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CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVE AGENDA IN CONTENT & ORDER
PUBLIC COMMENTS

BUSINESS AND DISCUSSION ITEMS
1. Approval of September 25, 2013 Minutes
2. Review of Landscaping Code and Proposed Recommendations

PUBLIC COMMENTS

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT
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City of Woodinville, Washington

TREE BOARD REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF September 25, 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 Tom Quigley.

ROLL CALL

Tree Board Present: Chair Tom Quigley, Board Member Waters, and
Board Member Y abroff

Absent: Board Member Manickam and Board Member Munniks

City Staff Present: Sarah Ruether, Planner

MAIN MOTION: to excuse Board Members Manickam and
Munniks
Motion by: Board Member Quigley
Second by: Board Member Waters
Action for the Main Motion: PASSED 3 - 0
Vote: Ayes: 3
Nayes: None
Abstain:  None

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
ORDER AND CONTENT

Chair Quigley noted there was a consensus to make no changes.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

BUSINESS AND
DISCUSSION ITEMS

Approval of August 28, 2013,
Regular Tree Board Minutes

1. Approval of August 28. 2013 Tree Board Meeting Minutes

Tree Board approved the regular meeting minutes of August 28, 2013, as
presented.

MAIN MOTION: to approve the regular meeting minutes of
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August 28,2013, as presented.

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

Nayes: None.

Abstain: None.

Discussion and Review of Tree
Regulations and Proposed
Recommendations

2. Discussion & Review of Tree Regulations and Proposed
Recommendations

Board Member Yabroff recommended taking a bigger picture look at tree
regulations to see if they are having the desired effect. His concern is
that, if the process to get a permit is too onerous or costly, no one will
apply for a permit. He would like to look at implementing the idea of
giving a credit towards future years (healthy trees) so that a homeowner
could take more trees down at once if they agree not to remove any of the
future years’ credited trees. The other Board Members agreed that this
was something that should be made as part of the new regulations. Mr.

Y abroff, also, wanted to incorporate a limit on how many trees are
enough for a wooded site.

The board discussed the landscaping code and wondered how this fit in
with proposed tree code changes. Planner Ruether said she thought this is
part of the Comprehensive Plan update and the work would feed that
update.

Board Member Yabroff had a few questions about how the City’s
landscaping code worked and didn’t think the point system in the City of
Seattle green factor made sense. Planner Ruether said that after the staff
report was written she learned that the City of Redmond had a similar
concept as the Seattle green factor, except it is easier to understand. The
Tree Board asked if they could see a copy of the Redmond code at their
next meeting. Planner Ruether said she liked the idea of the green factor
because it provided more flexibility and the Redmond code does this.
Additionally, these example codes are more up-to-date with modern green
development and low impact development code.

Board Member Yabroff was concerned that the example of the Tacoma
code that required alternating species would not allow for a long
boulevard of trees like Cherry trees, which can create a great visual effect.

It was discussed that Board Member Waters will leave the Tree Board in
December and that the vacancy needs to be discussed at future Planning
Commission meetings.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None
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DIRECTOR’S REPORT None

ADJOURNMENT Chair Quigley called the meeting adjourned.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:30 p.m,

Tree Board Meeting September 25, 2013 DRAFT
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CITY OF WOODINVILLE, WA

REPORT TO THE TREE BOARD

17301 1331 Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA 98072
WWW.CL.WOODINVILLE,WA,US

To: Tree Board ./ Date: November 27, 2013
From: Dave Kuhl, Development Services Directorﬂ—'/
By: Sarah Ruether, Planner

Subject: Review of Landscaping Code and Proposed Recommendations

ISSUE: Shall the Tree Board review the Current Tree Code and Proposed Recommendations for Changes to
the Code?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: To review and consider proposed changes as part of the Tree Board work plan
for 2013.

