
SUBJECT: City of Portland Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 004-12

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached.  A Copy of the 
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government 
office.  

Appeal Procedures*

DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL:  Monday, October 22, 2012 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption  pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b) 
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment 
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). 

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government.  If 
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline.  Copies of the 
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government.  The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in 
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10).  Please call LUBA at 
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE:     The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local 
        government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to 
        DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA  
       Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged.

Cc: Mieke Keenan, City of Portland
Gordon Howard, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
Anne Debbaut, DLCD Regional Representative
Amanda Punton, DLCD Natural Resources Specialist
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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT

10/08/2012

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan
or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist



~ s2 
D In person D electronic D mailed 

D 

DLCD 
Notice of Adoption 
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Jurisdiction: City of Portland Local file number: N/A 

Date of Adoption: September 26, 2012 Date Mailed: September 28,2012 

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to OLCO? ~ Yes D No Date: April 10, 2012 

D Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment D Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

~ Land Use Regulation Amendment D Zoning Map Amendment 

D New Land Use Regulation ~ Other: Title 11 Amendment 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached". 

To correct discrepancies between previously adopted amendments between the Airport 
Futures Project (City Ord#184521) and Citywide Tree Project (City Ord#184524), this proposal 
will rescind the proposed amendments from the Citywide Tree Project, and correct references 
in the City's environmental overlay regulations. There is no resulting change to the regulatory 
effect from these proposed amendments. 

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? 
There are no changes except for formatting. 

to: N/A 

to: N/A 

Plan Map Changed from: N/A 

Zone Map Changed from: N/A 

Location: NI A Acres Involved: NI A 

Specify Density: Previous: N/A New: N/A 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

~DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD 
Was an Exception Adopted? D YES ~ NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment. .. 

35-days prior to first evidentiary. hearing? 

If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? 

If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? 

OLeo file No. _________ _ 

~Yes 

DYes 

DYes 

DNo 

DNo 

DNo . 
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Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

OLCO, Metro, Multnomah County 

Local Contact: Mieke Keenan, Program CoordinatorPhone: (503) 823-5779 Extension: 

Address: 1900 SW 4th Avenue, Suite 5000 Fax Number: 503-823-5630 

City: Portland Zip: Oregon E-mail Address: mieke.keenan@portlandoregon.gov 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 working days after the ordinance has been signed by 

the public official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved ordinance(s) 
per ORS 197.615 and OAR Chapter 660, Division 18 

1. This Fonn 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant). 

2. When submitting the adopted amendment, please print a completed copy ofFonn 2 on light green 
paper if available. 

3. Send this Fonn 2 and one complete paper copy (documents and maps) of the adopted amendment to the 
address below. 

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the final signed ordinance(s), all supporting finding(s), 
exhibit( s) and any other supplementary information (0 RS 197.615 ). 

5. Deadline to appeals to LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark date) by DLCD 
of the adoption (ORS 197.830 to 197.845). 

6. In addition to sending the Form 2 - Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please also remember to notify persons who 
participated in the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision. CORS 197.615 ). 

7. Submit one complete paper copy via United States Postal Service, Common Carrier or Hand 
Carried to the DLCD Salem Office and stamped with the incoming date stamp. 

8. Please mail the adopted amendment packet to: 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

9. Need More Copies? Please print forms on 8'l2 -l/2xll green paper only if available. If you have any 
questions or would like assistance, please contact your DLCD regional representative or contact the DLCD 
Salem Office at (503) 373-0050 x238 or e-mail plan.amendments@state.or.us. 

http://www.oregon.gov/LCD/forms.shtml Updated December 30, 2011 



Bureau of Planning and Sustainahility 
Innovation. Collaboration. Practical Solutions. 

Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that on September 28, 2012, I mailed a correct copy of Form 2, DLCD Notice of 
Adoption, with Portland Ordinance 185655 and Amendments to Title 33 of the Portland Zoning 
Code supporting implementation and administration of the Citywide Tree Project to the 
following persons by first class mail at the post office at Portland, Oregon. 

Name 

Plan Amendments Specialist 

Planning Manager 

Stuart Farmer 

(~ il ' .. . "- ~n~ 
Jo n Hamilton 
Management Assistant 
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability 

Address 

Dept. of Land Conservation & Development 
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Land Use Planning Department 
Metro 
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Multnomah County Land Use Planning 
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ORDINANCE NO. 

Anlend previously adopted regulations to Title 33, Planning and Zoning to support 
implementation and administration of the Citywide Tree Project (Ordinance; amend Ordinance 
184524) 

The City of Portland Ordains: 

Section 1. The Council finds: 

General findings 

1. On April 13, 2011, City Council adopted Amendments to Title 33, Planning and Zoning, and 
Ladd's addition Conservation District Guidelines as part of the Citywide Tree Policy Review 
and Regulatory Improvement Project (Citywide Tree Project). Portions of the amendments 
went into effect on July 1, 2012 while the m'ajority of the amendments were scheduled to 
become effective February 1, 2013. 

2. On August 15, 2011, the Bureau of Development Services and Parks and Recreation jointly 
hired a Program Coordinator to prepare for and facilitate implementation of the adopted 
regulations. 

3. Between August and December 2011, the Bureaus of Development Services and Parks and 
Recreation began to create new process and procedures for implementing the new 
regulations. The bureaus identified a set of minor "housekeeping" amendments needed to 
facilitate implementation. 

4. The scope of the amendments are lilnited to those refinements necessary to inlplelnent the 
new regulations effectively and to clarify the intent of the regulations, without modifying the 
policy intent of Council's previous decision' regarding the Citywide Tree Project. 

5. In February 2012, staff distributed a description of the proposed amendments entitled 
Housekeeping Amendments to Title 11, Trees & Title 33, Planning and Zoning to the Bureaus 
of Environmental Services, Transportation, Development Services, Urban Forestry, Fire, 
Water, Multnomah County and the City Attorney's office. Staff also met with the Urban 
Forestry Commission to provide an update on Tree Code implelnentation activities and 
discuss the proposed housekeeping amendments l,lnder review by City Bureaus. 

6. In March 2012, staffmet with the Citywide Land Use Group and the Development Review 
Advisory Committee and distributed a list of the proposed alnendments along with an update 
on Tree Code implementation activities. No objections or formal comments were received. 

7. Staff continued to refine the anlendment proposal and in April 2012 published the Proposed 
Draft for public review. The Proposed Draft was posted on the Bureau of Planning and 
Sustainability Tree Project website and hard copies were made available at the Bureau of 
Development Services reception office. 



185655 

8. On April 13, 2012, notice of two public hearings before the Urban Forestry Commission and 
Planning and Sustainability COlnmission hearings were mailed to 820 individuals and 
organizations on the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability Legislative Mailing List and the 
Citywide Tree Project Mailing list. 

9. On April 19, 2012, staff briefed the Urban Forestry Commission on the proposed 
amendments and next steps in the process. 

10. On May 2, 2012, electronic mail messages were sent to the Citywide Tree Project 
stakeholder mailing list to inform the approximately 400 individuals and organizations on the 
project mailing list of the Proposed An1endments and the Urban Forestry Commission and 
Planning and Sustainability public hearing dates. The electronic mail messages included 
information on how to comment on the new regulations, where to obtain copies of the 
proposed draft and information on how to access electronic documents. 

] 1. On May 17,2012, the Urban Forestry Commission held a public hearing on the Proposed 
Housekeeping Amendments to Title 11, Trees & Title 33, Planning and Zoning. 

12. On May 22, 2012, the Planning and Sustainability Commission held a public hearing on the 
Proposed Housekeeping Amendments to Title 11, Trees & Title 33, Planning and Zoning. 

13. Two people testified at the Urban Forestry Commission hearing and three written public 
comments were received. There was no opposition to the amendments. The Urban forestry 
Commission had recommendations that were incorporated into Exhibit B, Recommended 
Housekeeping Amendments Title II, Trees, & Title 33, Planning and Zoning. Both 
commissions encouraged staff to conduct comprehensive outreach 011 the new regulations. 

14. The Urban Forestry Comn1ission and Planning and Sustainability Comlnission 
recommendations are presented in Exhibit A Recommended Draft Report to City Council, 
Iiousekeeping Amendments to Title II, Trees & Title 33, Planning and Zoning along with a 
description of the public testimony. Exhibit 'A' also includes a description of the 
recommended amendments and an update on the outreach plan and other implen1entation 
activities. 

] 5. On June 21, 2012, City Council approved Ordinance No. 185448 that delays ilnplementation 
of adopted amendments to Title 33 froln February 201J, to July 1,2013, based on the finding 
that severe budget constraints and continued strain on the local economy is projected for FY 
2012-13, limiting available General Fund dollars and discouraging additional development­
related fee increases. 

Findings on Statewide Planning Goals 

16. State of Oregon planning statutes require Oregon cities and counties to adopt and amend 
comprehensive plans and land use regulations in compliance with statewide land use 
planning goals. Only the state goal addressed below is found to apply to this project. 
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17. Goal 1, Citizen Involvement, requires provisions of opportunities for citizens to be involved 
in all phases of the planning process. The preparations of these amendments has provided 
numerous opportunities for public involvement, as describe below: 

a. The Bureau of Planning and Sustainability has maintained the project website throughout 
the amendments and ongoing implementation of the new regulations. Amendments 
drafts,' descriptions, and hearing information were available to project stakeholders. 

b. Stafr engaged bureau stakeholders and community groups during the initial phases of 
amendment scoping and developn1ent in February and March 2012. 

c. On April 4, 2012, and again on April 11, 2012 project staffrnailed the required notice of 
the Urban Forestry Commission and Planning Commission Hearings to interested 
agencies, organizations and individuals. 

d. On April 10, 2012, staff mailed the Department of Land Conservation and Developn1ent 
notice of the proposed amendments. This notification was received within the required 
time fran1e, 35-days prior to the first evidentiary hearing. 

e. On May 2, 2012, project staff sent additional email notifications to community 
stakeholders on the project mailing list who were involved in the Citywide Tree Project. 
The notifications provided information on how to comment on the new regulations, 
whereto obtain copies of the proposed draft and information on how to access electronic 
documents. 

f. On May 17,2012, the Urban Forestry Commission held a public hearing on the proposed 
alnendments. 

g. On May 22, 2012, the Planning and Sustainability Commission held a public hearing on 
the proposed amendments. 

