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CITY OF WOODINVILLE

TREE BOARD AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING WEDNESDAY, APRIL 23,2014 5:30 PM

+ Jey Manickam * Thomas L Quigley + Michael Munniks * Steve Yabroff + Vacant

5:30

5:31

5:33

5:.35

5:40

5:45

6:25

6:30

6:30

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVE AGENDA IN CONTENT & ORDER
PUBLIC COMMENTS

BUSINESS AND DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Approval of March 26, 2014 Minutes and amended October 10, 2012, July 24, 2013,
and January 22, 2014 Minutes

2. Re-cap of First Annual Tree-ster Egg Hunt Arbor Day Event

PUBLIC COMMENTS

DIRECTOR’S REPORT - None

ADJOURNMENT

(Note: The agenda may be rearranged or changed at the beginning of the meeting, with a consensus of Tree Board
members present.)

Issue Date: April 15,2014
Staff Contact: Sarah Ruether, Planner

Faxed to: News Media

E-mailed to: Tree Board

Publish: Not published

Post: 1) In-House, 2) Post Office & 3) Website

CITY OF WOODINVILLE, CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
17301 133RD AVE, NE, WOODINVILLE, WA 98072

NEXT REGULAR MEETING MAY 28, 2014, 5:30 PM
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City of Woodinville, Washington

TREE BOARD REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF MARCH 26, 2014
Woodinville City Hall City Council Chambers, 17301 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA

CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting for the Woodinville Tree Board was called to order at
5:30 p.m. by Chair Tom Quigley.

ROLL CALL

Tree Board Present: Chair Tom Quigley, Board Member Michael Munniks,
and Board Member Steve Yabroff

Absent: Board Member Jey Manickam

City Staff Present: Sarah Ruether, Planner, and Sandy Guinn, Sr.
Administrative Assistant

MAIN MOTION:  to excuse Board Member Jey Manickam
Motion by:  Board Member Michael Munniks
Second by:  Board Member Steve Yabroff
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 -0
Vote: Ayes: Chair Tom Quigley, Board Member Michael
Munniks, and Board Member Steve Yabroff
Nayes: None.
Abstain: None.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
ORDER AND CONTENT

Chair Quigley noted there was a consensus to add new members as Item 4 to
the agenda.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None

BUSINESS AND
DISCUSSION ITEMS

Tree Board Meeting March 26, 2014
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Approval of February 26, 2014,
Regular Tree Board Minutes

Proposed Arbor Day Events for
2014

1. Approval of February 26, 2014 Tree Board Meeting Minutes

Tree Board approved the regular meeting minutes of February 26, 2014.

MAIN MOTION: to approve the regular meeting minutes of February

26,2014.
Motion by: Board Member Yabroff
Second by: Board Member Munniks
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3- 0
Vote: Ayes: 3.
Nayes: None.

Abstain: None.

2. Proposed Arbor Day Events for 2014

Board member Munniks provided a “Discussion and Logistic Points” sheet
regarding the TREE-ster Egg Hunt event to be held on Easter Sunday, April
20" from 1:00 — 4:00 pm at Wilmot Gateway Park. The items highlighted in
green have been acted on and the items highlighted in yellow are items that
need to be acted on and/or help is needed. Planner Sarah Ruether said she
would contact Zach Schmitz, who oversees press releases for the City, and
arrange for a meeting with Board member Munniks, Zach Schmitz, and Ms.
Ruether to work on getting the TREE-ster event information out to the
public.

There was discussion regarding how best to alert the bicyclists of the event
and the need to slow down. It was agreed that Planner Sarah Ruether would
contact the Cascade Bicycle Club (Greg Fazzio) to alert them of the event.
Discussion followed on who to invite, There was consensus to invite City
Council and the Planning Commission.

MAIN MOTION: To make the Tree-ster Egg Hunt event an official
City of Woodinville Arbor Day celebration.

Motion by: Board member Michael Munniks.
Second by: Board member Steve Yabroff.