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

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS:

The City’s current [andscaping code, and other examples of landscaping codes that provide alternative ways to
allow green development, were discussed at the last Tree Board meeting. Example code from the City of
Seattle, which includes what is called a green factor (a factor that gives different weight to alternative green
options) was discussed. The Tree Board liked the format of the green factor from the City of Seattle, which
allowed a menu of options for landscaping and green development. However, the Tree Board found the
multipliers confusing and difficult to apply. An example of a code that uses a concept similar to the City of
Seattle green factor is the City of Redmond’s recent landscaping code update. The City of Redmond has a
green score as part of its landscaping code that accomplishes the same concept as the City of Seattle code
but is simpler and easier to use and understand. Elements of the City of Redmond green score will be
discussed below.

The City of Redmond’s landscaping code was adopted in 2011 and uses a system similar to Seattle’s green
factor. See Attachment A City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 for the full landscaping
code. Similar to the City of Seattle’s green factor, the Redmond landscaping code requires the applicant to
come up with a score based on a menu of different options, which all have different point values. This allows a
development multiple options for ways to incorporate green development into their project as part of their
landscaping plan. The green factor score includes giving credits for green and landscaped roofs (items 18 and
19 on the green score list), credit for pervious pavement (item 16 and 17 on the list). These options, also,
allow for vegetated walls (item 7) and give credit for bio-swales (items 14 and 15). The Redmond green score,
as part of its landscaping code, allows more flexibility to a development that may be very dense, where
planting a large number of trees may not be possible. This type of code, also, provides incentives for “green”
development. The list of possible green factor elements can be seen on the next page with the items
mentioned in the staff report highlighted.



Table 21.32 Ecological Score Requirements
City of Redmond Landscaping Code Chapter 21.32

Technique Points Points Points

Downtown | Overlake | Other
Village Citywide
Zones

1.) 25 percent of the plants installed are Northwest adaptive and 25 5 pts 5pts 5 pts

percent of the plants installed are native*

2.) 40 percent of existing significant trees includes landmark are 3 pts 3 pts 7 pts

retained

3.) Minimum 25 percent of proposed trees are evergreens 3 pts 3 pts 5 pts

4.) Minimum 25 percent of evergreen trees are greater than 10 feet high | 3 pts 3 pts 5 pts

at installation

5.) Minimum 25 percent of deciduous trees are 3-inch caliper or greater | 3pts 3pts Spts

at installation

6.) 10 percent increase over the minimum number of required 3 pts 3 pts Spts

replacement trees, street trees or parking lot trees.

7.) Vegetated walls (including trellis, green tower or similar features) that | 5 pts 5 pts 3 pts

have a minimum area of 300 square feet. Additional points in

increments of three shall be awarded for every 300 square feet of

vegetated walls provided.

8.) Proposed water features use recycled water 3 pts 3pts 3 pts

9.) Minimum of 25 percent of landscaped areas are designed with long- | 3 pts 3pts 5 pts

term irrigation from harvested rainwater (such as rain barrels)*

10.) Minimum 25 percent of landscaped areas are designed with 3 pts 3 pts 3 pts

landscaping that that does not require irrigation after a three-year

period.

11.) Minimum of 50 percent of landscaped areas where native soils are | 4pts 4pts 7pts

preserved on-site

12.) Minimum of 50 percent of landscaped areas where native soils are | 3pts 3pts 3pts

preserved onsite

13.) 5 percent of required planting areas in disturbed soils are amended | 5 pts 5 pts 3 pts

14.) Use of rain gardens, bio-retention swales, engineered swales N/A 5 pts 5pts

and/or engineered wetlands that treats 25 percent of pollution

| generating impervious surfaces*
15.) Use of rain gardens, bio-retention swales, engineered swales 5pts 5pts 5pts
and/or engineered wetlands for 25 percent of pollution non-pollution
|_generating impervious surfaces*

16.) Permeable paving of 25 percent of paved areas within a site of N/A 5 pts Bpts

pollution generating impervious surfaces*

17.) Use of permeable paving for 25 percent of non-pollution generating | 5 pts Spts 5pts

paves areas within a site*

18.) Green roofs that provide 10 percent roof coverage 5 pts 5pts 5pts

19.) Landscape roofs that provide 10 percent of roof coverage 2 pts 2 pts 2 pts

20.) Installed trees that will attain an average 30 foot spread canopy in | 5 pts 5pts 3 pts

10 years within parking lots.

