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CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
Ad Hoc Tree Committee Action Minutes 

November 16, 2015 

 

Michael Buck, Vice-Chair called the meeting to order at 6:07 pm. 

Members present:   Chair Mike Buck, Vice Chair David Rudawitz, Sylvia Ackerman, Frank Cable, 
Dianne Cassidy, Craig Chisholm, Andy Clark, Carol Ihlenburg, Shelley 
Lorenzen, Paul Lyons, Dave Marx, Tracy Marx, Kevin Meckel, Suzanne 
Meckel, Angel Pilato, Sandra Pleasants, Nicole Seawright, Linda Rudawitz, 
Laurie Schneider, David Short, Margret Short, Cheryl Uchida, Stephanie 
Wagner, and Stacy Yost. 

Staff present:    Jessica Numanoglu, Senior Planner, Sage Geiselman, Planning Intern. 
Councilor O’Neill also attended the meeting. 

 
WELCOME 
Chair Mike Buck welcomed the group and thanked everyone for contributing their time. 
 
Jessica Numanoglu took roll call. 
 
COUNCIL UPDATE 
Chair Buck addressed the Committee regarding the format for the evening’s meeting. The 
Committee was informed that the new format was intended to help the Committee achieve timely 
consensus on issues in the interest of meeting the Council charge. The group would as a whole 
discuss and vote on issues related to Type I permits, including one issue regarding Type II permits. 
The Committee would then break into smaller groups of 4-5 people based on where they were 
seated to discuss three questions related to Type II permits. The groups would be given ten 
minutes for discussion per question, with a few extra minutes provided if needed to wrap up. The 
groups would then present the main points of their discussion to the rest of the Committee. 
Common themes identified across the groups would be used to determine a list of 
recommendations that the Committee could vote to move to the “short list” of actionable items. 
 
Chair Buck reported that on November 7th, 2015, he and Jessica attended the Lake Oswego 
Neighborhood Action Coalition (LONAC) monthly meeting. LONAC was sympathetic to the work 
being done by the Committee, and provided suggestions for consideration, including using fees 
collected through the Tree Code to help fund street trees.  
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
Chair Buck opened up the floor for public comment. No one came forward to submit comments.  
 
APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES 
The 10/19/15 Committee meeting minutes were unanimously approved. 
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OVERVIEW OF THE TREE CODE AUDIT REPORT 
Jessica provided a brief overview of the Tree Code Audit Report prepared by Planning Intern Sage 
Geiselman. The Tree Code Audit Report was written with a focus on the Council Charge and public 
input received. The report begins with a discussion of the Council Charge and main themes of 
public input regarding to the tree code. This is followed by an overview of the current Tree Code 
and summaries of tree codes from cities similar in size and located near Lake Oswego. The report 
concludes with an audit of the Tree Code that includes comments under each code section for the 
Committee to consider based on the Council Charge, and public input.  

UPDATE ON SIGNIFICANT TREES DISCUSSION GROUP 
Kevin Meckel updated the Committee on the research conducted by Sarah Asby, Frank Cable, 
Craig Chisholm, Tracy Marx, Suzanne Meckel, and himself regarding significant trees. The 
research focused on how a significant tree was defined on the west coast.  
 
The findings were that: 

• Many cities had a very loose definition of significant tree 
• Review boards were often used to make the determination on whether a tree was 

“significant” 
• Some cities, such as San Francisco, had a very short and well defined definition of 

“significant” based on the size and location of the tree. 
• Other cities provide a list of tree species and the corresponding size that qualify as 

significant. 
 
They proposed that “old” trees should be considered significant, and suggested that the correlation 
between size and age for different trees could simplify determinations of age for the purpose of 
implementing the Tree Code. 

 
TYPE I PERMIT ACTIONABLE ITEMS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Chair Buck asked the Committee if they were in favor of retaining the Type I permit but changing it 
for easier processing and flexibility. An initial vote was taken and 11 Committee members voted to 
get rid of the Type I permits, while 12 members voted to retain them. The Committee discussed the 
merits of the Type I permit during which Chair Buck added that factors to consider if Type I permits 
were retained would be:  

• If the definition of tree would be moved from five inches DBH to six inches DBH,  
• If the upper limit of trees regulated under Type 1 would be raised from 10 inches to 12 

inches,  
• If the two tree limit would be adjusted 
• If certain trees or plants would be excluded (e.g. fruit trees, shrubs) 

 
Jessica further explained that Type I permits are only issued for developed single-family dwelling 
lots, that the permit costs $16.00, and that it can be issued for up to two trees between five and 10 
inches DBH per year. After further discussion, David Rudawitz made a motion to vote on adjusting 
Type I permits as follows: 

• Type I permits apply to trees between six and twelve inches DBH, with a limit of two trees 
per year. 

• Fruit trees, regardless of size or number trees, would be allowed to be removed as a Type I 
permit. 

• Shrubs would be exempt from Tree Code regulations. 
• Recommend online permitting and payment for Type I applications. 
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The motion passed with a vote of 21 for to two against. 
 
Immediately following, David Rudawitz put forth a motion to recommend online application and 
payment for all tree permits. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The Committee discussed whether trees that are within a certain proximity of an existing structure’s 
foundation should qualify for the Type I permit. The suggested distance was five feet. A motion to 
vote was heard. The motion failed by a vote of eight for, 15 against. 
 
