Home Builder’s Association of Metropolitan Portland Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e The 1000+ members of the Home Builder's Association of Metropolitan Portland
(HBAMP) rely on the homebuilding industry for their livelihood. It is in the interest
of the membership to develop land and create building sites for new homes. Land
development requires tree removal on sites that have trees and are zoned for
development.

e Applications for land development are currently required to include tree
preservation/removal plans prior to development in order to meet Tigard
Development Code requirements.

e Under the current code section 18.790, applicants may pay a fee in lieu of mitigation
or are required to mitigate tree removal by planting replacement trees within the City.

e HBAMP members have attended Tree Board, Planning Commission, and City
Council meetings to provide input on tree related matters such as the Urban Forest
section of the Comprehensive Plan.

e The HBAMP has a representative on the Urban Forestry Master Plan Citizen
Advisory Committee.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

e Tree planting when the right tree is planted in the right place.
e The City’s overall goal of preserving trees.

e Requiring developers to utilize the expertise of independent, certified arborists when
evaluating the conditions of trees and their viability of survival with site
development.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e The HBAMP’s position is that the City’s mitigation requirements are unreasonable
and punitive.

e The mitigation structure in section 18.790.030.B.2(a-d) is unreasonable because it is
not practicable to retain even 25% of the trees on sites zoned for medium to high
density residential development (5 units per acre or more). There has likely never
been a development in Tigard with 75% or greater retention on property zoned R4.5
or higher. Heavy equipment, grading, roads, and utilities are very disruptive to trees.
Significant amounts of grading must take place outside the right of way when
driveways are cut in, sidewalks are poured, and building footprints are cleared for
structures. This results in tree retention being limited to the perimeter of developed
sites.

e The City’s current program incentivizes the preservation of trees that will cause
potential future hazards. For example, trees over 12” in diameter have root systems
and canopies that extend at least 10’ from the trunk. Larger trees have larger areas
around them that need to remain undisturbed. This is not practicable is high density



situations. Even if a younger but potentially large tree species such as Doug.-fir is
able to be retained, it often makes sense to remove it to avoid potential hazards in
the future.

e The fee structure associated with fee in lieu of planting for mitigation far exceeds the
actual cost to plant trees. For example, a recent mitigation project to plant trees in
Cook Park for the Fletcher Woods development cost the developer $20,000 to
complete. However, the City required the developer to submit a bond for $106,000
or $110 per caliper inch as assurance and to cover the City’s cost of planting should
the developer fail to mitigate.

e The incentives in section 18.790.040 should be updated. For example, the density
bonus incentive allows for a 1% density bonus for 2% canopy cover retained. This
bonus does not yield any practical benefit unless the site is very large. For a site that
is 10 lots, it would take 20% retention for a 10% density bonus to add just one unit.
Moreover, by adding another unit and decreasing the amount of land available for
infrastructure and buildings, the result is lots that are significantly smaller than
zoning allows. This creates a direct conflict with lot size requirements in section
18.510.

e Finally, it is the consensus of the HBAMP that tree regulation and tree plan
requirements require additional resources adding cost and time to any development
project. In addition, Tigard’s current program is divisive and creates legal conflicts in
the form of appeals to the Land Use Board of Appeals for tree related issues.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e The City should not regulate trees on private property. Private property owners
should be allowed to cut trees as they have done since the establishment of Tigard.
This “hands off” approach has successfully been done for decades with virtually no
loss (and perhaps even some gain) in tree canopy. Trees are not community
property and belong to the owners of the land.

e Eliminate the punitive standards that cost developers large sums of money for
unavoidable tree removal. There is currently over $1,000,000 in the tree mitigation
fund. Itis expected to grow to over $2,000,000 within the next year. This fund can
only be used to plant trees. Last yeat's City budget for tree planting was $50,000.
There is little available land within the City where future trees can be planted.

e If the City does continue to regulate trees in the future, developers should only be
required to mitigate only for unnecessary tree removal.

e The City should not incentivize the preservation of potentially hazardous trees.

e The mitigation fee in lieu should be revised to reflect the actual cost of planting
trees.

e Revise incentives to create higher motivation for developers to utilize the incentives.

e The City forestry program should be balanced with the right to subdivide and
develop private property. The cost of an urban forestry program should not
outweigh the benefits.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?



