
 

NATURAL RESOURCES ADVISORY BOARD 

MINUTES 

Wednesday, July 2, 2014 
 
 

NRAB Co-Chair Todd Van Rysselberghe called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers of City Hall, 380 A Avenue. 

Present: Co-Chairs Todd Van Rysselberghe and Heidi Schrimsher, Nick Berardi, Frank Junga, James 
Kandell, Gregory McMurray and Kavya Sreedhar (Youth Member).  Council Liaison Lauren 
Hughes was present.  Craig Stephens was not present.   

Staff: Andrea Christenson, Natural Resources Planner/Staff Liaison; and Leslie Hamilton, Senior 
Planner 

Guests: Mike Buck and Carolyne Jones 

CITIZEN COMMENT 

Mike Buck – on proposed revisions to the Sensitive Lands program and the Healthy Ecosystems chapter 

Mr. Buck discussed that if they were moving toward a voluntary program they should have a realistic 
staffing level and budget for it and they should know the health of the underlying ecosystem well enough 
to make a distinction between the levels of significance of resources on different properties.  He lived on 
an intermittent creek in a less-than-50-acre watershed.  Whether or not it was going to be regulated 
would depend on the definitions and mapping.  He indicated he felt that the laudatory background 
material in the Comprehensive Plan Healthy Ecosystems chapter did not reflect the true state of the City’s 
natural resources, which was deplorable.  He cited the example of the poor conditions of areas of parks.  If 
they were shifting to a voluntary program he questioned how it was going to be enforced if things like 
mitigation requirements were not enforced now and the tree code made it too hard to successfully 
oppose tree removal.   

Councilor Hughes clarified that they would continue to regulate the significant water resources they had to 
regulate under the state and Metro with some changes in the method of measurement and variances to 
setbacks if it made sense based on property conditions.  The “voluntary” program applied to a smaller 
group of properties with some treed areas that technically were on the fringe in regard to whether they 
really needed to be subject to that kind of regulation.  It was a more positive and involving approach. 

Carolyne Jones – on funding and incentives 

Ms. Jones suggested being proactive by identifying locations to work on and having it done by volunteers if 
there was not funding for it; and, by requiring developers to do the [natural resources related] work first, 
before they were allowed to build.   

CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 

Councilor Hughes related Council actions/discussions which included that they had proclaimed Parks 
and Recreation Month and heard a presentation by Friends of Tryon Creek State Park on backyard 
habitat certifications. 
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REGULAR BUSINESS 

Annual Code Maintenance amendments to LOC Chapter 55 

Ms. Hamilton discussed two proposed CDC amendments.  One would prohibit using any of the 12 trees 
on the City’s invasive tree species list as mitigation trees.  The second exempted removal of certain, 
defined, tree stumps from the tree permitting process.   

Action: The NRAB approved a motion to send a letter in support of the proposed amendments by 
unanimous voice vote.   

Proposed revisions to the Sensitive Lands program 

Ms. Christenson reported the Council had recently directed staff on the scope of the alternative 
voluntary/incentives-based program.  The Planning Commission had studied the proposed 
Comprehensive Plan Healthy Ecosystems chapter and was scheduled to study stream and wetland 
regulations and then the alternative program.  Staff was in the process of developing the related 
information and did not yet have a complete package for the Board to look at.  She recalled the 
Commission generally liked the direction of the Healthy Ecosystems chapter.  They had made some 
tweaks to wording and organization but the content had not changed since the NRAB last examined it.  
The group then discussed the following sections.   

Natural resources 

When they looked at the background information the board wanted to know if the reported 40% tree 
canopy average was the actual average across the city.  Staff did not recall.  Suggestions included 
reporting that the Second Look Task Force had heard positive as well as negative feedback about the 
Sensitive Lands program; reporting how much land the City had acquired; and reporting the trend in 
level of water quality based on available water quality monitoring data. 