21.) 10 percent of roof coverage dedicated to solar panel installation 5pts 5pts 5pts

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

REVIEW PROPOSED OPTIONS AND MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS

Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32




Table 21.32 Ecological Score Requirements
City of Redmond Landscaping Code Chapter 21.32

Technique Points Points Points

Downtown | Overlake | Other
Village Citywide
Zones

1.) 25 percent of the plants installed are Northwest adaptive and 25 5pts 5 pts 5 pts

percent of the plants installed are native*

2.) 40 percent of existing significant trees includes landmark are 3 pts 3 pts 7 pts

retained

3.) Minimum 25 percent of proposed trees are evergreens 3 pts 3 pts 5 pts

4.) Minimum 25 percent of evergreen trees are greater than 10 feet high | 3 pts 3 pts 5 pts

at installation

5.) Minimum 25 percent of deciduous trees are 3-inch caliper or greater | 3pts 3pts Spts

at installation

6.) 10 percent increase over the minimum number of required 3 pts 3 pts Spts

replacement trees, street trees or parking lot trees.

7.) Vegetated walls (including trellis, green tower or similar features) that | 5 pts 5 pts 3 pts

have a minimum area of 300 square feet. Additional points in

increments of three shall be awarded for every 300 square feet of

vegetated walls provided.

8.) Proposed water features use recycled water 3 pts 3pts 3 pts

9.) Minimum of 25 percent of landscaped areas are designed with long- | 3 pts 3pts 5 pts

term irrigation from harvested rainwater (such as rain barrels)*

10.) Minimum 25 percent of landscaped areas are designed with 3 pts 3 pts 3 pts

landscaping that that does not require irrigation after a three-year

period.

11.) Minimum of 50 percent of landscaped areas where native soils are | 4pts 4pts Tpts

preserved on-site

12.) Minimum of 50 percent of landscaped areas where native soils are | 3pts 3pts 3pts

preserved onsite

13.) 5 percent of required planting areas in disturbed soils are amended | 5 pts 5 pts 3 pts

14.) Use of rain gardens, bio-retention swales, engineered swales N/A 5pts 5pts

and/or engineered wetlands that treats 25 percent of pollution

generating impervious surfaces*

15.) Use of rain gardens, bio-retention swales, engineered swales 5 pts 5pts 5pts

and/or engineered wetlands for 25 percent of pollution non-pollution

generating impervious surfaces*

16.) Permeable paving of 25 percent of paved areas within a site of N/A 5 pts Spts

pollution generating impervious surfaces*

17.) Use of permeable paving for 25 percent of non-pollution generating | 5 pts 5pts Spts

paves areas within a site*

18.) Green roofs that provide 10 percent roof coverage 5 pts 5 pts 5pts

19.) Landscape roofs that provide 10 percent of roof coverage 2 pts 2 pts 2 pts

20.) Installed trees that will attain an average 30 foot spread canopy in | 5 pts 5 pts 3 pts

10 years within parking lots.

21.) 10 percent of roof coverage dedicated to solar panel installation 5 pts 5 pts 5 pts

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

REVIEW PROPOSED OPTIONS AND MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS

Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32




Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

RZC 21.32 LANDSCAPING

OLandscapiug User Guide

21.32.010 Purpose

A. The purpose of this chapter is to:
1. Promote the aesthetic character of the City and its neighborhoods.
. Encourage the use of native plant species by their retention or use in landscape design.
. Encourage the use of a diversity of plant species that promote native wildlife habitat.

