John both observed that 
if the electrical vault is located only three feet from the tree it may cause stability issues. 
 
John/Cates M/S PA-A-2020-00123 that every effort should be made to preserve the tree and should the project 
arborist determine that its removal is necessary it is approved, further recommending that the mitigation plantings 
be at least 1 ¾” caliper. Motion passes 3-1 John, Simpson, Cates in favor, Gould opposed 
 
There were no Type II Reviews to discuss. 
 
There were no Street Tree Removals to discuss. 
 

Discussion Items  

 

• Invasive Trees (Gould) – Discussion about potentially amending the definition of “tree” to exclude “tree of 
heaven” from definition of tree.  There was not an agreement on this discussion.   
 

• Wildlife best practices (Gould) – Gould revisited this topic and wanted to know if it had reached a 
resolution. Anderson pointed out that it was discussed a decision was never made. Gould agreed to put 
together language for a proposed condition of approval that could be attached to tree removal requests. 

 

• Tree inventory Grant (John) – ODF Grant for “ iTree” street tree inventory. 
 

Adjournment:   
Meeting adjourned at 7:27p.m.           
Next Meeting is October 8, 2020 
Respectfully submitted by Regan Trapp 
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Riverwalk HOA. Tree removal… 
 
Riverwalk is requesting the removal of two trees within the Riverwalk 
Homeowners Association. Our President, Barry Vitcov, contacted Aaron 
Anderson to find out how to submit a request.  I am the chair of the Landscape 
Committee and am submitting this request for Riverwalk. 
 
Riverwalk is located across the street from North Mountain Park.  The pin below 
is the "Common Area North” where the two trees we are requesting permission 
to remove are located. 

 
 
1.  Location: 
The two trees that Riverwalk is requesting to be removed are in an area of 
Riverwalk called “CAN (Common Area North). The following photo is from 
Google and was taken many years ago.  The trees requested to be removed are in 
the middle the row of conifers, that run N-S along the house on the left side 
(south) of the picture.  
 
2. The reasons for removal: 
 
These trees do not meet Fire-wise standards: 
These trees provide a fuel ladder to the nearby home 
The proximity of the fuel-load trees to the home 

RECEIVED BY EMAIL 9/29/20



The trees are within the defensive space for the home 
These trees, in a wind storm, slam in to most vulnerable part of the home - the 
roof 
The need to keep trees away from structures 
The proximity of the wood fence to the trees 
 
The existing conditions of the trees render them unsafe: 
Removal was requested by the nearby homeowners 
During the wind storm, the trees slammed into the house and roof 
The trees are too close to a home 
The trees are endangering the home and fence. 
The conifer trees are fuel loaded 
Both are leaning. 
Neither trees have visible root flare  
Evidence of girdling roots 
Large canker on the lower portion of trunk of tree #1 impacts and questions the 
structural integrity of the tree 
Both have questionable and unsafe root flare areas - no root flare, asymmetrical 
trunk, canker damage, and girdling stems. 
The house is well within the landing zone if either tree fell in that direction.  
 
3. Photos: 
 
Tree A (#1):  Is leaning to the left - the white vertical window frames of the 
home provide a point of reference for the amount of leaning off vertical - to the 
left:    
 

RECEIVED BY EMAIL 9/29/20



 
 
Tree A (#2):  
Large, significant, indented canker wound on left side.  No visible root flare 
(root collar, root crown). Tree is leaning. 

RECEIVED BY EMAIL 9/29/20



 
 
Tree A (#3)  Top of large canker at the base of the tree.  Dark areas at the top 
may have been caused by pathogens. No visible root flare. This large cankers at 
the base of the tree limits the tree's structural integrity. 

RECEIVED BY EMAIL 9/29/20
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Tree A (#4): Bottom of trunk - There is a small indented, narrow horizontal 
girdling stem embedded within the trunk at the base above the pine 
needles.  These girdling stems act like a tourniquet and restricts the 
movement of water and nutrients from the roots and stems via the xylem and 
phloem.  

 
 
Tree B (#1)   No visible root flare (root collar, root crown). The lowest part of 
the trunk is distorted and has more trunk tissue on the right side than the 
left.  The tree is not consistently vertical and present questions of 
stability.  Starting at the bottom, this tree leans to the right until near the 
eaves.  

RECEIVED BY EMAIL 9/29/20
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Tree B (#2) Distorted, imbalanced trunk.  Significantly more trunk tissue 
forms a buttress on the right. This tree has stability issues with its asymmetrical 
base, which may have impacted the out-of-vertical growth of the main trunk. 

 
 
 
With our current wind storms and concerns for fire safety, Riverwalk is 
committed to continue to maintain a safe environment for our homeowners and 
homes. Please grant our request to remove these two trees.  
 
