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CITY OF WOODINVILLE 
TREE BOARD AGENDA 

REGULAR MEETING WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 27,2013 5:30PM 

• Jey Manickam • Thomas L Quigley • Michael Munniks • Paula Waters • Steve Yabroff 

5:30 CALL TO ORDER 

5:31 ROLL CALL 

5:33 APPROVE AGENDA IN CONTENT & ORDER 

5:35 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

BUSINESS AND DISCUSSION ITEMS 
5:40 1. Approval of September 25, 2013 Minutes 
5:45 2. Review of Landscaping Code and Proposed Recommendations 

6:20 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

6:25 DIRECTOR'S REPORT 

6:30 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: November 20, 2013 
Staff Contact: Sarah Ruether, Planner 

Fa..xed to: 
E-mailed to: 
Publish: 
Post: 

News Media 
Tree Board 
Not published 
1) In-House, 2) Post Office & 3) Website 
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City of Woodinville, Washington 
TREE BOARD REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF September 25, 2013 

Woodinville City Hall City Council Chambers, 1730 I 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA 

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

ROLLCALL 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 
Munnil{s 

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

PUBLIC COMMENTS None. 

BUSINESS AND 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 

Approval of August 28, 2013, I. Approval of August 28, 2013Tree Board Meeting Minutes 
Regular Tree Board 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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Discussion and Review of Tree 
Regulations and Proposed 
Recommendations 

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. 

2. Discussion & Review of Tree Regulations and Proposed 
Recommendations 

Board Member Y abroff 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 pati of the new regulations. Mr. 
Yabroff, 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 
pati 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. 
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CITY OF WOODINVILLE, WA 

REPORT TO THE TREE BOARD 
17301 133rd Avenue NE, Woodinville, WA 98072 
WWW.CI.WOODINVILLE.WA.US 

To: 

From: 

Tree Board . / Date: November 27, 2013 

Dave Kuhl, Development Services Directo~~ 
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 landscaping 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. 

1 



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 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 5pts 
at installation 
6.) 10 percent increase over the minimum number of required 3 pts 3 pts 5pts 
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 Rercent 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 5 pts 
and/or engineered wetlands that treats 25 percent of pollutio 
generating impervious surfaces* 
15.) Use of rain gardens, bio-retention swales, engineered swales 5 pts 5 ts 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 5pts 
pollution generating impervious surfaces* 
17.) Use of permeable paving for 25 percent of non-pollution generating 5 pts 5pts 5pts 
paves areas within a site* 
18.) Green roofs that provide 10 percent roof coverage 5 pts 5 pts 5pts 
19.) Landscape roofs that provide 1 0 percent of roof coverag~ 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 
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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 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 5pts 
at installation 
6.) 1 0 percent increase over the minimum number of required 3 pts 3 pts 5pts 
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)* 
1 0.) 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 5 pts 
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 5 pts 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 5pts 
pollution generating impervious surfaces* 
17.) Use of permeable paving for 25 percent of non-pollution generating 5 pts 5pts 5pts 
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 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

RZC 21.32 LANDSCAPING 

0 Landscapiug User ,Guide 

21.32.010 Purpose 

A. The purpose of this chapter is to: 

1. Promote the aesthetic character of the .GUy and Its neighborhoods, 

2. Encourage the use of native plant species by their retention or use in landscape design. 

3. Encourage the use of a diversity of plant species that promote native wildlife habitat 

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 ! !l.:l~.!"Y.11?.1:1.S. .s.~.r.f<i.C.~S. by screen in~ 
lhcum~t ii<Sof:9/17j2()13 
Effo<: tl.,e on!4/16/2011 

21.32.020 Applicability 

A. Single-(~~-i!Y. homes shall comply with requirements for the preservation of~~-~. in R2C 21.72, Tre.e 
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 
are not part of a ~Jlgn_ .P.I.aJ or p_r~I!~~!!!'!~~ - .P.!~.t application with a provision for common p~-~1 - ~.P.;l~~ are 
exempt from this section. 