2
3
4, Reduce erosion and storm water runoff.
5

. Encourage water use efficiency through water conservation techniques and efficient irrigation design
standards,

6. Promote proper plant selection and continuous maintenance so that plant materials flourish.

7. Reduce visual impacts of uses and impervious surfaces by screening.

Document as of:2/17/2013
Effective om:4/16/2011

21.32.020 Applicability

Preservation, and applicable neighborhood residential design standards.

B. All land uses shall comply with the requirements of this section. Proposals for new single-family homes that

exempt from this section.

Document as af:9/17 /2013
Effective an:4 /162011

21.32.030 Alternative Plan Criteria

A. The Technical Committee may allow deviation from these standards in special circumstances to assure the
fulfillment of the purpose of this section, to allow for flexibility and innovation of design, and to provide a
superior landscape plan. Special circumstances that would justify deviation from standards include:

1. Preservation of wildlife habitat.

2. Preservation of significant natural area and existing vegetation.
3. Conflicts with utilities.
4, Special security needs.
5



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

6. Innovative landscape design.

£

plan under the criteria set forth in sections RZC 21.32.030.A and 21.32.030.8 ahove.

Document as of3 17 /2013
Effective om4 /162011

21.32.040 Landscape Area Requirements

Design and materials of the minimum landscaped area shall comply with this chapter and the requirements in
RZC 21.60.040.C, Landscaping. Not more than 50 percent of the required landscaped area in Downtown and
Overlake Village zones and 25 percent of the required landscaped area in all other zones in the City shall be
covered with impervious or hardscape surfaces, such as patios, plazas, walkways, walls and fences, water
features such as fountain or pool; excluding sidewalks.

Documentas of3/17 /2013
Effective om:4 /16/2011

21.32.050 General Landscape Standards

A, All plants shall be of the type, size and condition specified, be in a healthy condition, and conform with the
American Nurseryman Standards.

B. All plants shall be compatible with Redmond's USDA plant hardiness zone.

such plant material is consistent with the planting design concept, healthy, and likely to survive
development activities.

D. All plants shall have the following minimum size at installation:
1. Deciduous trees: two-inch caliper.
2. Ewergreen trees: six-foot height.
3. Vine maples and other multistemmed trees: seven-foot height.
4. Medium shrubs: 24-inch minimum height and tall shrubs: 30-inch minimum height
5

Groundcover: Spacing shall be 18 inches on center maximum and shall provide 75 percent coverage
within three years.

E. Bark mulch, gravel or other nonvegetative material shall only be used in conjunction with groundcover

nonvegetative material shall not appear to be dominant over plant material.

F. Native Plants shall be selected from the guide, Plants of the Pacific Northwest Coast: Washington, Oregon,

G. The vegetation selected for the landscape plan shall be suited to the physical conditions of the site so it can
be expected to survive.

H. Trees species and location shall be selected to:

1. Minimize the potential for interfering with or damaging power lines, underground utilities, or

I ast Ravicimn: Sumsst 31 TN



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

impervious surfaces.

2. Compatibility with the site design at their mature size.

I. Plants having similar water-use characteristics should be grouped together; for example, plantings that are
not drought tolerant should be grouped together and separated from drought-tolerant plantings. If installed,
separate irrigation systems should be provided as necessary for each group.

J. Medians shall be planted with groundcover and the use of turf and/or grass shall be restricted within
medians because of potential problems with maintenance.

K. Plants shall be spaced appropriately for their type, function and landscape design (massing, individual
display, etc.).

0. A minimum five-foot-wide planting area shall be provided between all exterior huilding walls and vehicular

bioretention swales, or other solutions.

P. All planting areas shall be a minimum of five feet in width and length, except where a greater dimension is
required for the health and survival of the plants.

Q. Plantings shall meet the City requirements for sign clearance at intersections, and shall not conflict with

pedestrian or traffic safety.