e HBAMP and its members continue to participate in the public process so that their
views are understood by the City’s decision makers.

e Itis the view of those HBAMP members who have participated in the process that
the HBAMP's views are dismissed while the views of the Tree Board and one
extremely active Tigard citizen are taken very seriously. It is always simple to achieve
"consensus" when everyone in the room shares the same view. The key to real and
balanced stakeholder participation is to find the people who have concerns about the
forestry program and openly discuss the views of the stakeholders' concerns and
have dialogue. The HBAMP has received virtually no feedback from City staff, the
Tree Board or the Citizen Advisory Committee about the information and testimony
HBAMP's representatives have provided at meetings, public hearings and
worksessions. This needs to be addressed.

e By requiring costly tree mitigation and/or fees for tree removal, it is the view of the
HBA members who have been involved in this process that the Tree Board and City
Staff are putting the interest of trees ahead of the interest of property owners. This
is unacceptable.

e City staff has not made a concentrated effort to contact those property owners who
have the most potential impact under the current and future tree code. These
owners should be contacted and advised of the financial impact the current tree code
could have on their property values. These are the single most impacted stakeholder
group, yet they have never been invited to any meetings. This needs to be addressed.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e There should be no urban forestry program because the benefits of such a program
do not outweigh the costs.

e Do not regulate trees on private property, and allow owners to manage their land as
they see fit.
e However, if the City does continue to regulate trees in the future the following
should be included/excluded from the program:
0 Eliminate punitive mitigation standards and only require developers to
mitigate for unnecessary tree removal.
0 Revise fee in lieu of mitigation to reflect the actual cost of tree replacement.
0 Do not incentivize the preservation of large and potentially hazardous trees.
0 Revise incentives for tree preservation so that developers are able to utilize
the incentives.
0 Make a concerted effort to include the HBAMP and affected property
owners in the process.



Clean Water Services Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e Watershed Management Department manages revegetation projects in Tigard’s
stream corridors.

e Partnered with urban forester (currently unfilled) on many acres of tree planting in
Tigard’s stream corridors including Englewood Park, Fanno Creek Park, and Cook
Park. These projects were funded by Surface Water Management (SWM) fees which
come from sewer system ratepayers.

e Development Services issues Service Provider Letters (SPL) for development
projects with potential impacts on stream corridors.

e CWS inspectors monitor Vegetated Corridor work of private developers to ensure
compliance with CWS standards.

e Some stream restoration projects require City of Tigard tree removal permits and
tree protection plans.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

e Tigard Public Works is effective at using volunteers for planting projects.

e In theory, the tree mitigation fund works well (if the money is actually used for tree
planting).

e Tigard has worked well with Clean Water Services on tree planting projects and
meeting “Tree for All” planting goals.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e Tree survey requirements can be counterproductive for restoration projects in stream
corridors. The money for tree surveys and protection plans in areas dominated by
non-native or invasive trees would be better spent on tree planting.

e Invasive and non-native trees in Sensitive Areas and Vegetated Corridors should not
be protected and/or requite a tree removal permit. Protecting invasives and non-
natives is a barrier to restoration.

e Vegetated Corridor and other natural area plantings require long term maintenance
beyond the two-year maintenance period typically required of developers.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e The City should be more diligent about taking a proactive approach to inspecting
Vegetated Corridors during the maintenance period if their Urban Forestry Program
includes CWS Vegetated Corridor requirements.

e Restoration projects in degraded Sensitive Areas and Vegetated Corridors should be
exempt from tree survey and protection requirements.

e Tigard needs to adopt an inclusive invasive species list and exempt the removal of
invasive trees from Sensitive Areas and Vegetated Corridors from permit
requirements.



e There needs to be more focus on long term maintenance of private and public
riparian plantings. This could be addressed through a combination of Code
requirements, SWM funds, and tree mitigation funds. The City should secure a
stable source of funding for vegetation maintenance.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e Continue stewardship of “Tree for All” sites even after the program ends.
e Coordinate public outreach about invasive plants and the responsibilities of
streamside property owners.

e Ensure City of Tigard and Clean Water Services regulatory requirements are
coordinated in future. Allow Clean Water Services to review/comment on Code
changes that affect stream corridors prior to adoption.

e Continue partnering to co-implement Stormwater Management Permits.
e Coordinate on implementing an integrated pest management plan.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Fxempt stream restoration projects in degraded Sensitive Areas and Vegetated
Corridors from tree survey and protection requirements.