Findings on Portland's Comprehensive Plan Goals 

18. Only the Comprehensive Plan goal addressed below is found to apply to this project: 

19. Goal 9, Citizen Involvement, calls for improved methods and ongoing opportunities for 
citizen involvement in the land use decision-making process and the implementation, review, 
and amendment of the Comprehensive Plan. This project followed the process and 
requirements specified in Chapter 33.740, Legislative Procedures. The amendments support 
this goal for the reasons found in the findings for Statewide Planning Goal 1, Citizen 
Involvement. The amendments support this goal as they reflect input from comn1unity 
stakeholders during runendment development and public hearings held by the Urban Forestry 
Commission and Planning and Sustainability Commission. 

20. NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs: 

3 
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a. Adopt Exhibit A Recommended Draft Report to City Council Housekeeping 
Amendments to Title 11, Trees. & Title 33, Planning and Zoning dated September 
2012. . 

b. Amend Title 33, Planning and Zoning as recommended per Exhibit B Housekeeping 
Amendments, Title 11 Trees, & Title 33, Planning and Zoning dated September 2012. 

c. Adopt the commentary in Exhibit B, Recommended flousekeeping Amendments, Title 
11 Trees & Title 33, Planning and Zoning, which provide additional documentation 
and legislative intent. 

Section 2. This ordinance shall be in force and becOlne effective on July 1,2013 in conjunction 
with the corresponding ordinance to Title 11, Trees. . 

Section 3, If any section, subsection, clause of phrase of this ordinance, or the code amendments 
it adopts, is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, that shall not affect the validity 
of the remaining portions of the Portland City Code and other identified documents. Council 
declares that it would have passed the Portland City Code and other identified doctm1ents, and 
each section, subsection, sentence, clause, and phrase thereot~ regardless of the fact that anyone 
or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases of this Ordinance, may be found to 
be invalid or unconstitutionaL 

Passed by the Council: SEP 26 2012 

Commissioner of Public Works: Nick Fish 
Commissioner of Public Affairs: Dan Saltzman 
Prepared by: Mieke Keenan, 
Bureau of Development Services 
Date Prepared: September 19,2012 

La Vonne Griffin-Valade 

the City of Portland 

/"I.i~- __ ~~ 
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Agenda No. 6 r- ~ 
ORDINANCE NO. 18 5 ~ U 

Title 

Amend previously adopted regulations to Title 33, Planning and Zoning to support implementation and 
./ administration of the Citywide Tree Project (Ordinance: amend,(Ordinance 184524) 

INTRODUCED BY 
Commissioner/Auditor: 

Commissioner Fish 
Commissioner Saltzman 

COMMISSIONER APPROVAL 

Position 415afe - Leonard 

BUREAU APPROVAL 

CLERK USE: DATE FILED _______ _ 

LaVonne Griffin-Valade 
Auditor of the City of Portland 

ACTION TAKEN: 

Bureau: Paul L. Scarlett '~~~f!:V~1 
& Mike Abbate . ~N~ 
Bureau Head: Director~,~tJr~ 
Development Services and 

SEP 19 2012 PASSED m SECOND READING SEP 2 6 2012 9:30 A.M. 

Portland Parks and Recreation 

Prepared by: Leanne Torgerson 
Date Prepared: 9/6J12 

FinanciallmRact & Public 
I nvolvement Statement 
Completed ~ Amends Budget D 

Portland Policy Document 
If "Yes· requires City Policy paragraph stated 
in doc nt. 
Yes 

Council MeetillCLDate 
9/19/12,9:30 TC 

" City Attorney Approval k-£ ~ 

AGENDA 

TIME CERTAIN r8J 
Start time: 9:30 a.m. 

Total amount of time needed: 45 minutes 
(for presentation, testimony and discussion) 

CONSENT 0 

REGULAR ~ 
. Total amount of time needed: 45 minutes 
i (for presentation, testimony and discussion) 

.FOUR-FIFTHS AGENDA COMMISSIONERS VOTED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

YEAS NAYS 

1. Fritz 1. Fritz .J 
2. Fish 2. Fish V .. _-

3. Saltzman 3. Saltzman -
.- -

4. Leonard • 4. Leonard ~I 
Adams Adams V 
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EXHIBIT A 

Recommended Draft Report to City Council 

HOUSEKEEPING AMENDMENTS 

TITLE 11, TREES & 
TITLE 33, PLANNING AND ZONING 

September 2012 

City of Portland 
Bureau of Development Services & Portland Parks and Recreation 

1900 SW Fourth, Suite 5000 
Portland, Oregon 97201 
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cny OF PORTlAND 

URBAN FORESTRY Co wrMISSI 0 N 

/~ PORTLAND PARKS & RECREATION 

Healthy Parks, Healthy Portland 

June 5, 2012 

Portland City Council 
Portland City Hall 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue 
Portland, OR 97204 

• Kick Fish, Commissionn • Mik.e Abbale, Direcl.or 

Dear Mayor Adams and City Council Members: 

18· ~h ~~ J. VVV~) 

On May 17, 2012, the Urban Forestry Commission voted unanimously to forward the Proposed Housekeeping 
Amendments to Title 11, Trees to City Council for approval. Specifically, the commission recommended that the Council : 

Adopt the recommended housekeeping amendments to Title 11, Trees and Title 33 Planning and Zoning, and direct the 
Bureaus of Parks and Recreation and Development Services to: 

1. Track arid monitor street and private tree removal permit activity, including trees removed , planted, 
violations, etc.; 

2 . Monitor the effectiveness and enforceability of on-line street tree pruning permits and size threshold ; 
3. Clarify terminology in code amendment commentary; 
4. Monitor situations where a public notice is not required for removing one tree larger than 20" diameter 

per year on residentially zoned properties; and 
5. Produce easy-to-understand outreach materials to ensure Portlanders are aware of and understand the 

code requirements. 

Three written responses were received before the hearing, and two additional people testified at the public hearing. Most 
of the comments did not specifically relate to the proposed amendments. Instead, they focused on the applicability and 
clarification of existing regulations and the already-adopted new regulations. Specific requests were to: 

1. Clarify "per year" in reference to reqUirements that address removing large trees on private property; 
2. Consider revising the W' street tree pruning permit size threshold; and 
3. General questions of when a permit is required. 

The Urban Forestry Commission focused their attention on the need for a comprehensive and far-reaching 
communications plan. As with any new regulations, people are initially unsure of how the neW code will specifically apply 
to them. The Commission emphasized the need for staff to create easy-to-understand handouts in plain language. Staff 
is committed to providing an inclusive training and public outreach program that will provide many avenues for public 
access. Staff will work with Public Information Officers from the Bureaus of Development Services, Parks and Recreation, 
and Environmental Services to design an effective outreach strategy that will reach organizations such as the 
Homebuilders Association, arborists, Neighborhood Coalitions and Associations, and individual property owners. 

In summary, the proposed amendments combined with comprehensive outreach and code monitoring will create a solid 
framework for Tree Code implementation and ongoing administration. 

Thank you for considering our recommendations. 

Very truly yours, (J, 

JoSe~Y,Ch~ 
Portland Urban Forestry Commission 



Bureall of Planning and Sustainability 
Innov;ll inll . Coll:J horJlioli. I'r;lrti c;ll SOlllLiIlIi~ . 

June 13, 2012 

Portland City Council 
Portland City ' Hall 
1211 SW Fourth Avenue 
Portland, OR 97204 

Dear Mayor Adams and City Council Members: 

1856 
Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 

Andre Haugh. Chair 

Michelle Rudd, Vice Chair HowJ rd Shapiro, Vi ce Chair 
Karen Gray 
Don Hanson 
Mike I10uck 

Lai-Lani Ovalles 

Gary Oxman 
Chris Sql ith 
Irma Valdez 

On May 22, 2012 the Planning and Sustain ability Commission voted unanimously to forward the 
Proposed Housekeeping Amendments to Title 11 Trees & Title 33 Planning and Zoning to City Council 
for approval. The Planning and sustainability Commission played a significant role in the Citywide Tree 
Project approved in April 2011 that created the new Title 11 Trees, and amended significant portions 
of Title 33 Planning and Zoning. These proposed housekeeping amendments are consistent with the 
adopted policies and will provide a solid foundation for implementation and ongoing administration of 
the new regulations. 

The Commission received three written responses to the proposed amendments. The comments 
generally focused on the requirements of the new regulations and were outside the scope of the 
proposed amendments. In response to these concerns, the Commission encouraged staff to conduct 
comprehensive outreach that will provide simple answers to the most commonly asked questions, such 
as liDo I need a permit", and to coordinate with neighborhood associations, arborists, developers and 
other community stakeholders. The Commission understands that the Bureau of Development Services 
and Parks and Recreation are committed to developing an inclusive outreach and training program and 
materials over the next year leading up to implementation of the new regulations. 

The proposed housekeeping amendments along with a strong education and outreach component will 
create a solid framework for effective implementation of Portland's new and updated tree codes. 
Thank you for your consideration of ou~ recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

Andre Baugh, Chair 
Planning and Sustainability Commission 

Cily or l'ortJ;ll1fl. Oregon I J3l1l't'i'lll or PJ;lIllliIlg ;111(\ Sli s tainability lwww.pOrllanr.i()IlJillc.colll/bps 
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Project Summary 

On April 132011, Portland City Council adopted Ordinances #184522, and #184524 
that together created a new Title 11, Trees, and amended Title 33, Portland Zoning 
Code. Implen1entation of the new regulations was staggered with some of the code 
going into effect in July 2011 and the bulk of the changes effective July 1, 2013. This 
phasing strategy was designed to provide time for the bureaus to becom-e familiar with 
the new requirements , set up new permit procedures and communicate the new 
regulations to City staff and Portland residents. 