Chair Buck concluded the large group discussion by asking the Committee “should tree removal for 
development be regulated differently than tree removal on existing developed lots?” The 
Committee approved this concept by a vote of 23 for and one against.  
 
GROUP DISCUSSION ON TYPE II PERMITS. 

Chair Buck explained that the Committee would break into small groups of 4-5 people to discuss 
three questions related to Type II permits. There was some movement of Committee members to 
even the groups out among five tables.  

The first question presented to the groups was “What are legitimate reasons for approving a tree or 
trees to be removed under a Type II permit?” The Committee members were encouraged to try to 
come up with specific situations or conditions that would be acceptable reasons to approve a 
permit. The groups were given 10 minutes to discuss question one. 

The second question presented to the groups was “What are legitimate reasons for denying a tree 
or trees under a Type II permit?” Similar to the first question, the groups were prompted to try to 
come up with specific situations or conditions that would be valid reasons to deny a permit and 
were given 10 minutes.  

The final question presented to the groups was “What changes can be made to make the 
application and review process more convenient and less time-consuming for applicants and that 
reduce staff time?” Jessica summarized the Type II application process. They were asked to 
consider the length of the review period, manner of providing notice to the public, and manner of 
applying. The groups were given 10 minutes to discuss question three. 
 
After the groups discussed all three questions, each group had a spokesperson share their results. 

RESULTS OF GROUP DISCUSSION ON TYPE II PERMITS 

The results of the group discussions are presented below: 

Reasons to Approve 
Group 1: 

• Infested, diseased, rotting 
• Overcrowded, too dense for health. 

Needs thinning. 

• Damage to homes foundation, 
plumbing, concrete walkways 
and stairs 

Group 2: 
• Unhealthy 
• Thinning to improve stock 

• Damage to structure (i.e. 5’ proximity to 
an existing permanent residential 
structure)  



 

City of Lake Oswego Ad Hoc Tree Committee 
Action Minutes of November 16, 2015 Page 4 of 6 

APPROVED 

• Potential hazard (e.g. leaning, soil 
erosion, slope) 

• Solar access 

Group 3: 
• Tree not healthy (i.e. obvious decline) 
• Protect a view 
• Solar access 
• Landscaping 

• Drops stuff and damages property 
• Physically damaging a structure 
• Owner wants to remove it, then define 

limits 

Group 4: 
• Solar power access 
• Diseased tree or damaged (e.g. rot, 

bugs) 

• Hazard to structure (e.g. root damage 
to foundation, trunk/branches to roof) 

• Maintain original view 

Group 5: 
• Anything not prohibited is approved 
• Solar access 
• Adequate stock of trees remaining 
• View 

• Within 12 feet of foundation on south 
side, otherwise 10 feet (see West Linn) 

• Thinning and health of trees 

 
Reasons to Deny 

Group 1: 
 

• Significant tree 
• Privacy 
• Adverse effect on soil stability 
• Strong neighborhood opposition 

• Heritage trees 
• New landscaping that doesn’t fit the 

existing significant trees 
• Developer needs to accommodate for 

existing trees 

Group 2:  
• Significant tree 
• Would increase blow down potential 
• Privacy buffer 

• Erosion potential from removal 
• Reduce lot canopy below 25% 

 
Group 3: 

• Erosion protection 
• Wind 
• Change character of neighborhood 
• Historic value 
• Significant tree 
• Healthy tree 

• Part of a grove 
• Effects home values in neighborhood 
• Effects neighbors (e.g. shade) 
• Within a setback 
• Prominent neighborhood feature 

 
Group 4: 

• Erosion (within 2-3 city lots if no other 
planting solution is available) 

• Restrict removal of trees to at least 
20% canopy coverage of lot 

Group 5: 
• Prevent surface water runoff 
• Erosion 
• Privacy 
• Neighborhood character and visual 

appeal 

• Significant size 
• Danger of wind throw 
• Maintain canopy 
• Historic 
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Administrative Improvements 
Group 1: 

• Comments from neighborhood filed 
online 

• Staff arborist to make determinations 

Group 2: 
• 14 days, no appeal, done • Neighborhood notification still exists 

Group 3: 
• Put it online 
• Kit homeowner could pick up to post 

notice 

• Different process for developer vs. 
property owner 

• Simplify site map 

Group 4: 
• Consider the number of comments: 1 or 

less no issue, check to make sure 
comment source is from the 
neighborhood. 

• Online application- sign or no sign 
• 14 day sign posting  

Group 5: 
• Online application • Incentive/penalty for developers 

 
WRAP UP 
Due to time constraints the Committee was informed that the common themes from the groups’ 
responses would be compiled in a survey for the Committee to vote on in order to determine the 
actionable items/recommendations for Type II permits. The survey would be emailed to Committee 
members to allow them to vote before the next meeting. 
 
Jessica suggested Monday December 7th or Thursday December 10th, 2015 for the next 
Committee meeting. The Committee expressed an interest in keeping meetings on Mondays, and 
there was general consensus from members to select Monday, December 7th, 2015. 
 
Jessica informed the Committee that she will be attending an Intertwine tree forum at the Forestry 
Center on December 7th, 2015, from 2-4pm and that Committee members would be welcome to 
register and attend. She planned to email the Committee more information about the forum. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Sage Geiselman 
Planning Intern 
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