e [Exempt invasive and non-native tree removal in stream corridors from permit
requirements.

e Adopt an inclusive invasive species list and exempt invasive tree removal from
permit requirements.

e Focus on long term maintenance of riparian plantings through Code revisions, SWM
funds, and tree mitigation funds.

e Secure a stable funding source for long term riparian vegetation management.

e Monitor expenditure of SWM funds to ensure that adequate funding is provided for
riparian vegetation management.

e Till the urban forester position so that riparian revegetation projects
continue/expand in the future.

e Coordinate City planting standards in stream corridors with Clean Water Services
standards.

e Implement an Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Plan in cooperation with Clean
Water Services.



Oregon Department of Transportation Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e During development, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) reviews
street tree planting plans in ODOT right of ways for compliance with ODOT
specifications.

e ODOT reviews and grants permits for City tree planting projects in ODOT right of
ways (99W, Hall Boulevard, Highway 217).

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?
e No comment.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e Street tree planting under powerlines causes conflicts because traffic lanes are closed
for ongoing maintenance issues.

e Some trees cause damage to infrastructure (sidewalks, curbs, streets).

e Trees planted on top of underground utilities cause future conflicts due to root
interference.

e Some City tree planting and placement requirements are not coordinated with
ODOT requirements (root barriers, site distance, clear distance, limb clearance)

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e Require overhead utilities to be shown on site plans to avoid inappropriate tree
planting that will create future conflicts. Route plans to Portland General Electric
for review.

e Sclect street trees that will not conflict with hard features. Require root barriers and
other design feature that will help to minimize conflicts.

e Require development projects to locate utilities on planting plans prior to ODOT
and City review. This help to ensure that trees are not planted on top of existing
utilities.

e C(larify jurisdictional requirements and coordinate during future Code updates.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e (larify jurisdictional requirements and coordinate during future Code updates.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Prohibit the planting of trees that will conflict with powetrlines. Route plans to
Portland General Electric for review.

e Require root barriers and other design feature that will help to minimize conflicts
with hard features.



e Require development projects to locate utilities on planting plans prior to ODOT
and City review.

e (larity jurisdictional requirements in ODOT right of ways:

o

(0]
(0]
(0]

ODOT site distance requirements supersede Tigard requirements.
ODOT clear distance requirements supersede Tigard requirements.
ODOT branch clearance requirements supersede Tigard requirements.
ODOT has final signoff authority on any trees planted or removed in
ODOT right of way (ODOT permit required).



The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Stakeholder Interview Notes

The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board declined to comment at their February 23, 2009 meeting.



Portland General Electric (PGE) Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e PGE continually trims trees away from overhead conductors in Tigard to provide for
the safe, reliable and continual source of electricity to meet the needs of commercial
and residential customers.

e PGE considers the City of Tigard an integral participant in this process in terms of
establishing approved street tree lists, encouraging appropriate and responsible
plantings, approving of ideal specimens for their heritage tree program and having
the long term vision to develop and maintain an urban forestry program.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

e Asawhole, Tigard’s urban forestry program works extremely well. There is very
qualified and attentive stewardship of trees in the City of Tigard.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e Some inappropriate street tree plantings in the City of Tigard.
e Several potentially hazardous tree/utility conflicts in the City of Tigard.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e Remove and replace inappropriate street trees.
e Aid in the hazardous tree removal by providing the labor and equipment necessary.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e PGE can contribute appropriate trees to new planting sites.
e Aid in hazardous tree removal where the threat of an overhead conductor is a factor.
e Attend monthly City coordination meetings.

e Share in the exchange of information and of past experiences of what works well and
what doesn’t work quite well in other municipalities.

e Assist in any educational capacity such as right tree/right place programs.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Future programs need to recognize the conflict between a static overhead
distribution system of electricity and the dynamic nature of vegetation management
around PGE facilities.

e Invite PGE to monthly City coordination meetings.
e Route tree plans to PGE for review.



Pacific Northwest Chapter of the International Society of Arboriculture Stakeholder Interview

Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

High level of involvement with tree ordinance through development projects.

Assist private property owners with tree management outside the development
process.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

Tree code helps to incentivize preservation because increasing tree removal requires
increasing mitigation and associated costs.