Over the course of establishing protocols to administer the new tree regulations, staff 
from the Bureau of Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation Urban 
Forestry Division (the two primary bureaus responsible for implementing the new 
regulations} identified some glitches in the codes that require amendments. These 
amendments will improve the day-to-day usability of the regulations and ensure a 
coordinated and seamless implementation. The amendments do not change the intent 
of the adopted policies; rather they are designed to further the objectives of the tree 
project by simplifying and clarifying the regulations for staff and customers . 

Title 11 amendments fall into one or more of the following categories: 
A more detailed summary of the recommended tree code amendments for each topic 
area as well as the Title 33 amendment can be found on page 3. 

• Clarify Policy to describe permit requirements for all tree removal scenarios. 
Currently, some permit requirements are not explicit. 
The amendments make permit requirelnents explicit for all regulated tree sizes 
and species. 

Includes Amendments #2 Correct Permit Procedures Summary Table 30-1, #4 
Clarify and expand Table 40-1 . 

• Eliminate Unintended Consequences regarding amendment procedures, 
requiring a permit for all street tree removal permits and issuance of civil penalties. 

Currently, the tree code requires duplicative public hearings to be held by the 
Urban Forestry Commission and Planning and Sustainability Commission for 
amendments that previously went through a public process. 
The amendments will allow staff to efficiently update Title 11 by eliminating 
duplicative hearing requirements. 

Currently, the adopted street tree removal size threshold requires permits to 
remove only some small-sized trees, creating confusion as to when a permit is 
required. 
The amendments will require a permit for all street tree removals creating a 
clear and consistent requirement. 

Currently, the tree code unintentionally disallows assessment of civil penalties 
to third party contractors who violate the code. 
The amendment will allow issuance of a penalty to any third party contractor. 

Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments Page 1 
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Includes Amendments # 1 Amend Process for Updating Title 11, #3 Eliminate 
Street Tree Removal Minimum Size Threshold, # 7 Modify Enforcement Tools to 
Provide More Options. 

• Fix Technical Errors to eliminate ambiguous language, correct references and fix 
typos. 

Currently, Title 11 contains terminology that is applied inconsistently with 
Title 33 definitions. Some sections contain incorrect references and require 
minor technical corrections. 
The amendments will create consistency between Titles 11 and 33 and correct 
typos and section references. 

Includes Alnendments #5 Modify Tree Permit Summary Table 40-2 and 40-3, #6 
Correct References and Typos, Replace Inconsistent Terminology. 

planning and Sustainability Commission and Urban Forestry 
Commission Recommendation 

The Urban Forestry Commission held a public hearing on May 17, 2012. Two people 
testified at the hearing in regards to the adopted street tree branch pruning size 
threshold. Although this particular policy was not addressed in the proposed 
amendnlent package, the Urban Forestry Commission asked staff to monitor the 
.effectiveness of the pruning size threshold after Title 11 implementation. The 
Commission also asked staff to monitor the frequency of permit requests for removing 
multiple large trees on private property under one permit. 

The Planning and Sustainability Commission nlet on May 22, 2012 and received no 
pu blic testimony. Following the staff presentation, the Commission encouraged staff to 
conduct a robust and inclusive outreach plan to ensure the public is knowledgeable of 
the new regulations. 

Both the Urban Forestry Commission and the Planning and Sustainability 
Commissions voted unanimously to forward the Proposed Housekeeping Amendments 
to Title 11 Trees & and Title 33, Planning and Zoning to City Council for approval. 

Page 2 Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments September 2012 



I. Introduction 

Background 

Why are we proposing these amendments? 
Since adoption of new tree regulations in April 2011, staff from the Bureau of 
Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation has been working to ' set up 
systems to administer the new code . During this process, staff from these two 
bureaus raised questions and concerns regarding various components of the new 
regulations. In some cases, these questions highlighted areas where the intent of a 
regulation was not clear, while others identified unintended consequences not directly 
discussed during code development. Other questions brought to light inconsistencies 
between the Zoning Code and Title 11 . The proposed amendments will clean up the 
new tree regulations ensuring a solid foundation for implementation and ongoing 
administra tion. . 

Project Scope 
The scope of the recommended housekeeping amendments is narrow. The 
implelnenting bureaus identified the changes as necessary for efficient and effective 
implementation. Public comments and questions received in response to the 
amendments were related to general Title 11 requirements and not specifically to the 
proposed amendments. Given the narrow scope of this project as minor housekeeping 
amendments, staff was not able to address requests to re-examine adopted policies . 
For example pu blic testimony received at the Urban Forestry Commission hearing 
requested staff to review the street tree branch pruning size threshold. Since the 
adopted threshold does not affect implelnentation staff did not include this request in 
the scope of work. However, the street tree branch pruning size threshold will be 
monitored after ilnplelnentation for effectiveness and enforceability. 

Some of the public responses asked for greater explanation of general code 
requirements, while other comments included simple suggestion to improve clarity. 
These comments helped staff to hone aspects of the code language and ensure that 
P9licy intent was clear. Staff incorporated suggestions where possible. Some of these 
changes are included in the section entitled "Additional Staff Amendments" (EXHIBIT 
C). Questions related to general code requirements will be addressed through the 
public outreach and education campaign that will explain regulations and adopted 
policies in plain language. 

Topic Area Descriptions 

Clarify Policy 
Title 11 includes four separate tables in the non-development section of the code that 
are designed to provide at-a-glance information for tree permit requirements. The 
tables serve as a tool for readers to quickly and easily detennine permit requirements. 
As staff began setting up protocols based on these tables they discovered that some 
tree removal scenarios were inadvertently not included. This amendment 111akes 
intended policy more explicit. 

Correct Permit Procedure Summary Table 30-1 
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Chapter 11.30 includes application requirements and procedures for obtaining tree 
permits for City, Street and Private Trees. Table 30-1 was included as a means of 
quickly identifying the public notice requirements and appeal opportunities for Type A 
and B permits. The existing table does not capture several situations where Type B 
tree removal pern1its are required. For example, removing a nuisance species healthy 
street tree requires a Type B process but was not reflected in the current table. The 
table also does not clearly address situations where multiple city or street trees 
smaller than 12 inches in diameter were proposed for removal. This amendment 
expands the existing table to include the requirelnents for all tree removal scenarios . 

Clarify and Expand Table 40-1 
Table 40-1 is intended to provide a quick reference to inform readers whether the 
regulations of Title 11, Trees or Title 33, Planning and Zoning applies to tree removal 
requests in certain plan districts and overlay zones. This amendment expands the 
table to provide a more complete reference tool for situations where the Zoning Code 
applies. This will create a more user-friendly table and reduce the potential for 
inadvertent violations. 

Modify Tree Permit Summary Tables 40-2 and 40-3 
Table 40-2 summarizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for City 
and Street Trees, including tree replacement requirements and when public notice 
opportunities for public appeal are required. Changes to this table are intended to 
clarify tree replaceluent and public notice requirements for different tree size 
thresholds. The changes identify two tree size categories that were omitted from the 
previous version of this table: trees smaller than three inches diameter; and trees that 
are at least three inches and smaller than 12 inches diameter. 

Similar to Table 40-2 (Summary Table for City and Street Trees), Table 40-3 
summarizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for Private Trees, 
including tree replacement requirements, and when public notice and opportunities 
for public appeal are required. Amendments to this table are luade to keep formatting, 
terminology, and footnotes consistent with the changes made to Table 40-2. 

Together, these amendments will create clear regulations that are easier for staff to 
implen1ent and customers to understand. 

Correct Unintended Consequences 
There are situations where the regulatory effect of the adopted code results in 
unintended outcomes. These unintended consequences result in; 1) reduced violation 
enforceluent tools, 2) regulations that create administrative obstacles and 3) will 
require a pern1it for some, but not all small-sized tree removal requests. 

Modify Enforcement Tools to Provide More Options 
Under the criminal and civil penalty contained in Title 20 (Street tree and other Tree 
Regulations), the City Forester may impose a civil penalty on any person or con1pany 
that violates the code. This penalty can be assessed for up to $1,000 and may be 
issued to first time offenders . This penalty serves as an effective deterrent for people 
who may choose to otherwise conduct tree work without a permit. 

The new tree code replaces the criminal and civil penalty option with a requirement for 
staff to first seek corrective action. This enforcement model is effective for property 
owners and places an eluphasis on restoring lost canopy. However, it ren10ves the 
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ability to penalize a third party contractor, such as a tree service provider, who may 
have conducted work for a homeowner without a permit. For example, if a tree service 
company removed a street tree without first obtaining a permit froIll Urban Forestry, 
Title 11 would require the homeowner to replace the tree. Once replaced, the 
enforcement case would be closed. There is no ability of staff to enforce a violation on 
the company who conducted the work and failed to get a permit. Furthermore, a tree 
care company could continue to conduct work on other properties without obtaining a 
permit and without penalty. The City should be able to discourage this activity by 
imposing a fine. Staff is recommending that the ability to issue penalties to third 
party contractors be added back into the regulations . 

Eliminate Street Tree Minimum Size Removal Threshold 
Under today's regulations a permit is required to remove any street tree. Title 11 
changes this requirement by creating a minimum size threshold. This change 
eliminates the need to obtain a permit for removing trees less than 3 - inches in 
diameter. However, Title 11 still requires a removal permit for these small trees if it 
was planted as a requirement of a previous permit, land use review, or landscaping 
plan. This creates an administrative burden for staff that would need to research a 
'particular tree removal request to determine if the tree was required to be plan ted as a 
condition of a previous permit. This also makes it challenging to explain to a 
customer when a permit is required, causing confusion and uncertainty for the public 
and increasing the risk of inadvertent violations. For example, is ,a permit needed to 
remove this two-inch street tree? The answer would be "no, unless that tree was 
planted under a street tree planting permit, as a requirement of a previous tree 
removal pern1it, as part of a development requirement, or as required mitigation." 
Urban Forestry would be responsible for researching each application to make this 
determination. 

In addition to creating an administrative challenge, this new size threshold would 
allow some small trees to be removed and not replaced in kind. This is problematic 
since the n1ajority of newly planted trees are less than a 3- inch diameter. Allowing 
these small trees to be removed and 'not replaced could reduce Portland's future urban 
canopy. This amendn1ent eliminates the 3-inch size threshold for street trees and 
maintains the current tree removal policy. Requiring a removal permit for all street 
trees creates a simple and implementable policy and ensures that trees removed will 
be replaced. 