R. The minimum size of any planting area shall be 64 square feet, except where otherwise indicated, to provide
a proper planting environment.

Documentas of9/17/2013
Effective on:d/16/2011

21.32.060 Ecological Score Requirements

restoring and preserving habitat, increasing energy efficiency, and creating value through significant
economic, social, and environmental benefit. This requirement is designed to increase the quality and
canopy of planted areas within the City while promoting flexibility in design of landscaped areas.

area exceeds 500 square feet:

1. An applicant shall achieve an ecological score of 20 or greater, hased on the techniques listed in the
table below, in any combination.

2. Scoring of points are awarded on the hasis of a technique’s overall ecological benefit.

3. Techniques listed with an “*" can achieve an additional score of one point for every increase of 10

shall be awarded as follows:

Revision: August 31, 2013



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

Technique: 40 percent Tree Preservation
Additional Point: 10 percent of 40 = 44 percent tree preservation

4. Every landscape plan shall include a minimum of three different techniques to achieve the total score
and any one technigue cannot exceed a maximum score of 10 points.

5. Techniques incorporating stormwater solutions shall comply with RMC Chapter 15.24, Clearing,
(rading, and Stormwater Management.

Table 21.32.060
Ecological Score Requirements

1. 25percentofthe plantsinstalled sre Northwest adsptive and 25 percent

of the plantzinstalled sre native* S gt o s S pains
2. 4Dpercentofexistingsignificant trees incluces landmark sre retsined. 3 points 3 points 7 points
3. Minimum of25 percent of propozed trees are svergreens 3 points 3 points 5 points
4. Minimumof 25 percent of evergreen trees sre grester than 10feet high st . s o
installation 3 points 3 points 5 points
_5. Mm!mum of 25 percent of deciduous trees sre 3-inch csliper or gresterst 3 puis 3 points % iy
instaliation

6. 10percentincrease overthe minimum number of required replacement . ; § painas

1. Vegetated wslls (inciuding trellis, green tower or similar festures) that

have a minimum srea of 300 square feet. Additions] points in increments of 5 points 5 pointz 3 points
three zhall be 3warded for every 300 sqguare feet of vegetated walls provided.

§. Proposedwsterfestures use recycled wster 3 points 3 pointz 3 points

8. Minimum of 25 percent of landscaped areas sre cesigned withlong-term

irrigation from harvested rainwater {such 3z rain barrels)* Fodinde Sonisk % poknts
10. Minimum of 25 percent of landscaped aress sre designed with 3 aninis S ks 3 pints
Iandscaping that does notrequire irrigstion after 3 three-yesr period P P i
11. Mini €50 t of lands d aress wh stive s0ils ar 5 . "
Pre:e;:::u:’;i-t-e percen - cspe eIz where I'!__ly_e__?l__ are a pOH‘IB 4 pomt: 7 pomt:
12. Minimum of 50 percent of required planting aress in disturbed soilz are e 5 —_—
s 3 points 3 points 3 points
13. 5 percent of common open zpace or 25 square feet perunit, izreserved as T " ot
a food garden* 5 points S points 3 points
14. Use of rain gardens, bioretention swsles, engineered swales and/or

enginesred wetlands that treats 25 percent of poliution generating N/A S paints S points
impervious surfaces

15. Uze of rain gardens, bioretention swales, enginesred swales and/or

engineered wetlands for 25 percent of non-poilution generating impervious 5 points 5 points S points
surfaces*

16. Permeabie paving of 25 percent of paved sreaz within 3 site of pollution s o

. i e 5 ™ NIA 5 points 5 points
17. Use of Permesble paving for 25 percent of non-poliution generating paved < : :
aress within 3 site® S points % points Apaints
18. Green Roofs that provice 10 percent of roof coverage® 5 points S points 5 points
19. Landzcape Roofs that provide 10 percent of roof coverage® 2 points 2 points 2 points
20. Installed trees that will 3ttain 3n sverage 30-foot-spread canopy in 10 SRS Seroiie S

years within parking lots.