They discussed additional condition changes and trends since 1994 that would inform the update.  
Those included that the City was moving towards more infill and higher density in some areas and that 
development of bigger houses was causing incremental loss of tree canopy in some neighborhoods. 
Various members suggested that the rationale for supporting the incentives based approach included 
that it would encourage developers to save trees; and, they could have higher density developments 
with trees that maintained aesthetics and made properties more beautiful and valuable. 

Urban forest and vegetation 

Comments included that aesthetic qualities were subjective and natural resources and aesthetic 
qualities needed to be balanced.  The Comprehensive Plan CAC had heard someone talk about how 
depressing dark places were when so many trees shut out light.  Ms. Jones advised them of the 
problem that quality plants in a resource area would not live where it was too dark.  Thinning of trees 
actually benefitted some areas.  Member’s comments also included that the Urban Forest Report 
needed to be updated and that would show trends.  They suggested adding a Recommended Action 
Measure (RAM) that the City would continue to strive to be recognized as Tree City USA.  They 
suggested a RAM related to street trees should call for native species where appropriate, noting that 
some native species would not be good street trees.  They discussed the City’s current policy that 
discouraged removal of trees/significant natural resources prior to annexation, suggesting opening the 
incentives program to property owners outside the City, but inside the USB.  They discussed the 
feasibility of the policy calling for the City to preserve views of aspects such as Mt. Hood.  They noted 
PRAB was going to meet to talk about the potential additional regulations on parks and natural areas.   
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Open Spaces 

Ms. Christenson clarified that Open Space was defined as ‘Parks and Natural Areas’; and that ‘private, 
dedicated, open space’ was land set aside to be protected in subdivision developments and it might or 
might not have trees on it.  When asked, she indicated she thought the lake was in the category of 
private, dedicated open space.  When asked if all the open spaces in the city were mapped staff did 
not know if they were all on one official map. 

Ms. Jones expressed concern that eliminating the RP District would mean trees in the northwest 
corner of the Marylhurst campus would not be protected and might be lost.  Ms. Christenson advised 
that if they were in a stream corridor the new regulations might protect them.  The ODPS land use 
approval might have addressed them in a manner that protected them.  Otherwise the voluntary 
program might protect them.   

Oswego Lake 

In regard to updating the Oswego Lake background section, various suggestions included a profile of 
water drawn from the Tualatin River and stating that the lake was a mussel-free lake and mussels 
were a serious threat to lakes.  It was suggested that the City needed to do more testing of water 
quality of tributaries to the lake.  The Watershed Council knew that the largest contributor to lake 
phosphorus was stream runoff so there was a functional relationship between the lake and streams.  
Ms. Christenson agreed to consult the Planning Department in regard to a suggestions to make it a 
policy that the City would support the Lake Corporation’s efforts to keep invasive plants and 
organisms out of the lake; and, to have a RAM that the City would coordinate with the Oswego Lake 
Corporation and the Oswego Lake Watershed Council to monitor water quality in tributaries to the 
lake.  

The Board planned to continue this discussion at their August 6 meeting when they would have the 
benefit of the two Planning Commission meeting packets and Ms. Christenson’s notes summarizing 
Commissioners’ discussion points.   

Election of Chair(s) 

Action:  Ms. Schrimsher nominated Nick Berardi and Gregory McMurray to be co-chairs.  Mr. Kandell 
seconded and Co-Chairs Berardi and McMurray were elected by voice vote with no opposition.   

Information from board members and staff 

Upcoming events included a Backyard Habitat open house and a Benefits of Trees Walk.  The Board 
thanked Ms. Christenson helping them with the Farmers’ Market booth. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting was scheduled on August 6, 2014.  Co-Chair Van Rysselberghe adjourned the 
meeting at approximately 8:50 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted,  

__________ 

__________ 

A link to the audio file of this meeting is available at: http://www.ci.oswego.or.us/boc_nrab/natural-resources-
advisory-board-23 
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