The 3-inch size threshold will continue to apply to trees on City properties and the 12-
inch diameter threshold size (6-inches in some overlay zones and plan districts) will 
continue to apply to trees on private property. 

Simplify Amendn1ent Procedures 
Staff is recon1mending adding an additional amendment procedure that will allow staff 
to keep Title 11 current with other applicable City titles .. Conforming amendment 
procedures are required when changes to other city titles affect the regulations in Title 
11. For example, if changes to zoning code plan district regulations result in no longer 
requiring land use reviews for tree removal, Title 11 would need to be updated to 
reflect the change. Since these substanti,:,e changes to Title 33 require public 
hearings, it would be duplicative and unnecessary to require additional public 
hearings to keep Title 11 current with these types of policy shifts. This amendment 
will also allow staff to update Title 11 in a timely manner. ' 
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This amendment eliminates duplicative hearings, allowing Title 11 to. remain current 
with other City and State titles in a more tilnely and efficient manner, without 
reducing citizens' access to the code amendment process. 

Technical Corrections 
Technical corrections address typos, fix references, and create consistent terminology 
between Title 11 and Title 33. The proposed amendments will better align Titles 11 
and 33 facilitating a consistent and cohesive system. 

Replace Inconsistent Terminology 
The Tree Code and Zoning Code together create an integrated regulatory system for 
citywide tree requirements. As such, the Zoning Code and Tree Code contain similar 
terminology. Staff has identified inconsistencies between the use of terms in Title 11 
and the definition in Title 33. For example in some sections the term "site" is used 
instead of "lot". "Site" refers to property under common ownership and may include 
several lots or parcels of land. "Lot" is a more narrow definition referring to a distinct 
plot of land, sometimes constituting only a portion of a "site." 

In addition the term "frontage" has been replaced with "abutting right of way". Site 
"frontage" refers to the portion of a site that abuts a street, rather than the portibn in 
the right of way that abuts a property. This clarification reflects the intent of 
particular sections which is to address street trees in the right of way. 

Other amendments that fall into this category include fixing minor typos such as 
spelling corrections and section references.' 

Rescind Conflicting Amendments to Title 33, Planning and Zoning 
Title 33 amendments pertaining to environn1ental regulations in certain plan districts 
conflict with the existing Airport Futures project (effective May 13, 2011). Although 
not related, the two concurrently developed projects addressed some of the same 
environmental regulations in the same plan districts, creating inconsistencies. 

The Airport Futures project comprehensively overhauled the environmental 
regulations in the Cascade Station/Portland International Center (CS/PIC), and 
created a third airport related district called the Portland International Airport. The 
Airport Futures project reorganized and changed substantial portions of the plan 
district language. 

The changes proposed by the Citywide Tree Project were intended to make the 
language between the general environmental zones and Cascade Station/Portland 
International Center Plan District environmental regulations more consistent. The 
Airport Futures project resolved those inconsistencies by referring the CS /PIC Plan 
District environmental regulations back to the general environmental regulations . 

Rescinding the amendments to Title 33 proposed with the Citywide Tree project will 
eliminate the conflicting amendments, while retaining consistent requiren1ents for 
trees in the environmental zones of those plan districts. 
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II. Tree Project Implementation Activities 

City Council phased the implementation of the new Tree Code and related Title 33 
amendments to provide time for staff to prepare for implementation. In addition to 
this amendment package, staff has been working on numerous implementation 
components. This section provides an overview of some of these activities. 

Communication & Outreach 
At each of the two public hearings the Urban Forestry and Planning & Sustainability 
Commissions voiced the importance of a comprehensive outreach and training 
progra.m to explain the new regulations to staff and the general public. Both the 
Bureau of Development Services and Portland Parks and Recreation are committed to 
itnplementing an inclusive outreach plan that communicates regulations in simple 
language. Staff is collaborating with public information officers from the Bureau of 
Environmental Services, Bureau Development Services, Portland Parks and 
Recreation, and the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability to create an effective 
outre'ach and training plan. This plan includes partnering with stakeholders to review 
outreach materials and beta-test the new website, presenting information at 
community such as those hosted by Friends of Trees, conducting targeted training 
classes for those most impacted by the code such as 'arborists and developers, posting 
articles in local publications, and creating an outreach page on the new Tree Website 
that will be available this winter. The website will contain a calendar of events, a way 
for people to request a training, download brochures, and stay current with tree code 
implelnentation activities. 

Tree Website 
The Citywide Tree Project includes the creation of a tree website designed to provide a 
single source of tree information for a wide ,variety of customers. The website is 
intended as a cOlnmunity resource to help support other public tree investn1ents such 
as grey to green. It will provide information about Portland's urban forest, tree care, 
and volunteer opportunities. In addition to information on how to manage and care 
for trees, the website will provide easy access to tree permit requirements in 
developlnent and non-development situations, the ability to check the status of an 
existing permit, who to contact in an emergency and how to report a violation. Some 
of the features of the new website include: 

• An online street tree pruning permit portal that will allow customers to apply for 
and receive a pruning permit for basic pruning requests, from their home or office; 

• A violation portal for people to report suspected tree violations; 
• Access to downloadable applications and permit instructions, 
• An online custorner service survey; 
• Answers to commonly asked questions about tree care including planting, pruning 

and removal; 
• Volunteer opportunities for tree programs in the city; 
• Information on heritage tree walks; and 
• Information on the benefits of trees and links to urban forest resources. 
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Staffing 
Another key element of code implementation includes determining specific staffing 
needs and identifying initial and ongoing funding sources. 

BPS, BDS and PP&R worked collaboratively to develop the initial budget requirements 
for the first year of implementation as well as ongoing cost estin1ates for the second, 
third and fourth years of administration. PP&R and BDS are updating these estilnates 
based on continued examination of development activity, the code requirements and 
development of implementing procedures. Reorganization of existing staff and 
workloads will occur, however the code expands regulatory responsibilities and creates 
custOlner service improvements that can not be achieved with existing staffing levels. 
In order to meet the high expectations of the new regulations and customer service 
goals, additional staff is necessary for full implementation. PP&R and BDS are in the 
process of creating a revised budget proposal for council consideration. 

Processes and Procedures 
Both Urban Forestry and Development Services will take on new roles and 
responsibilities under the new regulations and in some situations will share 
responsibilities. Title 11, Trees generally separates responsibilities into two sections; 
regulations applicable at the time of development (BDS), and regulations applicable 
when no development is proposed (Urban Forestry). Although there are two separate 
sections of the code there are many areas where responsibilities overlap . For exalnple 
the zoning code will continue to regulate some trees in non-development situations in 
city designated plan districts and environmental zones. Since multiple regulations 
may effect any single property the bureaus are working together to revise existing and 
create new procedures that will make permit review and issuance simple for staff to 
implement and efficient for customers requesting a permit. Some procedures 
currently under development include the following: 

• Creating procedures for new A and B tree permits; 
• Updating procedures for permit review; 
• Creating and revising enforcement procedures for various types of violations; and 
• Programming TRACS (the citywide permitting database) to capture the necessary 

data for permit processing, tracking and reporting . . 

Project Monitoring 
The bureaus are in the process of creating a tree project monitoring plan that will 
track staff and customer experiences with the new regulations. The code will be 
monitored to determine appropriate staffing levels, effectiveness of the new cust01ner 
service improvements, and overall improvements to the City's urban forest as 
described in the Citywide Tree Project. If funding and staffing allows, the new 
regula tions will be monitored to evaluate the following; 

• A change in tree preservation during new single family construction; and 
• A change in tree canopy in neighborhoods with fewer trees compared to other 

Portland neighborhoods; 
• The effectiveness of new enforcement regulations; 
• Tree fund expenditures; 
• Custon1er satisfaction with new regulations and associated customer service 

inl prove men ts. 
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EXHI BIT B 
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How changes are shown in this document 

Language added to the City Code is underlined; language deleted is shown in 
strikethrough. 

The left-hand page provides staff commentary for the code language shown on the 
right-·hand page. 

In order to limit the size of this document, only those sections of the Code that are 
being amended are included in this document. This document is not intended to 
replace the entire code. 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendnlent #1 

ALVIEND PROCESS FOR UPDATING TITLE 11, TilliES 

Section 11.10.040 Amendments to this Title 

Section 11.10.040 addresses the public hearing and notification requirements for amending 
Title 11. Two types of amendments are described; substantive and technical: 

o Substantive amendments involve new policy or a change to existing policy and require 
public hearings to be held by both the Urban Forestry Commission and the Planning and 
Sustainability Commission prior to a City Council Hearing. These hearings provide an 
opportunity for the public to review and comment on a proposed amendment. 

o Technical Amendments include minor code clarifications, typos, misspellings, 
renumbering sections, or r eorganizing the code. Since no policy changes result from a 
technical amendment, no public hearings are r equired. The City Attorney or the 
Auditors Office can make these amendments without public comment or review. Other 
than technical amendments, Title 11 does not make a distinct ion between policy changes , 
and non-policy related changes. As a result public hearings are required for non-policy 
related amendments, such as amendments necessary to bring Title 11 into conformance 
with other code Titles, 

Changes to this section add a third category to address conforming amendments. 

o Conforming amendments are required when changes to other city titles affect the 
regulations in Title 11. For example, if changes to zoning code plan district regulations 
result in no longer requiring land use reviews for tree removal, Table 40-1 in Title 11 
would need to be updated to reflect that change. 

o City codes require public hearings to amend. It would be duplicative and unnecessary to 
require additional public hearings to keep Title 11 current with these types of policy 
shifts. 

This amendment eliminates duplicative hearings, and allows Title 11 to remain current with 
other City and State titles in a more timely and efficient manner, without reducing citizens' 
access to the code amendment process. 