Action for the main motion: Passed 3/0.

Vote: Ayes: 3,
Nayes: None.
Abstain: None.

Other TREE-ster event items assigned:

Chair Tom Quigley to invite Rotary Club members & City Council
Board member Steve Yabroff to invite Planning Commission

Sarah to: 1) co-ordinate with Brian Meyer on getting a tree for the Tree
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Review of 2013 Proposed
Changes to Tree Regulations
Recommendations

New members

Board to plant, two folding tables with chairs, and one sandwich
board sign; and

2) Make copies of game packet once Chair Tom Quigley and
Board member Michael Munniks walk the route and confirm the
trees that are to be identified.

MAIN MOTION: To extend the meeting
Motion by: Board member Steve Yabroff
Second by: Board member Michael Munniks,
Action for the main motion: Passed 3/0.

Yote: Ayes: 3.
Nayes: None.
Abstain: None.

3, Review of 2013 Proposed Changes to Tree Regulations Recommendations

Planner Sarah Ruether provided a brief summary of changes. Board
members discussed and requested a few modifications:

1) Remove “Species” on page 8 under Tree Plan IV, Item (2) Tree
Inventory;

2) Add header on page 11 above Item (1) that references footnotes

3) Add language that addresses applicant not paying for 3" party review
(Ms. Ruether to talk with Director on best way to handle this item).

4) Add language to WMC 21.15.070(2)(d)(i) that this is per arborist
standards this is measured in caliper.

5) Add language toWMC21.06.168 that this is per arborist standards
this is measured in caliper.

6) Delete “Tree Plan II” from Summary Matrix for Review of Tree
Permits (Attachment E) under WMC21.15.060 Tree plans, review
procedures, and tree typing (applicability)

7) Clarify language contained in “Summary of Tree Plan Requirements
and Proposed Code Changes” of when qualified Arborist is required.

4, New members

Discussion occurred regarding the 2 vacancies on the Tree Board. Board
member Yabroff said he would discuss this with the Planning Commission,
as a Planning Commissioner may serve on the Tree Board if no citizen
applies. Tree Board applications were requested to be at the TREE-ster
event,

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None
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DIRECTOR’S REPORT

None

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Quigley called the meeting adjourned at 6:40 p.m.

Respectfully submitted

Sandy Guinn
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TREE BOARD AMENDED MEETING NOTES
REGULAR MEETING OF October 10, 2012

Thety o,
WOODINVILLE
A%

Board Members Present

X Paula Waters X Jey Manickam X Thomas Quigley

0 Michael Munniks X Steve Yabroff

Staff Present

Richard Leahy, Interim Erin Martindale, Sarah Ruether

Development Services Senior Planner Planner

Director

Guests/Public in Attendance

None

Called to Order at: Meeting Location: Chairperson:

4:32 p.m. Calkins Room Thomas Quigley

Agenda X Approved [0 Modified
X Approved

Approval of Minutes: March 14, 2012 minutes approved with modification, change Yabroff’s title from
President to Vice President; April 11, 2012 and April 18, 2012 minutes approved.

PUBLIC COMMENT

None

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

None

NEW BUSINESS

Move location to Chambers the round table, the meetings will not be video taped.
Thomas Quigley elected as Chair and Paula Waters elected as vice chair.

Brief description of Streetscape Framework Plan and the types of trees chosen for main street, the grid roads,
parkways and lanes. Tom asked when there would be an open house for the Streetscape Plan. Erin said Oct 23
from 1:30-3:00 and Oct 24 from 5:30-7:00. This open house is also for gateway plan. Yabroff said he was
concerned that the Katsura Tree would cause infrastructure damage as he has one that has caused driveway
damage. Tom said that the infrastructure damage depends on soil conditions and whether there is a root barrier
and how the tree is planted. Rich said that the consultant would address the soil types and root barriers to
address this.