Dotum""t ;as of:9/ t 7j2()t:l 
Effectl.,e oru4/l 6/201 1 

21.32.030 Arternative Plan Criteria 

A. The I~~hl).i~~l..~l?.n.j_ry_~!~.~ -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. Spectal circumstances that would justify deviation from standards include: 

1. Preservation of v.rildlife habitat 

2. Preservation of significant natural area and existing vegetation. 

3. Conflicts with utilities. 

4. Special security needs. 

5. Preservation ofs.ig_l)_l_fl_~_n..ttr.l?.~~ 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21 .32 

6. Innovative landscape design. 

B. The ~-d.~?.! !lj.~_t!:~~~ ~: may al~o approve an alternate landscape plan which may include modifications of 
standards if the plan is of superior quali1)• in terms of function, mater ials and tota l !~.ll. ~.S.-~1~~-~!:~~ .. 

C. All reques t<; for approval of an alternate landscape plan shall be made at the time of !~.n.~ .. .l:I.~~-. .P.~Et~?. !~ 

applic-ation. The :a. r?.P.!i.~.~Jf shall include infonnation in the appl ication justifYing the alternate landscape 
plan under the critetia set forth in section.s HZC 21.32.03(1J\ and 21.32JH0.8 above. 

Oocumont "" of-:9{17 / 2013 
F.ffoctlve on :-t/Hi/ 2 11 

21.32.040 Landscape Area Requirements 

Minimum .l~~~-~~~P.C.:.i! l:~.':l requirement<; are set forth in the zone chapt ers, HZ( Artic-le I, Zo11e·Ba.sed Regulations. 
Design and materials of the minimum landscaped a rea shall comply with this d 1apter and the requir ements in 
RZC 21 .60.0~0.C, Lalld.scaping. 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 .C.icy shall he 
covered with impenious or hardscape surfaces, such as patios, plazas, walkways, •Nalls and fences, water 
feature.~ such as fountain or pool; e.xduding sidewalks. 

Document o.< ofc'!/17 /2013 
Effective an :-1/16{21}1 1 

21.32.050 General Landscape Standards 

A. All plants shall be of the lyJlC, size and condition specified, be in a heal thy condition, a nd conform with the 
Ame1ican Nurse1y man Standards. 

B. All plan to; s ha ll be compatib le witl1 Hedmond·'s USDA plan t hardiness zone. 

C. Existi ng.~:~~~ and shrubs on the ~!.~~ of a proposed ~:~Y.~I.4fp_t:r!~~~ may be used to meet requ irements where 
such plant material L'i consistent wid1 the planting design concept, healthy, and likely to su rvive 
development activities. 

D. All plan to; sha ll have the fo ll owing minimum s ize at ill5taHation: 

L Deciduous trees: two-inch E~I~l~.~-r,. 

Z. Hvergreen trees: s ix-foot height. 

3. Vine maples and od1er multistcmmcd t rees: seven-foot height. 

4. Medium shrubs: 24-inch minimum he ight and tall shmbs: 30-indl minimum heigh t 

5. Groundcover: Spacing shall be 11:1 inches on center maximum and shall provide 75 percent coverage 
wi thin three years. 

E. Bar¥., mukll, gravel or other nonvegetanve mateti al shall only be used in conjunction with groundcover 
plantings to assL<>t g_t~~~h and maintenance or to visually complement plant material. In planted areas, 
nonvegetativc materia l shall not appear to be domina nt over plant material. 

F. Native Plan t'> shall be selected from the gu ide, Plants of the Pacific Northwest Coast: Wasl!ingtcnt Oregon, 
Br-itish Columbia and AiasktL or as appnnred by the A~.'lli.I). !~!Iil.~1:. 

G. The vegetation selected for the landscape plan sha ll be su rted to the phy-s ical conditiom of dte s ite so it can 
be expected to smvive. 

U. Trees species a nd location shall be selected! to: 

1. Minim ize the potential fo r interfering wi th o r damaging power lines. underground utilities, or 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

.i~!lJ~~-~~.~~!:1-~-~t,t !J'!~.f!.S. · 

2. Compatibil ity with the site design at their mature size. 

3. Minimize poten tia l damage to sidewalks, foundations, ~.~~-~t;t,J~~ and injmics to people. 

I. Plant<> having similar water-usc cha racteristics should he grouped together; for example. planti ngs tl1at arc 
not drou ght tolerant shou td be groupc<l together and sepa.-atc<l from drought-tolerant plantings. I finstaltcd, 
separate ·irrigation systems should be pmvided as neces..<>aJ-y for each group. 