Page 2 Tree Code Housekeeping Amendments - Recommended Draft September 2012 



11.10.040 Anlcndmcnts to this Title. 185655 
A. General. 

1. Substantive changes anlendments to this Title or atTIendments 
necessary to ensure confornlance with other City Titles may be 
prepared by any bureau but will be coordinated by the Bureau 
charged with those responsibilities in the Title in consultation with 
the Bureaus of Planning and Sustainability, Parks and Recreation, 
Development Services, Environmental Services, Transportation, 
and Water. 

2. Technical corrections and matters of simple clarification nlay be 
prepared and approved by the Auditor or City Attorney. 

B. Urban Forestry Commission (UFC). hearing required. The UFC shall hold 
at least one public hearing for proposed amendlnents to this Title before 
nlaking a recommendation on such an amendlnent. A hearing is not 
required for technical corrections or amendnlents needed to ensure 
confornlance with other City Titles. However, notification of any 
amendnlent shall be sent to the Urban Forestry COlnll1ission a minimum of 
14 days prior to a decision. 

C. Planning and Sustainability COlTIlnission (PSC). The PSC will may 
provide a4vi€e input on the proposed atl1endments to the UFC. The PSC 
shall hold a public hearing for any proposed substantive amend111ents to 
Chapter] 1.50 Trees in Development Situations, Chapter 11.60 Technical 
Specifications, or Chapter 11.70 Enforcement. A hearing is not required 
for technical corrections or a111endlllents needed to ensure conformance 
with other City Titles. 

D. Public notice for the hearing. 

1. \Vho is notified. UPC or PSC Hearing. Notice of any public 
hearing held by the UFC or PSC to consider a proposed 
substantive mnendlnent to this Title shall be mailed to Metro, the 
Oregon Department of Transportation, all recognized 
organizations, affected bureaus, and interested persons who have 
requested such notice. Notice shall also be published in a 
recognized newspaper and mailed at least 30 days prior to the 
hearing. 

2. Notice time frame. The notice shall be lnailed at least 30 days prior 
to the hearing 

2. City Council Hearing. Notice of the hearing shall be mailed to 
those who testified at the urc hearing, either in person or in 
writing, or those who requested such notice. If hearings were not 
held by the UFC or PSC. notice shall be mailed to all affected 
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bureaus and persons who have requested such notice. Notice shall 
be published in a recognized newspaper and mailed at least 14 
days prior to the hearing. 

E. City Council. The City Council shall hold at least one public hearing on all 
amendments that are not considered technical. the proposed an1endlnenL 
Notice of the hearing shall be mailed to those \;.,'ho testified at the L'FC 
hearing, either in person or in \vriting, or those vvho requested such notice . 
The notice shall be sent at least 111 days before the hearing. City Council 
n1akes the final decision on aInendn1ents, after considering the 
recommendations of the UFC and PSC and after hearing testilTIOny from 
the public. . 

F. rNo Change] 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendment #2 

CORRECT PERlVIIT PROCEDURE SUMMARY TABLE 30-1 

Table 30-1 

Chapter 11.30 includes application requirements and procedures for obtaining tree permits 
for City, Street and Private Trees. Table 30-1 was included as a means of quickly identifying 
the public notice requirements and appeal opportunities for Type A and B permits. The 
existing table does not capture several situations where Type B tree removal permits are 
required. For example, removing a nuisance species healthy street tree requires a Type B 
process but was not reflected in the current table. The table also does not clearly address 
situations where multiple city or street trees smaller than 12 inches in diameter were 
proposed for removal. This amendment expands the existing table to include the 
requirements for all tree removal scenarios. Formatting changes have also been made to 
improve readabil ity. 
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[Replace Table 30-1 in Section 11.30.020 with the following proposed table -
Underlining has been omitted in the proposed table for ,readability 1 

Table 30-1 
Public NotIce and Appea reqUIrements for City, Street and l>rivate Trees 
Permit Type 

A 

B 

, Proposal ' 

Any Type A request 

Up to four healthy 
< 20" diameter 
nuisance and non­
nuisance species trees 

~ 20" diameter, 
healthy non-nuisance 
species tree [2] 

More than four 
healthy ~]2" 
diameter non­
nuisance species trees 

~ 20" diameter, 
healthy nuisance or 
non-nuisance species 
tree 

CHY/Streetor<:- - Pu~licN:bticc/PubHc 
PrivatcTrce ' MaYAppcal III 

City/Street 
Private 

City/Street 

Private 

Private 

City/Street 

No 

No 

Yes 

/----------- -----------~ 

More than four 
healthy ~ ] 2" 
diameter nuisance 
and non-nuisance 
species trees 

City/Street 

Notc r 1] The applicant may appeal any Type A or B permit decision. 
Note 12] No public notice or 0PP0l1unity for public appeal is required for removal of one healthy 

nOll-nuisance species tree ::20" diamcter per lot per calendar year in any residential zone . 
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Amendment #3 185 65 5 

ELIMINATE STREET TREE l\1INIlVIUM SIZE REMOVAL THRESHOLD 

Section 11.40.020 When a Tree Permit is Required 

Chapter 11.40 addresses most tree work (planting, pruning, root cutting, removal) when 
development is not proposed or occurring. 

The amendment to this section will eliminate the minimum street tree size threshold and 
clarify that a permit is required to remove all street trees with specified exceptions. Also 
see related Amendment #4 and Amendment #5 where this change is reflected in the 
revised Table 40-1 and Table 40-2 respectively. 

The purpose of the recently adopted three-inch diameter minimum size threshold was to 
provide additional efficiency, enforceability, and clarity for property owners and managers. 
To address smaller, newly planted trees (typically 1.5") a footnote was included requiring 
permits for these as well. However, from an implementation standpoint the new minimum 
size threshold will make it challenging to explain when a permit is required, causing 
confusion and uncertainty for the public and increasing the risk of inadvertent violations. 
For example, is a permit needed to remove this two-inch street tree? The answer would be 
"no , unless that tree was planted under a street tree planting permit, as a requirement of a 
previous tree removal permit I as part of a development requirement, or as required 
mitigation." Urban Forestry would be required to research each application to make this 
determination. Requiring a removal permit for all street trees creates a simple and 
implementable policy and ensures that trees removed will be replaced. Caveats have been 
added to exclude permit requirements for the removal of small volunteer saplings or sucker 
shoots to address some of the concerns that were raised during the initial tree code 
adoption. 

Street Trees - Removing the three inch size threshold is consistent with City policy that 
is still in effect, so should not be perceived as a change from current practice. 

City Trees - The City Tree minimum size threshold will remain unchanged at three inches 
diameter I along with the stipulation that any trees that were required to be planted (as part 
of required mitigation, landscaping, or tree replacement) will still be required to be 
maintained, and replaced jf removed. 

Private Trees - No changes are proposed to the size threshold for private trees. 
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11.40.020 When a Tree Permit is Required. 
A tree pern1it is required for all trees in the City of Portland as further described 
below, unless the activity is exempt from the requirements of this Chapter as 
specified in Section 11.40.030. 

A. City Trees and Street Trees. City and Street Trees 3 or more inches in 
diameter are regulated by this chapter. Street trees of any size are 
regulated by this chapter unless otherwise specified in Table 40-1 or 40-2. 

B. Private Trees. City Trees. City trees 3 or lTIOre inches in diameter are 
regulated by this chapter unless otherwise specified in Table 40-1. 

C.l. Generally. Private Trees. Private trees 12 or more inches in diameter 00 

all lots and tracts are regulated by this chapter except as specified in B.2. 
unless otherwise specified in Table 40-1. Trees required to be preserved 
by a tree preservation plan a condition of a land use review or provision of 
this Title or the Zoning Code n1ay be subject to other requirements. 

2. Specified o;,erlay zones and plan districts. Trees 6 or more inches 
in diameter in overlay zones and plan · districts are regulated as 
ooted in Table 40 1. 

[Table 40-1 Tree Removal in Overlay Zones and Plan Districts] 

[Re-Ietter C - F to D - OJ 
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Amendment #4 

CLAUIFY AND EXPAND TABLE 40-1 

Table 40-1 Overlay Zones and Plan Districts 

In some plan districts and overlay zones, certain tree removal is regulated by the Zon ing 
Code rather than Title 11. Table 40-1 was included in this section to direct readers to the 
appropriate set of regulat ions and to serve as a useful "at a glance" tool for readers to 
quickly determine which regulations apply. However, the currently adopted table does not 
contain all scenarios where zoning code regulations apply. These gaps in information may 
result in readers inadvertently applying the wrong set of regulations or assuming their tree 
is exempt (from either Title 11 or Title 33 or both) when it is not. 

This amendment expands Table 40-1 to capture the vast major ity of situations where zoning 
code regulations apply. Including this information will help prevent inadvertent zoning or 
tree code violations. 

This amendment also includes revisions to capture the elimination of the minimum street 
tree size thresho ld proposed in Amendment #3. 
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{Replace Table 40-1 in Section 11.40.020 with the following proposed table -
Underlining has been omitted in the proposed table for readability] 

Table 40-1 Tree Removal in Overlay Zones and Plan Districts {I] 
Overlay Zone or Tll Title 11 tree permits for T33 Title 33 zoning review for 

Plan District Tree removingl2] Tree removing 
Size Size 

Environmental Street · Trees within 10 feet of buildings Street · Healthy native trees that do not 
conservation and all or attached structures all meet the listed situations 
protection overlay City · Nuisance species trees City 
zones ,cc" "p" ~ 3" • Non-native non-nuisance trees all 
See: 33.430.080 Private · Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Private 

~ 6" when wood 12 inches in all 
diameter and greater is left in the 
same ownership, unless the City 
Forester approves removal of 
diseased wood from the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

• Trees projecting into a City-
designated view con-idor 

Greenway overlay Street · Nuisance species trees Street · Native Trees 
z~)J1es all · Dangerous trees all • .Non-native non-nuisance trees 
" n" "q" "g" "i" "1''' City · Trees landward of the greenway City • Dead or dying trees 
See: 33.440.320 ~ 3" setback in "g" "i" "r" overlays all • Trees not meeting the listed 

Private Private situations when located within or 
~ 6" all riverward oCthe greenway 

setback in "gil "i" "r" overlays 

· Trees not meeting the listed 
situations when located in "11" 

"q" overlays --
Pleasant Valley Street · Trees within I 0 feet of buildings Street · Healthy native trees that do not 
Nattiral Resources all or attached structures all . meet the listed situations 
Overlay Zone "v" City · Nuisance species trees City 
See: 33.465 .080 ~ 3" · Non-native non-nuisance trees all 

Private · Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Private 
? 6" when wood 12 inches in all 

diameter and greater is left in 
the same ownership, unless the 
City Forester approves removal 
of diseased wood from the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

Scenic Resource Street · All Street Trees Street . Trees within the street setback or 
Overlay all · Trees within 10 feet of buildings nla first 20 feet from the street lot 
"s" City or attached structures City line that do not meet the listed 

~ 3" · Nuisance species trees ~ 6" situations 
Only applies to trees in Private · Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Private 
Scenic Corridors that ~ 6" · Trees associated with the repair ~ 6" 
are within the and maintenance of water, sewer 
minimum street or storm water lines 
setback or the first 20 · Trees within 20 feet of a public 
feet frol11 the street Jot safety RF Transmission Facility 
line where no street · Any Private or City trees < 12" 
setback ex ists. provided that replanting is met in 
See: 33.480.040.B .2.g accordance with 33 .248.030 [3J 

---
Note [I] I f a site is in more than one overlay zone or Plan District, the regulations for both areas apply. 