Paula expressed concern that having all the same kind of tree would create a monoculture and what would it do
for aesthetics? She wondered if Paris has only one species. She also said she had already viewed the
Streetscape Plan in Planning Commission and was happy with it. Jay said that disease can sometimes be a
problem but most of the time it is okay. He said that aesthetics depends on the placement. Rich said it is more of
an architectural statement to have all the same species and that the Parkways are to be more like groves. Sarah
said that a line of trees can act as a vista to frame a view or gateway. Tom would like more review by arborists for
projects. For example Douglass Firs planted under power lines are not a good idea. Rich said he would like the
Businesses to participate more.

Yabroff said he thinks the tree application is arduous and Rich agreed. Making revisions to this will be part of the
2013 work plan.

UNFINISHED BUSINESSES

Vice chair needs to be added to bylaws. Asked to change the time to meet to 4™ Wednesday of month at 5:30. It
used to be a 90 minute meeting but think they can do it in an hour. The conclusion was to meet monthly. Would
like to encourage more public to show up and have more outreach. The board decides if it is an unexcused
absence. Bylaws adopted as amended.
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For the future tree board schedule Erin discussed recommendation of the 2013-2014 spending of the tree fund
money. Rich will provide a recommendation of how to use it for street beautification. Money needs to be spent on
a street where they know it will not be removed. Tom asked if there is any tax fund for tree city. Erin said there is
no tax fund but we are required to spend a certain amount to be a tree city. The fund is currently $37,000. Rich
said in the long term we need to set some objective for this money. Paula asked if we have a goal for the number
of trees. The goal is for a 40% canopy, currently we are at 32%. Rich would like to see the right types of trees in
the right place. Tree maintenance is done for parks but most property owners do not maintain and we need a
more systematic way to maintain. According to Jay having the property owner maintain does not work well and it
ends up that the City has to maintain it. Tom thinks we need a way to report trees that need maintenance.
Yabroff said most homeowners are not skilled at maintaining trees, they are not well educated. Tom said they
had done trainings before maybe this would be a good idea to do again. Rich suggested a group of downtown
property owners as a business assessment to maintain. Jay suggested a fund for the City to assume
maintenance if the property owner does not do it. Yabroff suggested that we educate and you do it and if not we
come out and bill you.

Rich said planting was planned for the north side of 195" to screen out that ugly section and the entry to town at
522 in conjunction with entry signs. Also on both sides of Wood-Sno in the ugly industrial area. Paula asked if
there is anyone on staff to advice on species. Rich said the consultants are landscape architects and would
advise. The money doesn’t go far as irrigation is very expensive. Paula asked if we could consider not having
irrigation. Rich said the groundcover will need irrigation.

A discussion of future meetings for the schedule was to meet in November not in December and in January
discuss tree protection and the tree regulations to make them a more workable process. Would like a proposed
work plan to mirror what has been done in the past. There is Council concern about the bureaucratic process for
tree removal

Next November 28, 2012 5:30
Meeting:

Meeting Adjourned at: 5:15 PM

Notes Prepared by: Sarah Ruether Date: October 10, 2012
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City of Woodinville, Washington
TREE BOARD AMENDED REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF JULY 24, 2013

Woodinville City Hall City Council Chambers, 17301 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA

CALL TO ORDER The regular meeting for the Woodinville Tree Board was called to order at
5:30 p.m. by Chair Quigley.

ROLL CALL Tree Board Present: Chair Quigley, Board Member Waters, and Board
Member Yabroff. Board Member Munniks arrived at 5:35 p.m.

Absent: Board Member Manickam.

City Staff Present: David Kuhl, Development Services Director, Sarah
Ruether, Planner, and Sandy Guinn, Sr. Administrative Assistant

MAIN MOTION: to excuse Board Members Manickam and

Munniks.
Motion by: Board Member Waters
Second by: Board Member Yabroff
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 -0
Vote: Ayes: Chair Quigley and Board Members Waters and
Yabroff
Nayes: None.