Thank you for considering Riverwalk's request, 
Dolly Travers 
Riverwalk Landscape Committee Chair 
541 552 1050 
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Aaron Anderson

From: Stephen Jensen
Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2020 4:08 PM
To: Aaron Anderson
Subject: FW: City Council Contact Form Submitted

Aaron, 
Are the concerns of Mr. Aquino appropriate discussion items for the tree commission?  If so, 
can we have this as an agenda item nxt month. 
Also, is Ms. Bryson’s concerns a cautionary tale for general discussion at same time?  Citizen 
connection w the organs of municipal government is essential esp in Ashland. 
Advise and thx 
SEJ 
 
Stephen Jensen 
City Councilor 

 

From: City of Ashland, Oregon <administration@ashland.or.us>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 11:03 AM 
To: City Council <council@ashland.or.us> 
Subject: City Council Contact Form Submitted 
 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
*** FORM FIELD DATA*** 
Full Name: Manuel De Aquino 
Phone: 5416250391 
Email: manuel6445@att.net 
Subject: tree ordinance 
Message: 481 N. Mountain Ave. July 14, 2020 Ashland, OR 97520 manuel6445@att.net City Council and Mayor City of 
Ashland 20 E. Main St. Ashland, OR 97520 Dear Mayor and Councilors, This letter will try to address frustrations raised 
when working with the Community Development Department. First, staff at CDD were professional and helpful. My 
frustration is not with staff but rather with the constraints of the tree ordinance. I am grateful for the city having a 
tree ordinance. We receive countless benefits from being a ?tree‐rich? community. I contacted CDD with a request to 
permit the removal of a tree in our homeowner?s association common area. This is a 60‐foot tall cedar tree (Deodar?) 
that appears mostly dead from the tip down to about 30 feet above the ground. Because the tree has some living 
foliage, it does not meet the ordinance definition of a dead tree, necessitating that a removal request go through the 
formal approval process. I think that anyone looking at this tree would reasonably see that it is a dying tree that 
should be removed. It poses a fire hazard and may be susceptible to falling on the neighboring house. I think the city 
should consider some level of common‐sense language amendment to the ordinance. It needs to reflect a mechanism 
for a tree that is dying, so that it can be removed without having to go through a formal tree commission approval 
process. This would promote healthy urban tree forests and show the community that the city is a partner in working 
on community issues. It is counterproductive to have a tree ordinance so rigid that it flies in the face of what you can 
clearly see in front of you. As written, the tree ordinance does that in this case. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. Sincerely yours, Manuel De Aquino  
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Aaron Anderson

From: Cat gould <cat.gould@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2020 11:54 AM
To: Aaron Anderson
Subject: Fwd: City of Ashland Oregon tree commission inquiry

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
HI Aaron,  
Below is what I got from the wildlife arborist training folks as suggested guidelines for interaction with wildlife. 
Perhaps we can have this on the agenda next time to fine tune the wording for adding to permits and adding in the 
necdesary local information. 
 
Thanks, 
Cat 
 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: <megan@wildlifetraining.org> 
Date: Sun, 13 Sep 2020 at 19:16 
Subject: RE: City of Ashland Oregon tree commission inquiry 
To: catgould@gmail.com <catgould@gmail.com> 
 

Hi Cat, 
 
Thank you for your interest in protecting wildlife in and around trees!  I apologize for the delay in my 
response.  I hope this information is still useful.   
 
I think it would be useful to touch on these topics: laws that protect wildlife, the importance of conducting 
a pre-work survey, what to do when you encounter wildlife. 
 
Laws 

 Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) - protects almost all bird species.  MBTA makes it illegal to kill, 
capture, or posses any of the listed birds, their eggs, young, or active nests.  A common scenario 
that comes up is that a tree nearby to the subject tree has an active nest.  The tree crew assumes 
they are okay to work, because the nest isn't in the tree that's going to be worked.  However, the 
noise from the tree work scares the mommy bird off the nest.  She stays away the whole time the 
crew is working.  By the time she feels safe enough to come back to her nest, her eggs have 
perished from the lack of her body heat.  In the above scenario, the tree crew has broken the 
MBTA law by causing the death of the eggs. 

 Bald & Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA)-protects eagles, their nests, and eggs from harm or 
disturbance.  It also protects inactive nests and perching trees in the eagles' territory. 

 Endangered Species Act (ESA) - protects the habitat of listed species from modification or 
destruction.  

 Add any local OR and/or Ashland laws/regs 

Pre-inspection 

 Conducting a thorough pre-work inspection is the key to protecting wildlife and complying with 
laws and regulations protecting wildlife. 
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 It is recommended that pre-work surveys be conducted up to 1-2 days prior to scheduled work 
 The best time to conduct a pre-work survey is early morning or late afternoon 
 Search at least 100' in all directions around your work area 

When you encounter wildlife 

 Provide contact info for local qualified biologists that can assist projects 
 Provide contact info for local wildlife rehabilitation resources 
 Our website lists both tree care professionals and qualified biologists that have completed our 

program and received our Wildlife Protector Certification 

Please let me know if I can be of any additional help! 
Thanks and have a good night! 
 
Megan Morris 
CEO & Program Director 
megan@wildlifetraining.org 
(916) 705-3316 
 

-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: City of Ashland Oregon tree commission inquiry 
From: Cat gould <cat.gould@gmail.com> 
Date: Thu, September 03, 2020 8:17 pm 
To: info@wildlifetraining.org 

Hallo,  
 I am a citizen volunteer tree commissioner with the City of Ashland Oregon, and we are looking 
to put together some best practices guidelines for tree removal in regards to wildlife protection, 
interaction and adherence with Federal protection laws.eg. the migratory birds act. 
When we permit a tree for removal in the city we want to include a paragraph or two about best 
practices or resources for homeowners or arborists to prevent unnecessary suffering or illegal 
interference with wildlife. 
Are you able to point me toward resources that give that kind of best practice information? 
Thanks so much for your time. 
Cat Gould 
Tree commissioner 
City of Ashland, Oregon 

 
 
 
‐‐  
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