[2] All Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree replacement, or as allowed by the City Forester. 
[3] Minimum planting is required to meet zoning code requirements. 
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· COMMENTARY 

Anlendnlent #4 Commentary Continued 

CLARIFY AND EXPAND TABLE 40-1 

Table 40-1 Overlay Zones and Plan Districts 

The following summarizes key amendments to the table: 

1) Two existing plan districts have been added to the first column; Cascade 

Station/Portland International Center Plan District; and Portland International 
Airport Plan District. These two plan districts include special environmental zone 
provisions that differ slightly from the general environmental overlay zone 
provisions. 

2) Zoning Code references are moved to the first column to make them more prominent 
in the table. 

3) New columns have been added identifying the applicable tree size and type for both 
the Tree Code and Zoning Code regulations for greater clarity. 

4) Requirements for tree removal associated with repair and maintenance of water, 
sewer or storm water lines have been added to the Scenic Corridor, Rocky Butte 
Plan District, and Johnson Creek Basin Plan District. 

5) Requirements for tree removal near Radio Frequency Transmission Facilities have 
been added to the Scenic Corridor. 

6) Where the zoning code specifies location and/or numbers of replacement trees to 
qualify for a Title 11 tree permit process, these specifications have been added to 
the relevant overlay or plan district. 

7) Footnotes have been added to reinforce the requirement that replacement trees 
are required in all cases, except when the City Forester modifies or waives that 
requirement. This was added to address concerns that including specific 
replacement requirements from the zoning code for those overlay or plan district 
areas noted above, the table may imply that replacement is not required in other 
areas or situations. 
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Table 40-1 (Continued) II] 

Overlay Zone or ' T11 Title 11 tree permits for T33 Title 33 zoning review for 
Plan District Tree removing 121 Tree removing 

Size Size --------
Cascade Street • Trees within IO feet of buildings Street . Healthy native trees that do not 
StatiOll/Portland all or attached structures all meet the listed situations 
International Center City · Nuisance species trees City 
Plan District ~ 311 • Non-native non-nuisance trees all 
See: 33.508 .340 Private · Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Private 

~ 6f1 when wood) 2 inches in all 
Only applies to trees diameter and greater is left in the 
located in a "c" or "p" same ownership, unless the City 
overlay Forester approves removal of 

diseased wood from the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

· Trees projecting into a City-
designated view corridor --

Columbia South Street • Trees within IO feet of buildings Street . Healthy native trees that do no t 
Shore Plan District all or attached structures all meet the listed situations 
See : 33.515 .262 & City • Nuisance species trees City • Healthy non-native non-
33.515.274 ~ 3" • Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees all nuisance trees that do not meet 

Private when wood 12 inches in Private the listed situations 
Only applics to trees ~61t diameter and greater is left in the all 
located in a "c" or "p" same ownership> unless the City 
overlay Forester approves removal of 

diseased wood from the site 
because it will threaten the 
health of other trees 

r---' -- - ----_.- --------~-.--.---.-------- - . . .. --
Johnson Creel{ Basin . Street • All Street Trees Street • Trees within 20 feet orthe 
Plan District all • Nuisance species trees n/a Springwater Corridor lot I inc ; 011 a 
33.537 .125 City · Trees within 10 feet of buildings, City site with any portion in the special 

~ 3" attached structures, or right-of- ~ 6" flood hazard area; and/or on a site 
Only applies to trees : Private way improvements Private with any portion in the South 
• Within 20 feet of the ~ 6" · Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees ~ 6" Subdistrict that do not meet the 

Springwater CorridOl · Trees associated with the repair situations listed 
lot linc; and maintenance of water, sewer 

• On a site with any or storm water lines 
portion in the special · Any other 6" to 12" tree provided 
flood hazard area; that at least two trees arc planted. 
and/or [3] Trees removed within 20 feet 

• On a site with any of the Springwater Corridor must 
portion in the South be replaced within 20 feet of the 
Subdistrict. . corridor 

.._- .-.------
Note [J] I t a site IS in more than one overlay zone or Plan District, the regulations lor both areas apply . 

[2J All Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree replacement, or as allowed by the City Forester. 
[3J Minimum planting is required to meet zoning code requirements _ 
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Table 40-1 (Continued) [1] 
,------ - ------

Overlay Zone or Plan TIl Title 11 trce permits for 1'33 Title 33 zoning review for 
District Tree removing 121 ' Tree removing 

Size Size 
Portland Street · Trees \vithin 10 feet of buildings Street . Ilealthy native trees that do not 
International Airport all or attached structures all meet the situations listed 
Plan District See: City • Nuisance species trees City 
33.565.540 ~ 3" • Non-native non-nuisance trees all 
Applies on ly to trees Private • Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Private · 
located in a "c" or lip" ~ 6" when wood 12 inches in all 
overlay diameter and greater is left in the 

same ownership, unless the City 
Forester approves removal of 
diseased wood from the site 
because it wiII threaten the 
health of other trees. This does 
not apply in landscaped areas of 
golf courses 

· Trees projecting into a City-
designated view corridor --

Rocky Butte Plan Street • All Street Trees Street • Trees that do not meet the 
District all • Nuisance species trees nla situations listed 
See: 33 .570.040 City~ • Trees within 10 feet of buildings, City 

3" attached structures, or right-of- ~ 6" 
Private way improvements Private 
~ 6" • Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees ~ 6" 

• Trees associated with the repair 
and maintenance of water, sewer 
or storm water lines 

· Any other 6" to 12" diameter tree 
provided that at least two trees 
are planted [3] 

South Auditorium Street • Dead, Dying, or Dangerous trees Street • Trees that do not meet the 
Plan District all provided at least one tree is all situations listed 
See: 33.580.130 City planted in the same general City 

~ 3" location or in accordance with ~ 6" 
Private the adopted landscaping plan Private 
~ 6" ~ 6" 

Note [1] If a sIte is In more than one overlay zone or Plan District, the regulations for both areas apply. 
[2] All Plan Districts and overlay zones require tree replacement, or as allowed by the City Forester. 
[3] Minimum planting is required to meet zoning code requirements. 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendment #5 

MOnIFY TREE PERMIT SUlVllVIARY TABLES 

Table 40- 2 and 
Table 40-3 

185 655 

Table 40-2 summarizes the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for City and 
Street Trees, including tree replacement requirements, and when public notice and 
opportunities for public appeal are required. 

Changes to this table are intended to clarify tree replacement and public notice 
requirements for different tree size threshold$. The changes identify two tree size 
categories that were omitted from the previous version of this table: trees smaller than 
three inches diameter; and trees that are at least three inches and smaller than 12 inches 
diameter. 

Other changes to this table include consistent use of the term "site" instead of "lotI!. II Site" 
refers to property under common ownership and may include several lots or parcels of land. 
"Lot ll is a more narrow definition referring to a distinct plot of land, sometimes constituting 
only a portion of a IIsite". 

In addition the term IIfrontage" has been replaced with "abutting right of way". Site 
"frontage" refers to the portion of a site that abuts a street, rather than the portion in the 
right of way that abuts a property. This clarification reflects the intent of this section 
which is to address street trees in the right of way. 

Language has also been added to make it clear that a permit is not required for removing 
sucker shoots and small self-sown trees. 
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fRepiace Table 40-2 in Section 11.40.040 with the following proposed table­
Underlining has been omitted,in the proposed table for readabilityl 

Table 40-2 
Summary of })ermit Requirements for City and Street Trees 

- . .,' ," . '-

' .. 

185655 

Tre~ '--': ' . ' 
' - - , Plibli~Notice / : ... 

Rep)acemJn)t 11] " . - . (·,'Permit 
Act'ivity 

_ ~ • ~ _.0:-. 

Puhlic May , .' ... , . " . -

{See 8ec.tio:n ' : -",:--: ... 
\, c _ .~ /rYJn~ ,-- ,. " lJ.40.0(0)'cC Appeal 

. ~. 

No Permit is required for: 
- pruning branches or roots <1/4"; 

- removing City Trees <3" in diameter; 
- removing street trees that are sucker shoots, self-sown trees < 1/4"; or 
- othe." activities that are exempt from the requirements of this Chapter (see] 1.40.030). 
Planting trees A nla No 
Pruning branches or roots larger than W' 
Other activities as described in 
11.40.040 A,3 
Removal of any regulated tree that is: A tree for tree No 

- dead, dying, or dangerous 
Removing up to 4 healthy trees pCI' site, or abutting right of way per year as follows: 

- less than 3" in diameter A[2] tree for tree No 

- 3 to <12" in diameter B tree for tree No 

- ]2 to <20" in diameter B ' tree for tree No 
-

- 20" and larger in diameter B inch for inch Yes 

liemoving more than 4 healthy trees per site, or abutting right of way per year as follows: 

- less than 3" in diameter A [2] tree for tree No 
- ----

- 3 to <12" in diameter B tree for tree No 
_. -

- > ] 2" in diameter B inch for inch Yes 

- 20" and_ Jar,ger in diameter B inch for inch . Yes 
r ' 

[ )] " Cree for Tree" means one tree IS requIred to be planted for each tree removed, "mch for mch" means 
the City r';orester may require up to an equivalent number of inches be planted for the total diameter 
inches of the tree being removed. 

