
 

NATURAL RESOURCES ADVISORY BOARD 

Joint meeting with  

PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD 

MINUTES 

Wednesday, June 4, 2014 
 

NRAB Co-Chair Todd Van Rysselberghe called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers of City Hall, 380 A Avenue. 

Present: NRAB: Co-Chairs Todd Van Rysselberghe and Heidi Schrimsher, James Kandell, Craig 
Stephens, Nick Berardi, and Gregory McMurray.  Council liaison Lauren Hughes was 
present.   

 PRAB: Chair Bill Gordon, Nancy Gronowski, Scott Bullard and Dave Barra.     

Staff: Andrea Christenson, Natural Resources Planner/Staff Liaison; Ivan Anderholm, Parks and 
Recreation Director; and Jan Wirtz, Parks and Recreation staff.   

Guest: Mike Buck 

CITIZEN COMMENT 

Mike Buck – on achieving a balance of property rights and respect for the land. 

Mr. Buck recommended meeting with those who were being good stewards of their land as well as 
builders/developers.  He recommended investigating and clarifying what “good stewardship” meant and 
updating aspects that were not up to date, such as the invasive plants list. 

CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 

Councilor Hughes related the Council had considered the relationship of stormwater runoff and 
landslides; approved of a budget that included the volunteer coordinator position and $250,000 for 
habitat conservation; and approved sale of the WEB. 

REGULAR BUSINESS 

Update on proposed revisions to the Sensitive Lands program. 

Councilor Hughes and Ms. Christenson outlined the City’s history of protecting natural resources in a 
manner that complied with state goals, starting with creation of the Distinctive Natural Area (DNA) 
program in the 1970s.  The Sensitive Lands program was adopted in 1997 to meet both Statewide Goal 5 
and Metro requirements.  It included tree grove protection.  The City Council’s current direction was to 
change the Sensitive Lands program to reduce the perceived burden on property owners.  They were to 
create a program that met Metro’s regional protection requirements under Titles 3 and 13. 

Ms. Christenson outlined the approach to create new stream and wetland regulations that met Title 3 
and a voluntary/incentives based program to protect Title 13 resources.  Councilors were going to discuss 
the staff proposal at an upcoming study session.  She distributed copies of the Council report.   

Councilor Hughes related that 950 of the City’s 6,400 acres were designated Sensitive Lands.  Most of it 
was City parks and natural areas and private dedicated open space.  203 acres (1,054 lots) were private 
residential property.  The new program would not remove Title 3 streams and wetlands regulations but 
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would remove about 64 treed acres that were at issue.  Under Metro guidelines they did not have to be 
overlaid.  The City had gone over and above what Metro required to be in compliance. 

Answering questions, Councilor Hughes clarified that the lots at issue were widely dispersed throughout 
the community.  Some of them were small but some were not.  They were primarily developed as single-
family, non-dividable, lots where lifting the overlay on isolated tree groves would have diminimus impact.  
What Metro was concerned about was lots that could be further divided and had development potential.  
Staff planned to research and report on how many of the 64 acres had that potential.  Ms. Christenson 
confirmed that staff was communicating with Metro so they knew the trajectory the City was on. 

Board members comments included that affected property owners might remain concerned because 
Title 3 stream and wetland regulations would still apply to their properties; and, that restrictive 
regulations would better protect areas with natural resources such as Forest Highlands from ruin by 
developers. 

Ms. Christenson discussed the Council report which described the proposed approaches to Title 3 and 
Title 13 compliance.  She pointed out there was a broad array of potential components of a 
voluntary/incentives-based approach.  The Council would weigh the scope, costs and benefits.  They had 
already approved a budget that included $250,000 for it and had indicated they would use the proceeds 
from selling open space adjacent to the WEB for it. 

During questioning, Ms. Christenson confirmed the incentives program would allow waving minimum 
density, but the density could also be transferred.  Developers they talked with had confirmed they 
would use some of the potential incentives. 

Board comments and questions included that this was a complicated proposal to communicate to the 
public; that if regulations were relaxed too much it would become a free-for-all; if they were considering 
land outside the USB; how much developable land there was in the City; if the 64 acres at issue were 
undeveloped; were there any stream corridors that were protected now that would not be protected for 
some reason; that the public should know what would it look like along Tryon Creek for example; and 
what was the relationship between the Clean Water Act, Sensitive Lands and anti-degradation.  