J. Media ns shall be ptanted vtith groundcover and the use or w rf and/or gra.'iS shall he restJ·icted wid1in 
medians because of poten tial prolltems \ .. oj th maintenance. 

K. Plants shall be spacc<l approp1iately for their type, function and landscape design (massing. individual 
display. etc.). 

L. All requirc<l pl_a}lf! !JK'!!:~~~ shall extend to the curb line, ~!=!~_C.:! edge, or area of sidewal k to in tegrate site 
land.'icaping with frontage landscaping. 

l-1. Landscaping, except parking .I_o_! perimeter plantings, shall be imtal!ed within and along adjacen t right<>·of­
way where appropriate and may be ma~d to meet the s ite area requi rement. 

N. All a rea.'> main tained in pervious smface that exceed the required .t~ n..~~~~J?.':! .. '!!:~~ must he seeded or 
otherwise planted to reduce .~r~~.ig~ and stormwater pollution. 

0 . A minimum tlve-foot -wide plan ti ng area sha ll he providc<l between all exterior -~~.H4.l!lg \Valls and vehicular 
pavc<l areas except at service and pcdeso·ian accesses untes.s an al ternative dimension is required when 
demonstrated th rough professionally en inecrc<l solutions, such as g~_:~-~ I)J.QO.r~ . green walls, !:a. !n.Jl~E9.~_1!~ • 
. h_IQJ:~~~!!.~C?.l_l_5\:>'.~.l~~ . or other solu tions. 

P. All fllanti ng areas shall be a mini mum of five feet In width and !ength, except where a greater dimension is 
requi red for the heal tl1 and survival of the plant<>. 

Q. Plantings shall meet the .f .icy requ irements for sign clearance at intersections, and shall not conflict with 
pedestrian or h-affic safety. 

R. The minimum size of any planting area shall be 64 square fee t, except where othcn '>rise indica ted, to provide 
a proper planting envi ronment 

Oocume~t"" of. /17/2013 
EffectiVe on:4/lb/2 11 

21.32 .060 Ecological Score Requirements 

A. The purpose of this section is to en l1ance tl1e q.~:~ ecological functions by promoting water conservation, 
restoring and preserving hahitat, inc reasing energy effiden cy, and creati ng va lue through signitlcant 
economic. social, and environmental benefit. TilL'> requ irement is des igned to increase tl1e quality and 
canopy of pIa nted area.c; v.ri thin the City while promoting llexi b i I ity in design of La ndscapcd areas. 

B. An ~.P-P.H~~-n.t is required to comply with ecological score requirements below when a requ ired lands ca ped 
area exceeds 500 square feet: 

1. An applicant shall achieve an ecological score of :lO or greater, ba$00 on the techniques lis tc<l in the 
table below, in any combination. 

2. Scoring of points arc awa rd c<l on the ba.~is of a technique's ovet-all ecological benefit. 

:i. Techniques listed with an N " can achieve an additional s:core of one point for every increase of 10 
percent For example, a technique that requ il'es 40 percen t of .!J:~-~ to be preserved, an additional point 
sha ll be awarded a.'> follows: 

~ev · 'on: Augus~ 31. 2013 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

Tech n i qu ~: 40 perc nt Tree Pr~servation 

Additional Point: 10 percent of 40 = 44 perc~nttree pr~~nration 

4. Every landscape plan shall indud~ a minimum of three differ~nt tcchn iqu~ to achi~v~ the total score 
and any one tcclmiquc cannotexce~d a maximum score oflO point-.-. 

5. T~chniques incorporating stormwatcr solutions sha ll comply with RMC Chapter 1:5 .24·, Cle.ra"ing, 

5,~r.~.4~.~g, and ~t~~-~:~~~~:.~(~?15!B~J!:l~!~.~-

1. 25 percent of the pl; nt!i i st;IJecl ; re ~.?.":1:~!'!~~.~9.~:.£•~ ~~-:'! ; md 25 pe rcent 
of the ¢ ; nt s in-staOOKI ; re n;th•e• 

z. 
3. 