[2] Applies to all Street Trees, in addition to any other City Trees planted as part of a landscaping or 
mitigation requirement, including trees planted to replace trees removed under a previous tree permit. 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendlllcnt #5 Conlmentary Continued 

MODIFY TREE PERMIT SUMlVIARY TABLES 

Table 40-2 and 
Table 40-3 

Similar to Table 40-2(Summary Table for City and Street Trees), Table 40-3 summarizes 
the distinctions between Type A and Type B permits for Private Trees, including tree 
replacement requirements, and when public notice and opportunities for public appeal are 
required. 

Amendments to this table are made to keep formatting, terminology, and footnotes 
consistent with the changes made to Table 40-2 including consistent use of the terms I/site" 
instead of "lot". "Site" refers to property under common ownership and may include several 
lots or parcels of land. "Lot" is narrower and refers to a distinct plot of land, sometimes 
constituting only a portion of a "sitel/ . 

- -, 
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185 6 55 
.{Replace Table 40-3 in Section 11.40.050 with the follo'wing proposed table 
Underlining has been Olnitted in the proposed table for readability] 

Table 40-3 
S ummary 0 f I> 't R t ~ p" t T erml cqulremcll S or nvac rees 

'. ." C', Tt~~ : ·'P~bIic Noti¢~ '/ . Permit , Repla~elllen'f[l ] .' 
Activity HlJblic May ,Type .. (8ee '8etti9ll 

" . . . Appeal 
llA.(t060) . -'-

No permit is required for: 

- planting trees 

- pruning trees outside of the environmental protection (p), environmental conservation (c), or Pleasant 
Valley Natural Resource (v) overlay zones; 

- removal of trees smaller than the sizes regulated by this chapter (see 11.40.020 B.); or 

- oth~r activities that are exempt from the requirements of this chapter (see 11.40.030) 
Pruning native trees in c, p, or v 

A n/a No 
overlay zones 
Removal of any tree that is : 

- dead, dying, or dangerous 

- a nuisance species identified if} the 
A tree for tree No 

P0I11and Plant List 

- located within 10 feet of building 
or attached structure ----_ ._---- '-._----- - ------

Removing up to 4 healthy Iloll-Iluisanee species trees per site per year as follows: 

- Smaller than 20" diameter A tree for tree No 

- 20" diameter and larger B inch for inch Yes[2] 

Removing more than 4 hcalthy nOIl-lluisance species trees pcr site per year as follows: 
12" diameter and larger B inch for inch Yes 

[1] "Tree for Tree" means one tree IS reqUired to be planted for each tree removed, "lI1ch for mc))" means 
the City Forester may require up to all equivalent number of inches be planted for the total diameter 
inches of the tree being removed. 

[2J No public notice or opportunity for public appeal is required for removal of one healthy tree ::. 20" 
diameter per lot per year in any residential zone. 

--
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========================================~185655 
COMMENTARY 

Amendment #6 

CORRECT REFERENCES AND REPLACE INCONSISTENT TERMINOLOGY 

11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors 

11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors; and 

11 .40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements. 

Section 11.40.040 lays out the standards and review factors for evaluating Type A and Type 
B permits for City and Street Trees. 

This section includes a reference to 11.40.020 relating to removal of trees that are located 
in overlay zones and plan districts. Amendment #2 reorganized 11.40.020. Consequently, this 
amendment replaces the reference with a more direct reference to Table 40-1 (Tree 
Removal in Overlay Zones and Plan Districts). 

In addit ion, the reference to tree preservation required by a "tree plan" is unnecessary, 
since a tree plan is only in effect during a development project. An "All or "B" permit would 
not be issued if a site is under development. Instead, tree removal and planting 
requirements would be subject to 11.50 "Trees in Development Situations." 

Conversely, the reference to "conditions of a land use review" is retained. This is because 
for some land use decisions, conditions of approval may require the long-term retention of 
certain trees. Removal of these trees, even after the approved development has been 
completed , would be subject to the requirements of the particular land use decision. 
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11.40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Revie\v Factors. 
Type A and B pennit applications for tree related work affecting City or Street 
Trees shall be reviewed using the following applicable review factors and 
standards in accordance with the application procedures set forth in 
Chapter 11.30. 

[Table 40-2 Summary of })ermit" Requirenlcnts for City and Strect Trees] 

A. [N 0 change] 

B. [No change] 

1. [No change] 

a. For trees located in one of the overlay zones or plan 
districts identified in Subsection 11 AO.020 B.2. Table 40-1, 
the proposed removal is exempt or allowed by Title 33, 
Planning and Zoning; 

. b. The tree is not required to be preserved by a-t.~-atr, a 
condition of a land use review, provision of this Title or the 
Zoning Code, or as part of a required storm water facility; 

c. [N 0 change] 

2. [No Change] 
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===================================485 6 55 
COMMENTARY 

All1endment #6 Comnlentary Continued 

CORRECT REFERENCES AND REPLACE INCONSISTENT TERMINOLOGY 

11 .40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review factors 

11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors; and 

11 .40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements. 

Section 11.40.050 lays out the standards and review factors for Type A and B permits for 
Private Trees. 

This amendment replaces the erroneous reference to "City and Street Trees" from this 
section which is specific to IIPrivate Trees". 

Similar to the requirements for City and Street trees, this section refer.enced 11.40.020 
which relates to removal of trees that are located in overlay zones and plan districts. 
Amendment #2 reorganized section 11.40.020. Consequently, this amendment replaces the 
reference with a more direct reference to Table 40-1 (Tree Removal in Overlay Zones and 
Plan Districts). 

Like the amendment proposed for City and Street Trees, the reference to preservation . 
required by a "tree planll is removed since tree plans are only in effect during a development 
project. An "A" or liB" permit would not be issued if a site is under development. Instead, 
tree removal and planting requirements would be subject to 11.50 "Trees in Development 
Situations. " 

The reference to "conditions of a land use review" is retained. This is because for some land 
use decisions, conditions of approval may require the long-term retention of certain trees. 
Removal of these trees, even after the approved development has been completed, would be 
subject to the requirements of the particular land use decision. 
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11.40.050 Private Tree I>ermit Standards and Review Factors. 
Type A and B permit applications for tree related work affecting Git)' or Street 
+rees Private Trees shall be reviewed using the tollovving applicable review 
factors and standards in accordance with the application procedures set forth in 
Chapter 11.30. 

[Table 40-3 Summary of Penn it Requirements for Private Trees] 

A. Standards and Review Factors for Type A Pennits for Private Trees . 

1. a-b [No change] 

2. a-e [No change] 

f. Healthy trees. Up to 4 healthy trees may be renloved per 
site per calendar year if each tree meets the following: 

(1) Each tree is less than 20 inches in dimneter; 

(2) None of the trees are Heritage Trees; and 

(3) None of the trees are required to be preserved by a 
tree plan, a condition of a land use review~ 
provision of this Title or the Zoning Code, or as part 
of a required stormwater facility; 

B. Standards and Review Factors for Type B Permits for Private Trees . 
Because Type B pennits for Private Trees are required only for removal; 
the standards and review factors of this Subsection are specific to tree 
ren10val. 

1. Standards. The City Forester shall detennine that the following 
standards are met before granting a Type B pennit: 

a. For trees located in one of the overlay zones or plan 
districts identified in Subsection 11.40.020 B.2. Table 40-1, 
the proposed removal is exempt or allowed by Title 33, 
Planning and Zoning; 

b. The tree is not required to be preserved by a tree plan, a 
condition of a land use review, or provision of this Title or 
the Zoning Code; and 

c. Trees removed shall be replaced as specified in Table 40-3. 

2. [No change] 
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==============================~185655 
COMMENTARY 

Anlendment #6 Commentary Continued 

CORRECT REFERENCES AND REPLACE INCONSISTENT TERMINOLOGY 

11 .40.040 City and Street Tree Permit Standards and Review Factors 

11.40.050 Private Tree Permit Standards and Review factors; and 

11.40.060 Tree Replacement Requirements . 

Section 11.40.060 specifies tree replacement requirements for A and B permits. 
Terminology is changed to clarify tree location consistent with Table 40-2. Since 
"frontage" refers to the portion of property that abuts a street, rather than the portion in 
the right of way that abuts a property, this term has been replaced by "abutting right of 
wayll. 

~ 
Frontage 

(is on the lot 
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185655 
11.40'()60 Tree Replacement Requirements. 

Generally, the City Forester will require replacement of trees relnoved under a 
Tree Pennit as specified in Subsection A. However, the City Forester may instead 
allow paYlnent into the Tree Planting and Preservation Fund as specified in 
Subsection B., or n1ay waive or reduce the replacement requirement as specified 
in Subsection C. 

A.-B. lNo change] 

C. Waivers. The City Forester may waive or reduce the replacement 
requirement when the City Forester determines: 

1. The street frontage abutting right of way and site already n1eet the 
tree density standards of Chapter 11.50; or 

2. [No change] 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendment #7 

MODIFY ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO PROVIDE MORE OPTIONS 

11. 70.080 Correcting Violations of this Title, and 

11.70.090 Enforcement 

The Citywide Tree Project developed an enforcement process that prioritizes correcting a 

violat ion as opposed to a lengthy and staff-intensive enforcement process. However, in So 
doing, a valuable tool to penalize third party contractors (i.e. tree service companies) that 
repeatedly violate the code was lost. 

As adopted, the code requires restorative actions be taken (namely replanting, ~r paying a 
fee in lieu of planting). Only when the responsible party fails to correct the violation may 
enforcement actions (like fines) be levied. This limits the City's ability to penalize tree 
service companies that repeatedly violate since the remedies will primarily fall on the 
property owner (since only the property owner is able to plant trees on his/her property), 
Only when a property owner refuses to correct the violation, can the enforcement actions 
be instituted and the contractor be cited. 