Abstain: None.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA |[Chair Quigley noted there was consensus to make no changes.
ORDER AND CONTENT

PUBLIC COMMENTS None.

BUSINESS AND
DISCUSSION ITEMS

Approval of Ap¥il4-7-2043 May |1. Approval of May 22, 2013 Regular Tree Board Meeting Minutes
22, 2013 Tree Board Minutes

Tree Board approved the regular meeting minutes of May 22, 2013, as
presented.

MAIN MOTION: to approve the regular meeting minutes of April
172043 May 22, 2013, as presented.

Motion by: Board Member Waters

Second by: Board Member Yabroff

Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 -0

Vote: Ayes: Chair Quigley and Board Members Waters and
Yabroff
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Nayes: None.
Abstain:  None.

Discussion and Review of Tree
Regulations and Proposed
Recommendations

2. Discussion & Review of Tree Regulations and Proposed
Recommendations

Discussion started with Commissioner Yabroft’s discovery of diseased
trees on his property, his submittal of a Tree Removal application on
Monday, and the process whereby applicants are notified that their Tree
Removal permit has been issued. Planner Ruether advised that normally
the Permit Technician would call the applicant; however, since the Tree
Board was meeting today, Ms. Ruether said she would advise
Commissioner Yabroff that the Tree Removal permit was issued.
Commissioner Yabroff recommended that how an applicant is notified
should be added to the Tree Removal Permit Decision Tree.

The Commissioners discussed how to encourage citizens to take care of
diseased trees when the disease could spread to other trees (e.g. need to
remove tree from property). One of the issues with current tree
regulations is the requirement that a diseased tree that needs to be felled
in a Native Growth Protection Area (NGPA) may not be removed from
the NGPA. The Commissioners expressed that a break on the amount of
tree credits should be given to a citizen when diseased trees (where
disease may be spread to nearby healthy trees) are removed. The
rationale for this is that removal of large trees are expensive and there are
circumstances where a tree should not be replanted for a period of time
(e.g. fungus). Planner Ruether said she would propose revised language
to address diseased trees in the NGPA and how to encourage citizens to
remove diseased trees.

There was further discussion on how to write code so that the current tree
goals are not diluted while the code is rewritten to be more applicable to
what is actually occurring; e.g. the spreading of disease when a diseased
tree is not removed. Commissioner Waters expressed one possibility
could be to give more discretion in the code to the Development Services
Director, provided an Arborist Report is required as staff needs science to
make decisions defensible.

Director Kuhl responded to questions from Tree Board members
regarding recent felling of trees and if permits were first obtained.
Director Kuhl commented on the projects that did have permits and what
the City was doing regarding the situations where no permits were
obtained. Commissioner Munnicks asked what portions of the City’s
code was reviewed for the Canterbury Square project. Planner Ruether
commented that the City reviews a large development in the Central
Business District (CBD) for both tree regulation requirements and
landscaping requirements.

Ms. Ruether talked about the 40% canopy and the 2009 detailed analysis
performed by the UW students and that the City’s tree goals should be
based on this study. Tree Board members discussed deleting tree
regulations from the CBD and Industrial (I) Zones and using strictly the
landscaping code in these areas, provided the code is written to ensure
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that there shall be no net loss of tree canopy coverage. Planner Ruether
advised that she will research what other cities have for landscaping code
and their incentives; e.g. % of native vegetation in the CBD and I Zones
or applicant may get a little more height when green roofs with structured
parking is used. After the Tree Board reviews the researched
information, the next step for the Tree Board is to make recommendations
to City Council. The members stressed that the revised code should not
create loopholes that allows for unnecessary tree removal and that the
over-all 40% tree canopy coverage should be maintained, with 50% tree
canopy coverage in residential.

