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CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
COMMUNITY FORESTRY COMMISSION MINUTES 

 
October 11, 2001 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Jeremy Fried called the Community Forestry Commission meeting of Thursday, 
October 11, 2001 to order at approximately 5:00 PM in the Human Resources 
Conference Room of City Hall, 380 “A” Avenue, Lake Oswego, Oregon. 

 
II. ROLL CALL 

Members present included Chair Fried, Vice Chair Erin Wagner, David Cory, William 
Owen and Dan Morton.  Staff present included Hamid Pishvaie, Development Review 
Manager; Sandy Ingalls, Associate Planner. 
 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Mr. Owen moved for approval of the Minutes of May 15, 2001 and the Minutes of 
May 21, 2001.  Mr. Cory seconded the motion and it passed with Mr. Cory, Mr. Fried, 
Mr. Morton, Mr. Owen and Ms. Wagner voting yes.  There were no votes against.   
 

IV. FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 
 
None. 
 

V. PUBLIC HEARING 
 
None. 
 

VI. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Ad-Hoc Tree Code Review Task Force 
 
Hamid Pishvaie, Development Review Manager; and Sandy. Ingalls, Associate 
Planner, distributed the City’s press release announcing the formation of an Ad-Hoc 
Tree Code Review Task Force and a copy of its Charge Statement.  They explained the 
City Council had formed the new task force to review and make recommendations related 
to the Tree Code.  They related that the City had received comments from citizens that 
indicated the definition of “landscaping purposes” was unclear and the month-long 
process for obtaining a Type II Tree Cutting Permit was too long.  They advised the Type 
II Permit costs an applicant $91.00 plus $10.00 per tree and the City’s cost included staff 
time for two site visits and two signs.  They advised that the criteria for approval allowed 
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tree removal for landscaping purposes but not for the purpose of enhancing a view 
corridor.  They advised that an applicant was required to provide alternative site plans 
(for a development) or an alternative landscaping plan to show that they had considered 
other alternatives that might change the level of impact of removal.  Mr. Pishvaie advised 
that applicants and the staff could usually agree on what was a “hazard” or “dead” tree; 
however, the criteria for a Type II Permit involved enough subjectivity to sometimes 
make it an issue and one reason to revisit the Tree Code.    Mr. Pishvaie reported that 
efforts to inform citizens about the Tree Code were reducing illegal tree removal.  He 
advised that because of stretched staff resources, most Tree Code enforcement actions 
were the result of citizen complaints.  He explained that the 30-day application 
processing time for a Type II Permit allowed others time to contest the application.  He 
related that the staff visited a development after a minor or major development approval 
to verify that the trees that were to be removed were those that had been approved for 
removal.  He said the developer paid a fee of $15.00, plus $2.00 per tree for this 
procedure.   
 
Commission members observed that applicants sometimes were required to bear the cost 
of an arborist’s report, and sometimes they sought a consultant whose conclusions would 
agree with their desire to remove a tree that was impacting their plumbing or house 
foundation.  They wondered what the City’s liability would be if it denied a tree removal 
and the tree was blown over and hurt someone.  One member recalled that an applicant 
who would have been able to remove thick trees for landscaping purposes had found an 
arborist to advise they were “hazard” trees.  Mr. Owen advised that most certified 
arborists would not conclude a tree was a hazard unless it really was a hazard.  Another 
Commissioner related that the Cities of Vancouver and Wilsonville had adopted 
regulations that the impact of construction on trees on adjacent properties was to be 
considered during the review process.   
 
Mr. Pishvaie clarified for the Commissioners that the City Council had formed a new task 
force instead of allowing the Community Forestry Commission (CFC) to consider 
changes in the Code because the CFC was a quasi-judicial body and not a policy-making 
body.  He suggested that the CFC comment on proposed Task Force recommendations 
before they were to be considered by the City Council.  He asked the Commissioners to 
select a CFC representative to the Task Force.  He advised the representative was to be 
an arborist.  He noted the Council would appoint an “arborist at large” to the Task Force 
as well.  The Commissioners stressed the importance of ensuring that two certified 
arborists served on the Task Force.  They also all generally agreed that it was important 
for the CFC to follow Task Force discussions and provide comments.   
 
Mr. Owen moved to recommend that the City Council appoint David Cory as the 
Community Forestry Commission’s representative on the Ad-Hoc Tree Code Task 
Force.  Ms. Wagner seconded the motion and it passed with Mr. Cory, Mr. Owen and 
Ms. Wagner voting yes.  Mr. Morton voted against and Mr. Fried abstained from the 
vote.   
 
The Commissioners generally agreed that any Commissioner could call a meeting of the 
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CFC when they believed that the CFC needed to provide comments to the Task Force.  
They also agreed that a 5:00 PM meeting time was best.   
 
Lake Oswego Asset Building Coalition Breakfast 
 
Chair Fried announced that the Commissioners were invited to an October 24, 2001, 
Lake Oswego Asset Building Coalition breakfast meeting.   
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business before the Community Forestry Commission, Chair Fried 
adjourned the meeting at 6:00PM.   

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
Janice Bader 
Senior Secretary 
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