5 poin t; 

3 poin t; 

3 poi:nt; 

4 . :;t 3 point; 

6. 10percent irr.crease over the rmu number ·of required replacement 
treu, ~.~~~~~tree~ ·or p;~' in;,l_o_t tree~ · 

7. ~e£.~~-~~-~~.~::0: '!!! (indudins tre ll" • sreen towe<o ~im i l ;r ·e;rore::o) th; t 
have a minimum ; rea of 300 ~q 1.1 ; re fe-et . Additiorul point s in in creme a of 
thre-e shall be ; w;nled for eve•ljl 3(10 ~u are fee t of ve,;et;ted wall; provided. 

IL 

9. Minimum of 25 per cen t o' l; d~c; ,pecl area~ ; re ee~i;.ned wit h lon; -term 
irription from h; rvestOKI r; inw;ter (~uch ; s rain b;rre ls l • 

11. Minimum of 50 per cent oi l ; r..cl~c:;~ped uea~ whue n;tive ~o i l ~ are 
pre~ervecl on::~~! ·· ·· ··· · ········ · 

12. i!l inimum of 50 per cent ·of equire d !. .:!~!!!'.! !>.~!~.~:: rn ~[~~.':~ .. ~~-- -~-?~.?. ;re 
amended 

13. 5 percent of common ~E'-~.:':. ~.1?.•~-~- or 25 ~ q 1.1 ;re feet tPCr unit, i~ re~e rved •~ 
a food ;arde n • 

1'. u~e of.~;a_~ -- ~a.~~e.r:'.~ · .~!~.~~~~-~tio~ .~~-~.S. · e:n;ine~red swa l~ .•nd/ or 
en; ineered wetfanos t at tre;u '23 percent of poll utron ;enera~m~; 

l !!'P.~!:'!!~. -~.E.~·fti.~~-

15. Useofnin ;arc!en~ , biorete t io sw; l~. e e- ineeredsvr. lua nd/ or 
en; ineered wetland.s for 25 perce-nt o• non-polluno ;e er;tin ; impe rvious 
~tJrfa ce-=· 

16. Perme;ble pavin; of 25 percent of p;ved are;.:; 110i t hi a ~ite o• pollution 
;ene rati.n; impervio .:; surfaces' 

17. Use oi Pe rmeoble pavin; 'or 25 percen~ of non·pool l tio ;ene r;tin;. pawd 
are•!i within a ~ite .-

19. La nd~ape Roof.:; th at provide 

20. I rut; lied tre-es t h; t wi ll attain an :;ve ra;e 30..foot-:pread canopy in 10 
year.:; wit hin par in; lou. 

3 poin t; 

3 poi t; 

5 point; 

3 point; 

3 point; 

3 point; 

4 poin t; 

3 poin t; 

5 point; 

N/A 

5 point; 

N/A 

5 point; 

5 point; 

Z. points 

5 point; 

5 points 

5 points 5 po.i mt~ 

3points 7poi t~ 

3 poinu S IPoimt~ 

3 points 5 nt~ 

3 point~ 5 1Poimt.:; 

3 points 5 1!'oimt.:; 

5 pcoints 3 point~ 

3 point~ 3 poimt.:; 

3 point~ 5 o j rnt:i 

3 point~ 3 p 
. 

t~ 

4point~ 7 point.:; 

3 points 3 1P'IIiint~ 

5 pcoint~ 3 point~ 

5 po int; 5 point.:; 

5 po i nt~ 5 point.:; 

5 point~ 5 po i nt~ 

5 point~ 5 poi nt~ 

5 po ints 5 point~ 

2 po ints 2 point.:; 

5 po ints 3 point~ 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

21.32.070 Parking Lot Landscaping Standards 

A. Scope. Parking .1,..9.! landscaping standards apply to all veh icle usc areas such as parking lots. including 
~~iy_~~~?.-Y~· and ~~-~:'?.~~~.!1.'.~~:~· La ndscaping shall be provided for both the intL'Jior and perimeter .l~l).~~~P-~ . 
. ~!:~~~ and may bt:.' used to meet J>.~t.e. area and linkage system landscape requirement-.. 