Chair Tom Quigley explained the 12 point risk factor (as adopted by ISA)
and that any tree above 9 points should be felled. Tree Board members
were supportive of the Director using the 12 point risk factor, provided an
Arborist Report was submitted. There was dialogue regarding the current
code requiring only a certain number of trees to be removed each year
versus removing many trees in one year and then no removal of trees for a
certain number of years (tree management plan). Tree Board member
Yabroff said there should be a middle ground where citizens want to
honor what the goal is and not have citizens throw their hands up. Planner
Ruether said she would bring back provisions creating future tree credits;
provisions for diseased trees that are likely to infect other trees or trees
that have a high risk factor, including poor structured trees that should be
felled.

Chair Quigley asked who is responsible for the routine pruning and how
is it decided what to maintain. Planner Ruether advised Public Works
provides the maintenance in the public right-of-way and on public
property; however, there has been difficulty in finding seasonal help. Ms.
Ruether said she would find out more information regarding maintenance
for the next meeting. Tree Board member Munniks commented that
Wilmot Gateway Park is in great shape. Chair Quigley asked how the
current tree funds are used.

Director Kuhl commented that he believes the funds will be used for the
Gateway landscaping, and, at the next meeting, we could talk about what
to do with current tree funds and make a recommendation.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Director Kuhl reviewed the existing tree violation in the Lower/Upper
West Ridge area and mentioned he hoped to meet with the violator next
week to complete the process. An arborist has made a recommendation
and we need to work out the number of tree credits that need to be
replaced.

He also recommended that guests are allowed to participate and have five
(5) minutes to present their ideas or comments. They should be required
to sit in the audience and not at the table with the Board.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Quigley called the meeting adjourned.

Tree Board Meeting July 24, 2013

Page 3 of 4 Approved August 28, 2013




The meeting was adjourned at 6:28 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Sandy Guinn
Sr. Administrative Assistant

Tree Board Mesting July 24, 2013
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City of Woodinville, Washington
TREE BOARD AMENDED REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF JANUARY 22,2014
Woodinville City Hall City Council Chambers, 17301 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA
CALL TO ORDER The regular meeting for the Woodinville Tree Board was called to order at
6:03 p.m. by Chair Tom Quigley.

ROLL CALL Tree Board Present: Chair Tom Quigley, Board Member Michael
Munniks, and Board Member Steve Yabroff

Absent: Board Member Manickam

City Staff Present: Sarah Ruether, Planner, and Sandy Guinn, Sr.
Administrative Assistant

MAIN MOTION: to excuse Board Member Manickam

Motion by: Board Member Yabroff
Second by: Board Member Munniks
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 - 0
Vote: Ayes: 3

Nayes: None

Abstain: None

APPROVAL OF AGENDA | Chair Quigley noted there was a consensus to make no changes.
ORDER AND CONTENT

PUBLIC COMMENTS Councilmember Paula Waters introduced Ron Smith to the Tree Board

members, as Mr. Smith has expressed an interest in applying for the
vacant Tree Board position.

BUSINESS AND
DISCUSSION ITEMS

Approval of November 27, 2013, |1. Approval of November 27, 2013Tree Board Meeting Minutes -
Regular Tree Board Minutes

Tree Board approved the regular meeting minutes of September25;2043
November 27, 2013, with the correction of the spelling of staff’s name
from “Sand” to “Sandy”.

MAIN MOTION: to approve the regular meeting minutes of
September25;-2043November 27, 2013, as
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amended.

Motion by: Board Member Munniks
Second by: Board Member Yabroff
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 - 0
Vote: Ayes: 3.

Nayes: None.
Abstain:  None.

Review of 2013 Proposed
Changes to Tree Regulations
Recommendations

2. Review of 2013 Proposed Changes to Tree Regulations
Recommendations

Planner Sarah Ruether provided a summary of the recommended
proposed changes to the current tree regulations to simplify and remove
onerous requirements from the current tree permit removal code. The
summary included additional exemptions/change to Arborist
requirements; change to threshold to require a permit for tree
removal/applicability; new system for tree credits-simplify tree credit
system and create a tiered approach; exemptions for tree planting on site
due to infestation or disease; use of landscaping code for commercial and
industrial properties and removing tree code requirements for commercial
zoned properties and multi-family; and modification of tree removal
requirements in critical areas and native growth protection areas.