21. 10 percent of roof coversge dedicated tosolar parel inztalistion® 5 points S points S points



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

21.32.070 Parking Lot Landscaping Standards

B. General Requirements.

L

8.

Parking lots with less than 20 spaces shall not be required to provide any interior landscaping with the
exception of Neighborhood Commercial zones. All Neighborhood Commercial uses shall provide
parking lot landscaping in accordance with this section and with the Parking Lot Landscaping Table,
for 20-150 spaces, when providing any amount of parking less than 20 spaces. (Ord. 2614)

Landscaping islands shall be placed at the end of every parking row with a maximum spacing of one (1)
island for every 10 parking spaces. Islands shall be a minimum of 64 square feet measured from the
edge of the landscaping. An exception to this requirement shall be permitted when professionally
engineered solutions, such as rain gardens, bioretention swales or other solutions, demonstrates the
requirement for a deviation.

areas.

Wheelstops and/or curbs shall be installed to prevent vehicles from overhanging landscaping islands.

Narrow parking lot islands or peninsulas and planting strips should not be planted in grass because of
potential problems with maintenance. Location of larger parking spaces adjacent to islands is
suggested to reduce damage to plant materials.

Yable 21.32.070
Parking Lot Interior Landscaping Table

Interior Lanczcaping
20-150 spaces 151+ zpaces
Landzecaping required 5 percent 7 parcent
Maximum contiguous landzcape ares 500 squsre. feet 1500zquare feet
Perimeter Landzcaping
Minimum wicdth of planter strip from property line
StrestFrontage Interior Lot Line
Psrking spaces:
0-100 5feet 5 feet
100-292 10 feet 5 faet
500-1.000 15feet{10feer)” 10 feet
1,000+ 20 feet (10feet)* 10 feet
* Planter width may be reduced with provizion of three foot-high fence or hedge between parking lot 3nd street zide planter, zubject
toreview and approval by the Design Review Board.

Lms mmam



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

. Figure21.32.070
Parking Lot Landscaping

Document as af:93/17/2013
Effective on:2/17/2011

21.32.080 Types of Planting

area of the site. The types, arrangement and quantity of plants shall be appropriate to the size and purpose
of the area to be planted and shall be based on the applicable use proposed as indicated in the table below:

Table 21.32.080
Types of Planting

Minimum Standard

Evergreen trees and shrubs:
1. Minimurn height of five feet stplanting:
and 1. Oumlacrstarage.
2. E0percent sight obzcuring screen atthe | 2. Service ysrds.
time of planting; or 3. Trazhcontsiners.
Fonels 3. Combination of evergreen and deciduous |4. Mechanical/electrical ground mounted
sypf - Solid sight barrier trees and shrubs backed by 100 percent sight- | equipment.
ol Scimen obzcuring, cecorative wall or fence. 5. Betweenincompstible usezsuchasz
Deciduous trees industrial or commercial and residentizl
1. Minimum height of 10 feet at planting. OrTECIEstion yTes: )
2. Thewicth of the barrier shall genersily be 6. Utilityinstsiistions orequipment.
10feet, unless otherwise specified by the
Technical Commmittee.
1. Evergreenors mixture of evergreen and
deciduous trees with tall shrubs and
ground i persed with trees, andfor |1, Between compatible uses toreduce
el Nuilsrasritonitnt decorstive wall or fence. the visuslimpsct of ofp
g gl 2. Minimum of 50 percent evergreen trees snd blank building facsdes.
Visusl 75 percent sight Fibphieeia
P e i snd evergreen shrubz. 2. Between parking lots and backofcurh
i olstenng 3. Screening for parking structurez shali or zidewslk.

Last Revision: Aucust 31. 2013



Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

D )

consist of 3 maximum of 40 percent 3. Toscreenparking structures.

evergreen plantings in orderto silow ght to

penetrste to the interior of the garsge.