B. General Requiremeut.s. 

1. Parking lot<; widt less tha n <!.0 spaccs sha ll not he rcquiroo to provide any interior landscap ing with the 
exception of Neighborhood Co.mmercial 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 le.ss than 20 spaces. (Ord. 2614) 

2. Landscaping is lands shall bt:.' placed at the end o L'VeJy parking row with a maximum spadng of one (1) 
island for eve1y 10 parking spaces. Islands shall be a minimum of 64 square feet measu red from the 
ooge of the landscaping. An exception to this requ irement shall be pennittcd when professiona lly 
engineered so lutions, such as - ~~~!!1 .. ~.~-·~~~~. ~~.\<?!.".c?~~!l.~Q~l .. ~'~!l.l.~ or other solutions, demonstrates the 
rcquirement for a deviation. 

3. I!~~~ sha ll be planted within interior landscape areas at a minimum of one per fou r parking stalls and 
shall be even ly spaced. See ill uso-ation below. 

4. Penn anent curbs or structural barricrsfdi\.iders shall enclose .P. l~.~~-~g _ _<! ]:~?!l.~ · 

5. Trees may be planted no closer than our feet from pavement edges where .Y.t:!l:.i ~l~~ over hang planted 
areas. 

6. Wheel'>tops and/or curbs shal l be installed to prevent vehicles from overhanging landscaping islands. 

7. Na n·ow par king lot is lands or pen insu las and planting str ips should not be planted in grass because of 
potential p roblems with ma intenance. Location of larger parking spaces adjacent to islands is 
suggested to reduce damage to plant materia ls. 

8. Parking lot pL'd meter landscaping shall be meas ured from the PT~P.~.r~JJ.~.c?· 

Tabll! 2L32.070 
Parking lot Interior Landscaping Table 

Interior Lon~opinc 

2(1.150op;c..,; H l+ <poce< 

Lon~;pi.tt~; required 5 puteDt 7pe rcen< 

M ; xi um conti;uo~.e l:andK3pe :u e; SOO oqu ~ re . feet l .SOO<quore "eet 

Perimeter Land :capin; 

property line 

lnt.erlor Lot Lin-e ·--·--·-·--· --·-· 

0 -100 Sfeet ~ eet 

S feet 

500- 1,000 15 fee t(10feet}' 10 eet 

1,000+ 20 feet (10 fcet) ' tO feet 

• Pbnter wjdth m; y be: reduced with provt~on o~ttuee"'fo« i5h fence: orhedse b-el!ween ,p; rk:in; lot ;nd E:~~~~! ~jde p l a n:e r~ $ubject 
to re view ond approval by the De•i; n Review Bo;rd. 

I 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

Document., of:9 /17/2013 
£ffoccve otd/17 {201 J 

21.32.080 Types of Planting 

Flgure21.32.070 
Parking lot Landscaping 

A. The ~P.PE~a.~~-t shall indicate on the preliminary landscape plan the types oF planting to be provided in each 
a rea of the site. The types, arrangement and quantity o plants shall be appropriate to the size and purpose 
of the area to be planted and shall be based on the applicable usc proposed as indicated in the ta ble below: 

Type!-
Solid Screen Solid s i ~ht b~rrier 

Typc ii ­
Vi: al 
Screu 

Vi:.ual ::ep ar a ·on t h; t i~ 
75 percent ois nt 
obscurins 

2. SO percent ~Vte:~ob=-cu ri n s: !iCree r:~ 3t t he 
rim e of antin ; ; or 
3. Combi.n atio ·n of e•·e rl>ree.n ; nd c!u iduoll• 
t ree; and s l>rubs b ;cke d lby 100 perce nt sj' h•­
"(ibi>c:"i.rin'- ~ ... cor~ · ·e w; ll o r fe nce. 