Ms. Christenson and Councilor Hughes discussed public involvement opportunities.  The 64 acres at issue 
were not undeveloped and they might represent about 300 lots.  Councilor Hughes anticipated that those 
acres would be freed from the tree-protection overlay and then even more property owners would be 
encouraged to participate in community-wide responsibility for environmental protection.  She recalled 
there were about 600 acres of developable or under-developed land.  Ms. Christenson clarified the 
Sensitive Lands total had been calculated based on land within the City limits, excluding any properties 
where there was 300 s.f. or less of Sensitive Lands district.  She planned to research and report how much 
was within the USB because that seemed to make sense if that land could be annexed in the future.  She 
was also in the process of calculating the acreages of stream corridors that would be or not be protected 
for some reason.  The current program might be protecting more land that was required to be regulated 
under Title 3, which set a minimum drainage threshold.  The new maps would be more specific than 
Sensitive Lands maps.  The former RP District could become a narrower WQRA. 

Additional questions/comments were that PRAB would want to know how it might impact how they 
maintained parks and City open spaces; if removing the 64 properties at issue would potentially 
negatively affect downstream properties; that a lot of incentives could have a positive impact on Parks 
properties; that the City might not be practical and in taking regulations off private properties it might 
place draconian prescriptions on property it owned, such as at Luscher, where a field was built over 
wetlands; who decided and what the criteria was for determining which park properties got additional 
resource protection; that open fields were not resources and Luscher Farm had been a developed farm 
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and was not a natural resource; and, they wanted assurance this was resource-based and not politically 
based. 

Councilor Hughes agreed that they needed to be practical and use common sense in fixing the current 
program.  She noted under the current program there were property owners who could not make a 
simple correction of a mapping error. 

Mr. McMurry who said he was “somewhat of a Clean Water Act expert” advised again using the term 
‘narrower’ in the language that indicated they would have ‘narrower’ stream protection as it was a “red 
flag.”  He questioned whether this would comply with the anti-degradation policy.  Staff related the City 
was aware of the concern and was working to ensure there would not be a conflict later on.   

The group discussed the WEB property.  Some noted that the Sensitive Lands designation had been 
removed so the property could be sold, but there were still wetlands and trees on it.  Ms. Christenson 
related that Sensitive Lands districts were mapped on the property for some reason, but the designations 
had never actually been officially applied to that property.  Safeco had contested the designation, but a 
hearing had never been held. 

City property at 1061 Sunningdale Road 

Board members recalled that they had discussed the City’s potential sale of this property at their last 
meeting and that the neighborhood and the Stafford family had indicated they wanted to keep it. It 
might have potential for community gardens.  Councilor Hughes confirmed the Council had conducted 
an advisory straw vote and voted 5:2 in favor of keeping it.  They wanted Parks Department and PRAB 
input.  PRAB planned to discuss it at their next meeting.  They invited NRAB members to join them. 

Potential Community Garden at Woodmont Park 

The Board discussed the deed restrictions and if they could be interpreted to allow things like 
removing Hawthorns, a community garden and parking/access.  The City Attorney had been asked 
about it and commented on things like the high level of specificity, but offered no formal legal opinion.  
They talked about but did not decide to ask a relative of the property owner who deeded the property 
to the City what the intent of the restrictions was. 

Mr. Anderholm advised that they should hear how the entire neighborhood felt about what should be 
there.  Mr. Berardi reported they were close to presenting the Friends of Woodmont Park application 
to the City Council for approval.  In regard to a potential development nearby, Ms. Christenson 
reported the City did not support and would not agree to access through Woodmont Park. 

Update from Friends of Luscher arm 

The Friends group had grown to seven members and had a website.  They hoped to identify a fall project 
to work on. 

Information from board members and staff 

Upcoming events included the Heritage Tree Bike Ride; George Rogers playground opening; and NRAB’s 
Farmers’ Market booth. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting was scheduled on July 2, 2014.  Co-Chair Van Rysselberghe adjourned the 
meeting at approximately 8:30 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted,  

__________ 

__________ 
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