1. Misture of evergreen snd deciduous ;;m\;tereo\;l:;bll‘it;f':lf:—r::ront:,

shrubz, and/or groundcover, to provide 50 -2----‘-‘-.:---55 Ers i a r: e

¥isusl interestand percent coverage of the entire planting sres d 2 oes ﬂl;!_ exits "
Type lli- complementiarge plant | stthe time of planting. e j:‘:? SHEELS N COMPIENEEWE
low Cowver | materials andfore: 2. Treeszhall notbe planted within eight ;‘E .: ’5““,“ f’r‘.‘:n.gn“' il
contro! ) " | feetof the water or sewer pipeline. = AOSUpPE EasNGUCEetation
3. Shrubzshsll belocsted atlesst four feet :nd,’o: SpECimiEenees.
from fire hydrants. . Infire3ccess sress snd sround
hydrants.

1. Trees pianted with supporting shrubs

snd/or groundcover.

2. Lewnsresizdizcouraged; however, if 1. Feorgarkinglot pianting sress [islands,

; % ” bsti d for ground. the wicth ofthe | peninsulas or medians) and stedges
gg:n[;;“ ::SI::;::;:::;Z‘; shals planting srea shallexceed 10 feetin the where screening iz not required.
e = =5 narrowest dimension. 2. Inopenlswn sress asisiands of

Planting | particularly parkingl0t2. | 3 71002 2nali not be planted within eight plantings.

feetofthe wster or sewer pipeline. 3. As3supplementto existing vegetstion.

4. Shrubszshsll be locsted stlesst four feet

from fire hydrants.

4 f17/2013
Fectve omi4/16/2011

21.32.090 Street Trees

Street tree species shall comply with the City’s Recommended Street Tree List and the City's Street Tree
Plan.

Department are required to be installed on principal, minor, and collector arterials, and on other streets as
specified in neighborhood residential design standards, unless variations are approved by the Technical

€. On local streets not addressed in neighborhood standard, street trees on the Recommended Street Tree List
may be planted by property owners, who are then responsible for maintenance of the trees in the street

F. The average spacing for street trees should be 30 feet on center and adjusted to allow for sight lines,
utilities, traffic signs, light standards, driveways and other street appurtenances.

G. Trees on public streets shall be installed as follows:

1. Deciduous trees shall be planted at least two feet from the back of curb to center of tree in tree pits
that measure four by six feet.

2. Coniferous trees shall be planted at least seven feet from the back of curb.
3. Tree wells shall meet the specifications of City Standard Details.

H. Planter strips and/or landscape strips shall be maintained by either the homeowners association or
adjacent private property owner.

Document as of 3
Effective on:4 /11,




Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32

21.32.100 Irrigation

shall be irrigated with automatic systems designed to conserve water. The irrigation requirement may be
madified or waived for planting areas with drought tolerant plants as long as it is demonstrated to the

B. Where automatic irrigation is required, a subsurface irrigation or drop irrigation system shall be provided
in accordance with all state and local rules, regulations and ordinances including approved backflow
devices. All irrigation systems shall include a rain sensor device. The system shall completely cover all
planting areas requiring irrigation.

Document as of 3/17 /2013
Effective cn:4/16/2011
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Outlook Print Message Page 1 of 2

Woodinville - Tree Permit - Adventura at Redhook

From: Scott Chreist (scott@adventuraplay.com)
Sent: Wed 11/27/13 9:28 AM
To:  Thomas Quigley (tlquigley@msn.com)

Hi Tom,
Thank you for reading this to the board.

| would like to bring to your attention the contradictions between the specific guidelines that the
county has for the development and maintenance of storm water drainage basins located on private
land to that of the city of woodinville (COW) policies, guidelines, and/or regulations for the same. This
information then needs to be aligned with the COW land use code that states what they need in land
use planning for trees. Finally there needs to be some evaluation of the criteria the COW uses to
determine if permits meet approval and the manner in which that is communicated to citizens. At this
point, the process feels very loose and driven by COW personalities. The process is so poorly outlined
that it is unclear to me what criteria are used to assess permits.