Board members discussed the threshold to require a permit for tree
removal and whether 12” is appropriate. Board Member Munniks asked
what the estimated age of a tree is with a 12” diameter at-breast-height.
Chair Quigley estimated 15 years or more. There was discussion
regarding what type of species of trees are desired, that there is no species
differentiation referenced in the code, and applying a larger diameter at-
breast-height to a spruce or evergreen would be more desirable than to an
alder. Board members came to a consensus to reduce the proposed
threshold diameter requirement to 9” at-breast-height, instead of 12”.

Board members discussed the benefits of the tree canopy. Board member
Yabroff expressed some of the benefits include helping to cool the
streams (important for salmon to have cool water) and to provide a
cleaner run off. It was expressed by board members that the City should
promote the benefits of tree canopy to citizens and that the tree
regulations help preserve the tree canopy that provides the environment
the citizens desire and wildlife need.

There was consensus for the following changes to the draft Tree Density
Credits chart (Attachment B to staff report):

1. (Tip: Trees are measured at 4.5 inches feet off the ground for
diameter which is 2 pie-halfthe-eireumference-ofthe-tree;; cxtra
small trees are measured at the-base-ofthe-tree 6” above ground.

2. Round off the numbers; 2.18 to 2; 11.25to 11.

Board member Munniks asked if the City still allows the heritage tree
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nominations, as he has a 30-year old broadleaf maple he would like to
nominate. Ms. Ruether advised that the nomination of heritage trees is
active and would forward a nomination form to Tree Board member
Munniks.

At 6:30 p.m., Board member Yabroff moved to extend the meeting for 15
minutes and Board member Munniks seconded the motion. Motion
passed 3-0.

PUBLIC COMMENTS None
DIRECTOR’S REPORT None
ADJOURNMENT Chair Quigley called the meeting adjourned.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Sandy Guinn

Tree Board Meeting January 22, 2014
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CITY OF WOODINVILLE, WA

REPORT TO THE TREE BOARD

17301 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA 98072
WWW.CL,WOODINVILLE. WA, US

To: Tree Board < Date: April 23, 2014
From: Dave Kuhl, Development Services Director —

By: Sarah Ruether, Planner %P

Subject:  Re-cap of First Annual Tree-ster Egg Hunt Arbor Day Event

ISSUE: Shall the Tree Board evaluate the first annual Tree-ster event and develop
recommendations for future events?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: To review and consider issues regarding urban forestry
and the work of the tree board to promote Arbor Day with a new unique event.

POLICY DECISION: The Tree Board provides an advisory role to the City Council on
matters of trees and urban forestry.

BACKGROUND:

This year the tree board decided to try a new event to celebrate Arbor Day called the
“Tree-ster Egg Hunt”. Given that this is a new event, with a whole new concept of how
to reach out to the public, we can use this meeting to brainstorm on the successes and
challenges for the event. Was the turn-out for the event as good as expected or better
than expected? What ages did the Tree Board reach with this event? A general
discussion of whether this should be considered again in the future; and, if so, what
worked and what didn't work so that we can keep notes for next year when deciding
what kind of outreach to do for Arbor Day next.

RECONMENDED ACTION:
EVALUATE THE FIRST ANNUAL TREE-STER EVENT AND DEVELOP
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE EVENTS.



CITY OF WOODINVILLE
TREE BOARD MEETING

PUBLIC COMMENT SIGN IN SHEET

DATE & TIME: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 5:30 PM

WELCOME to the Tree Board meeting! Public Comments provide an opportunity for
the public to address the Tree Board. If you wish to speak, please indicate in the
appropriate box when you sign in.

When you are recognized by the Tree Board Chair:
1. Please give your name and address.
2. Please limit your comments to five minutes per individual, and seven
minutes if representing a group.

‘Thanvkv you for your participaf(ion.
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