D«: iduou~ tree~ 

1. Minimum he i£M oflO feet ~t pl; ntin;. 
2. Th e \\idthohhe b~ " er=h ; lt ~cne r;l lybe 

10 feet, unl.,ss otlle r-wi• e opecif4e<l by t he 
edtnical Committee. ································· 

1. f ,.•er s,ree:n or ~ mixture of e\.oer;re:en ;.nd 
deciduou:; tre~ y.•ith t ; ll :; hr~Ub-.: and 
~rourtdawer il>tUS!P~"ed wid! ::ree:. ; nd/ or 
de:cor•t ive w ; ll orfen<e-~ 
2. Minimum of 150 percent e ver,reen tree: 
; .nd e·ver;:lfeen !;]H b$~ 

3. Screenir. • forp;rkjn~~·tr ctu e~:; fu ll 

1 ~ .Q~~~?.~~.~~~~i~: 
2. Se rvice v•rck 
3. Tn .:.h conGiner!O. 
~- Mecl>anic:al/clc<trical ' round moun•ed 
eq "pment. 
5. 8e~ween incomp;tibJe u:.e;; ch ;:; 
indu..;tr ial or commercial ; nd re-s: ide n ·; 1 
or recre;. ~on u-:e:.. 
6. U "lityin:t;ll ;tion: o r equipme M. 

1. Be tween c:omp3tib!e u!::e:o. to reduc_e 
tn.e vi-$u;l imp; -ct of e"p;na::: of p ; ve me nt 
; cl blank b "!din ; fac; de< . 
2. Between p arkini .io·t;·;·;,d b•ck of cu rb 
or :::idew; l . · · ·· · 

l ast Re~"ision : Auoust 3 . 2013 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21.32 

Type ii i­
Low C-o·.rer 

Type IV· 
Oper> Aru 
Plan;i.,s; 

\'i~u•l i l"'!e r e:-:ot .;- rnd 
comple m.e nt lar;e pl; nt 
m•te rf:; l:o and for ero:.ion 
corr.t ro l 

\'il !U ; I in.t .et .e-;t ; n;C ~ _; de 
in l •r;-e .ope n :;;re~ .. 
part it u larry par:kin~.~ lot;. 

0 ocumcnt"" of:9/17 /2013 
Effcci:Jve cm:4/ ll;/201l 

21.32.090 Street Trees 

con~ i~t of~ n-"aximum of 40P~iCCrlt 3~ To :;cree D p ; ·rkin; ~tr~.:cture~ . 
eve r;rrM n phln ~ n;=; inorde.r to ;flow li; 11t t o 
pe r..eu ; te to th-e inte rior of th.e ;; r; ~e . 

1. Mix....""Ure ofe v-e rs:.reen and decidyou:; 
ohrub;. orn d/ or ; <ouM!cove r. to provide ~0 
p e rc:e rnt co1.oe ra ' e of the ent ir·e P.~ !.-':'~~f)J. ~-~~-~­
; t tt-woe t im e ofpb nt;n;.. 
2. Tree~ ;:h oll nO': be pl>n<ed within ejsht 
feet o t l';e w; ter or ::.ewe-r pipeline .. 
3. Sihr~.:~ b~ ~ lul l be loc;te d ;t l ea::~ fo• .. ~rieet 

r-o are h)'dr; nts:. 

1 . Tn e-:; pl ; nted "th ; upporti11; ohrub; 
; :ndj or ;r.o~mdcover. 

2. L.nvn ; rea i~ d i~c.oura,-ed ; ow~e,r~ if 
o11bs "t J.rte<l tor .p-ovnd tove r tl>e · dth o!the 
pl; nti.n; ; :re ; ~h ; IJ c:«eed 10 feet in ~he 
n;.r ro-.ve·~dimeMio n.. 

3. Tre e<: =h •~ nee be p!; nted 'thin eis:ht 
feet o· .. t h-e 'A' il ter or ~wer pipe:line-
11. s:;.,uboolnl l be loc.te d ot le;;tfour feet 
from iire ti)• dln nt::~. 

L \V!he re v i ~ibi fit •( of :; ;.CH"elfr'onU~ 

.~.l:f.i!~~s;~ or $!i ;;n~ i; n~C~!;~ ; ,ry. 
2. At_~!.~'..'!~'~Y. ~~?,r.~~~~-~ and e x i t~ 
;tdj;-ce rnt t o !l:tr·ee:t::; in c.omplianc:e. w it h 
:; is ht dd:t a n~·e·req;;irem-enc. 
3. To supple:me mt e :ti:.t in~vec.et;-tion 

; nd/M l pe cim.e n t rees . 
4 . fn fi re acce::::s •re;-; an!lf ; ·ro•.:.md 
h~11f~onts ... . ...... .. 