In the majority of cases, correcting the violation should be sufficient, and ensures that 
trees are replaced. However, when a tree service contractor has misrepresented that they 
either had tree permits or that permits were not needed when they were, the City should 
be able to discourage this activity by imposing fines . This is cons istent with current City 
enforcet:nent policy. 

Amendments to sections 11.70.080 and 11.70.090 remove the stipulation that enforcement 
options are only accessible if attempts at correcting the violation are not successful , and 
thereby broaden the tools available to discourage deliberate non-compliance. 
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11.70.080 

A. 

B. 

"11.70.090 

A. 

185 6 55 
Correcting Violations of this Title. 

General. The following list of remedies gives t~e City Forester and BDS 
Director broad discretion in applying a reasonable and effective n1eans to 
restore a tree or site where trees have been illegally removed or drunaged. 
The rights and relnedies provided in this chapter are cumulative, are not 
Inutually exclusive, and are in addition to any other tights, ren1edies and 
penalties available to the City under any other provision of law including 
the enforcelnent actions described in Section 11.70.090. The City Forester 
or BDS Director may adopt administrative rules to establish priorities and 
guidelines for the following remedies . 

Standard remedies. Standard remedies are intended to address a wide 
variety of violations of this Title . Additional relnedies specific to City and 
Street Trees, and trees in developlnent situations are described in 
Subsections C. and D. When the City determines that a violation of this 
Title has occurred, any or all of the standard relnedies described in this 
Subsection, and any applicable additional ren1edies described in this 
Section may be required depending on the severity and extent of the 
violation. If the property o\vner er responsible party fail to COHect the 
violation within the time provided, the City may invoke the enforcement 
actions described in Section 11.70.0907 

[Remainder of this section is unchanged] 

Enforcement Actions. 

General. The following list of enforcen1ent actions gives the City Forester 
and BDS Director additional means to obtain cOlnpliance" with the 
requirelnents of this Title, '.vhen the ren1cdies previously described are no{ 
effective or when a property oVv'ner or responsible party refuses to comply 
\vithin the---time limits prescribed by the City Forester or BDS Director. 
The rights and remedies provided in this chapter are cumulative, arc not 
111utually exclusive, and are in addition to any other rights, remedies and 
penalties available to the City under any other provision of law. 'fhe City 
Forester or BDS Director may adopt administrative rules to establish 
priorities and guidelines for the following enforcement actions. 

[Remainder of this section is unchanged] 
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COMMENTARY 

Amendment #8 

RESCIND CONFLICTING AMENDMENTS TO ZONING CODE 
CHAPTER 33.508 

33.430 Environmental Zones 

33.508 Cascade Station/Portland International Center Plan District (CS/PIC) 

185 6 55 

The Airport Futures project (effective May 13, 2011) adopted substantial amendmen,ts to 
chapter 33.508 for the Cascade Station/Portland International Center (CS/PIC) Plan 
District in addition to creating a plan district specific for the Portland International 
Airport (Chapter 33.565). The Airport Futures project removed duplicative regulations for 
the environmental zones within these plan district areas and instead, the plan district relies 
on a framework of environmental regulations that either supplement or supersede the 
general environmental overlay regulations found in Chapter 33.430. 

The revision to section 33.430.030 simply adds a reference to the Cascade Stationl 
Portland International Center (CS/PIC) Plan District to the list of Plan Districts and other 
areas that contain additional or replacement environmental regulations. 

The reference to the CS/PIC is removed from section 33.430.060 (where these Regulations 
Apply) and the last sentence in this section has been replaced with a more general cross 
reference to section 33.430.030 to provide readers with a cross reference to help remind 
them of the supplemental or superseding regulations found within particular plan districts 
and/or natural resource management plan areas. 

In addition to the above revisions, this amendment proposes rescinding the changes adopted 
through the Citywide Tree Project for the CS/Ple plan district. At the Same time Airport 
Futures revised Chapter 33.508, the Citywide Tree project amended Chapter 33.508 in 
order to include consistent requirements per~aining to trees in both the environmental zone 
chapter and the environmental regulations found within the plan district. Since Airport 
Futures removed these requirements from the plan district and relies instead on the 
general environmental zone regulations for tree related requirements, the Citywide Tree 
Project amendments are unnecessary. Moreover, the Citywide Tree Project amendments do 
not line up with the version of Title 33 as amended by Airport Futures (since that project 
reorganized and changed substantial portions of the plan district language). 

To reconcile these conflicting amendments, this amendment proposes to simply withdraw 

the amendments that were proposed with the Citywide Tree Project, and leave the Airport 
Futures amendments, which are currently in effect, intact. 
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33.430.030 Relationship To Other Environnlental Regulations 
Son1e of the eight study areas discussed under Section 33.430.020 in1pose additional . 
environn1ental regulations in Plan Districts. These additional regulations either · 
supplement or supersede the regulations of this Chapter. Paragraph 33.700.070.E 
describes the hierarchy of regulations within the Zoning Code. 

Additionally, Natural Resource Management Plans may contain regulations that 
supersede or supplement the regulations of this chapter. Whenever natural resource 
lnanagement plan provisions conflict with other provisions of this chapter, the natural 
resource management plan provisions supersede. Non-conflicting provisions supplelnent 
the provisions of this chapter. Maps 430-9, 10, 11 and 12 show Natural Resource 
Managen1ent Plan areas . 

The following Plan Districts and Natural Resource Managelnent Plans have additional 
regulations that may supersede or supplelnent the environmental regulations of Chapter 
430: 

• The Balch Creek Watershed (see Chapter 33.563, Northwest Hills Plan District) 
Cascade Station! Portland international Center Plan District (see Chapter 33.508) 
The Columbia South Shore within the Columbia Corridor (see Chapter 33.515, 
Columbia South Shore Plan · District) 

• Johnson Creek Basin (see Chapter 33.537, Johnson Creek Basin Plan District) 
• .Northwest i-fills Natural Areas (see Chapter 33.563, Northwest Hills Plan District) 
• Skyline West Conservation Plan area (see Chapter 33.563, Northwest Hills Plan 

District) 
East Columbia Neighborhood Natural Resources }.;fanagement Plan (separate 
document) 
Smith and Bybee Lakes Natural Resources Management Plan (.s'eparate document) 

• Foresl Park Natural Resources Jvlanagement Plan (separate document) 
Natural Resources Management Plan for the Peninsula Drainage Districl No . 1 
(\'eparate document) 
Port/and international A irport Plan District (\'ee Chapter 33.565) 

This chapter contains only the City'S environmental regulations. Activities which the 
City regulates through this chapter l11ay also be r~gulated by other agencies. In cases of 
overlapping City, Special District, Regional, State, or Federal regulations, the more 
stringent regulations will control. City approval does not ilnply approval by other 
agencIes. 

33.430.060 Where These n.egulations Apply 

These regulations apply to all environmental zones, except those in the Columbia South 
Shore Plan District that are south ofNE Marine Drive, those in--tfle Cascade 
&tatten/Portland International Center Plan District, those that are within the Smith and 
Bybee Lakes Natural Resources Management Plan area, City-owned larid within the 
Forest Park Natural Resources Management Plan area, and the Peninsula Drainage 
District No.1 Natural Resources Managen1ent Plan area. See also Section 33.430.030, 
Relationship to Other Environmental Regulations. Chapter 33 .515, Columbia South 
Shore Plan District, Chapter 33.508, Cascade Station/Portland International Center Plan 
District, the Smith and Bybee Lakes Na~ural Resources ~4anagement Plan, the Forest 
Paffi--Natural Resources ~4anagement Plan, or the Natural Resources i\4anagement Plan 
for the Peninsula Drainage District N~ 
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COMMENTARY 

Note: 
185 655 

The Citywide Tree Project adopted amendments to Chapter 33.508 are included for · 
reference. All revisions shown here are proposed to be rescinded~ For readability, 
these rescinded amendments are not shown in strikethrough. 

Environmental Zones 

33.508.312 Items Subject to These Reg·ulations 
[No change .] 

33.508.314 Items Exempt From These Regulations 
The following are exen1pt from the development standards and required reviews s ( ted in 
Sections 33.508.300 through 33.508.340 this section:. Other City regulations ch s 
Title 10, Erosion Control, and Title 11, Trees tTIust still be met. When no devel pIn 'nt or 
other activities are proposed that are subject to the developn1ent standards or 
requirements of this chapter, tree removal allowed under the exemptions b ow KUbJ 
to the tree permit requirements of Title 11, Trees . \J 

Page 30 

A. - K. [No change.] 

L. Removing a trees or plants liste 

M. 

~_---'~. remain, or are placed, in the resource area of the same 
ownership on which they are cut; or 
Are removed, if the City Forester authorizes removal of diseased 
wood because leaving it in the resource area of the same 
ownership will threaten the health of other trees; and 

o. Pruning trees in accordance with Title 11 permit requirements . 
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Note: 
185655 

The Citywide Tree Project adopted amendments to Chapter 33.508 are included for 
reference. All revisi-ons shown here are proposed to be resdnded. For readability, 
these rescinded amendments are not shown in strikethrough .. 

33.508.330 Development Standards 

A. [No change.] 

B. Land uses and activities within an environmental zone must meet the following 
standards: 

1. - 4. [No change.] 

5. All development or activities which disturb ground or remove v geta ion 
must conform to Chapter 24.70, Clearing and,. Grading~, -a-t=~.£iIF&Sl~~ 
GentFel and to the Erosion Controll!M~a~n~u~a~l~~m-le€~fGlGl~~-Ml~sH3'~ 
In addition, the following standards must be 

a. - d. [No change.] 

6. - 8. [No change.] 

9 . 
s 
a 10-foot-wide corridor across 

s and a lS-foot-wide corridor for 

ons ion of the trail or recreation facHities cannot result in the removal 
of trees ffiBFe than 6 or more inches in diameter, measured <1 1/2 f.eet-a-eeve 

..... {-JFle--eFEH:lRti, and are not required to be located within wetlands subject to 
state or federal regulations. 

15. - 17. [No change.] 
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