At the core, the issue is this: The storm water retention ponds at Redhook were developed free of
shrubs and trees in the mid 90's. From what | can tell of the County regulations, these ponds were to
have been kept clear of shrubs and trees to maintain functionality of the ponds as storm water
facilitation units. The problem is, Redhook did not maintain the ponds in such a manner and allowed
shrubs and trees to grow within the ponds. As the owner/operator of the adventure course at
Redhook, we cleared ponds 1, 2, 3 and 4 in 2003 for the initial construction of the course. At that time,
there was no mention of tree permitting from the city of Woodinville.

Currently, we are poised to expand the course within tract A (within the storm water retention pond
boundaries), but have run into a tree permit issue with the city that appears to be changing at every
meeting and/or makes no logical sense when compared to that county regulations. We've been stuck
in tree permitting since April 2013 and still have no answer from the COW.

If we were a Microsoft or a Boeing, the issue would be irrelevant given that the COW allows for a "fee"
to be paid to bypass the tree permit. In essence, this bypass functions as follows (according to Erin
Martindale):

the cost of the trees required (in our case 106) + the cost of installation + 50% = FEE total

We estimate that cost to be around $25,000. For a small business to absorb that amount is frankly
unjust when compared to a big company that can easily cover that "fee".

I am not looking for a fight. | am simply trying to obtain the permits needed for the expansion of the
facility at Redhook.

Sincerely, 5
Scott Chreist \o*\ ¢
‘ s\;' cJ\Na
DY g e

https://blul73.mail live.com/mail/PrintMessages.aspx?cpids=450328e8-5789-11e3-b266-... 11/27/2013



2.24.020 Creation and establishment of a City Tree Board.

There is hereby created and established a City Tree Board for the City of Woodinville, Washington.

The Tree Board shall be made up of five members as follows:

(1) The Board shall be comprised of residents, employees, and business owners of the City and the
Woodinville community located in the Tree Board eligibility area as depicted on Figure 1-1. The Tree
Board eligibility area is generally described as the City of Woodinville and a portion of the City of
Woodinville planning area limited to the Woodinville community of unincorporated King County east of
the City's westerly boundary to Avondale Road and north of NE 124th Street, and all potential

annexation area shown in the Comprehensive Plan;

(2) There shall be at least one business owner and three residents on the Board; the positions of the
Board may be appointed from the membership of the City of Woodinville Planning Commission, upon

recommendation of the Planning Commission;
(3) At least two members of the Board must be tree and/or plant industry professionals;

(4) No more than two residents or business owners outside the City limits may serve on the Board at

any given time;

(5) Priority shall be given to City residents for appointment consideration. If after a reasonable time

period (two months) no City residents have applied for appointment to the Tree Board, the Planning

Commission may select from its membership to fill the open Tree Board seats and those names

selected will be forwarded to the Mayor consistent with the procedures of subsection (6) of this section;

(6) One of the nonresident members may be an employee who works within the Woodinville

community in the tree and/or plant industry.

The members of the Board shall be appointed by the Mayor with the approval of the City Council.
Nonresidents appointed after the effective date of the ordinance codified in this chapter shall serve as
ex officio members of the Tree Board, except those nonresidents living in areas with pre-annexation
agreements with the City of Woodinville enacted by the City Council shall have full voting rights on the
Tree Board; and provided, that members appointed before April 1, 2005, may serve as voting
members for the duration of their eligibility, subject to reappointment by the Mayor and approval of the

City Council. (Ord. 529 § 1, 2011; Ord. 384 § 1, 2005; Ord. 254 § 1, 2000; Ord. 238 § 1, 1999)