1 . forpa -n ;:lo: pf ;rntin;arc~ [i :;: l~md~. 
pe n.io; u[; ; or med:i;n~J ; md ;.t eds:e~ 
where :;:creUt; m,; · not re qJJ"ir.ed. 
2. In op;:en li'Win ;_rea~;~ h::land::; o f 
pl; nrin; s: . 
3. As ; ;uppJeme lilt to exi~ ~ ril; v-es:.et;;-i: io.n. 

A. .~ J:l.~P.! t ree specie-s shall comply v.rith the .qti~ Hecommended Street Tree List and the City's Street Tree 
Plan. 

B. ."D:.~.~~ of the s ~lecics listed in the Recommended Street Tree List or as othc1w ·ise determined by the Parks 
Department are required to be installed on principal, minor. and collecto r mt eJi.al.s. and on other street<; as 
specified in neighborhood residential design standards, unless va riations .a rc approved by the Technical 
Committee in situations where o·ee species confl icts with utility li nes, public .access, .~r!Y.~.~.:flY~· or public 
!!g~~~~ -n.:~l)_~g~~-

c. On local street'> not add ressed in neighborhood standard. so·cet o·ces on the Recommended Street Tree List 
may be planted by property owners .. who arc then responsible for maintenance of lhe tree.~ in tJ1e street 

):ig\l.t::.~.f~~-ay. 

D. SO"'Cet trees shall he planted acconiing to the guidel ines outl ined in the Landsca pe Standards. 

E. .~~!l~~Y.~ or .~~~~S.i};,t; .. P!~.t)_i ~~g of street trees without approval of the M.l~~~.!!ifil!:~.~.l?.r. is prohibited. 

F. The average spadng for so·cet trees should be 30 feet on center and adjusted to allow for sight li nes, 
utili ties .. traff1c signs, light standards. d1iveways and od1er street appurtenances. 

G. Trees on public so·-cet<> shatl be- installed as follows: 

1. Deciduous trees shaU be planted at least two feet from the back of rurb to center of tree in tree pits 
that measure four by si. · feet 

l. Coniferous O"'Ces sha ll be plan ted at least seven feet from the back of c11rb. 

3. Tree \verts shall meet the speci fications of City Standard Deta ils. 

H. Planter sh·ips and/or landscape sni ps sha ll be maintained by either the homeov.'ne1-s associa tion or 
adjarentpri\rate prope1ty O\V"ller. 

l:l ocunm:.t"" of:9/l 7 /2013 
Effccti•re on:-4/16/2 l l 
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Attachment A: City of Redmond Landscaping Standards Chapter 21 .32 

21.32.100 Irrigation 

A. All plant<> shall receive sufficient water to assure their sunrivaL _l~.~'.l !!.~i_I)K!I.l.~!3-~ over 500 square feet in size 
shall be irrigated with automatic systems designed to conse:1ve water. The irrigation requiremen t may be 
modified or waived for planting areas with drought tolerant plants as long as it is demonstrated to the 
b..~. ~l~~.~~i!i.l:J:~.~.~-r. that adequate\ ater will be provided to ensure the pLants' survival. 

B. Where automatic ilTigation is required, a subsurface irrigation or drop irrigation system shall be provided 
in accordance with all state and local ru les, regulations and ordinances including approved backllow 
de~rices. All irriga tion systems sha ll include a rain sensor de\o'icc. The system shall completely cover all 
planting areas requiring irrigation. 

Dacumor.t"" ofOl/17/2013 
Effoctlve c•n:,./16/2 11 
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Outlook Print Message Page 1 of2 

Woodinville - Tree Permit- Adventura at Redhook 

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

Hi Tom, 

Thank you for reading this to the board. 

I 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 Red hook were developed free of 
shrubs and trees in the mid 90's. From what I 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, Red hook 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 
Red hook, 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. I am simply trying to obtain the permits needed for the expansion of the 
facility at Red hook. 

Sincerely, 
Scott Chreist \jJ 

Q ,\ ,.c~'·O 
https://blu 173. mail.live.com/mail/PrintMessages.aspx?cpids=450328e8-5789-11 e3-b266-... 11/27/2013 



2.24.020 Creation and establishment of a 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 el igibility, 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) 