Bi-weekly arborist report condition of approval helps to ensure better project
oversight and tree plan implementation.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

Tree code penalizes property owners with heavily treed lots more than those with
un-treed lots. Mitigation is tied solely to tree removal. This may have the effect of
precluding development in heavily treed areas such as the Tigard Triangle that are
zoned for dense development.

Mitigation standards encourage overplanting of trees or planting of small stature
trees to meet mitigation requirements. Requiring tree replacement on a caliper inch
basis may not be appropriate for every tree and contributes to overplanting.

No sustainable funding for urban forestry programs. There needs to be a stable
funding source for Tigard’s urban forestry program that can be utilized for tree
maintenance, not just tree planting.

Bi-weekly arborist reports can be hard for the City to track, especially during the
transition from site development to building phase.

Project arborists are hired to protect their clients. This can result in arborist reports
with false or misleading information.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

Determine tree stocking levels based on plantable areas as is done in the City of
Vancouver, WA. This could be accomplished by matching available soil volumes for
lots of various sizes with trees.

Allow required trees such as parking lot and street trees to count for mitigation. This
will help alleviate overplanting of mitigation trees.

Provide incentives for planting of natives and large stature mitigation trees. One
incentive could be to offer more mitigation credit for planting natives and large
stature trees. This will help alleviate overplanting and encourage the planting of trees
that offer the most environmental benefits.

Develop spacing standards based on the mature size of trees to improve long term
growth and health.



e Urban forestry funding can be more sustainable if it tied to stable sources such as
stormwater fees, permit fees, transportation fees, etc. This will also allow for the
urban forestry funds to be used for long term tree maintenance.

e Bi-weekly arborist reports should be required in future code updates. The City
should require a copy of the contract for bi-weekly reports and require the project
arborist to send a notice to the City if the contract is terminated. If a different
arborist is to provide bi-weekly reports, then the original project arborist should have
to sign off prior to the new arborist amending the tree preservation plan.

e The City should require more personal accountability for project arborists to
discourage false or misleading information. Measures could include revoking
business licenses and/or fines so that project arbotists have more personal
accountability when providing false or misleading information.

e An alternative method to limit false or misleading reports would be for the City to
hire a third party the arborist to do the tree preservation report and bi-weekly
inspections.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e ISA can provide input and review on future tree code revisions.

e ISA can be a resource for code provisions that have been successful in other
jurisdictions and may be appropriate for Tigard.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Require mitigation based on stocking levels, not on a caliper inch basis.

e Develop clear and specific mitigation requirements that favor native and large stature
trees, and require spacing per industry standards. Allow required landscape trees and
street trees to count towards mitigation requirements.

¢ Do not unfairly penalize property owners with heavily treed lots that will have trees
that are overcrowded and not in good condition.

e Incentivize protection and replanting of natives and large stature trees.

e Identify sustainable funding sources for urban forestry programs. Fund long term
maintenance of trees, not just tree planting.

e Require project arborists to be brought onto the project team as early as possible.

e Allow the project arborist to drive the tree preservation plan in future code updates,
not the project engineer.

e Require metal fencing in future code updates.

e Develop a zone of clearance for building footprints, and don’t penalize developers
for removing trees in clearance zones. This zone could be 5-10” or 3 to 5 times the
diameter of the tree. However, site and species characteristics should be considered
when crafting code revisions.

e Increase planting strip size and require root barriers to protect streets and sidewalks.
e Require utilities to be under the street, not in the planter strip where trees should be.
e Hire a greenspace coordinator to manage the City’s greenspaces.



Tigard Area Chamber of Commerce Stakeholder Interview Notes

On March 9, 2009, I spoke with Christopher Zoucha, Chief Executive Officer of the Tigard Area Chamber
of Commerce regarding the Urban Forestry Master Plan. Christopher informed me that urban forestry has
not been an issue for the Chamber members, and therefore declined providing input as a stakeholder group
for the Urban Forestry Master Plan.



Tree Board Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?
I The Tree Board is an oversight body for Tigard’s urban forestry program.
2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

f The City actively works to include the greater community in developing its urban
forestry program.

I The City collects substantial fees to be used for the planting of trees.
3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

I The City’s departments are not well coordinated on urban forestry issues due to lack
of communication.

f  Tree management provisions are scattered throughout the Code and not unified.
f The Tree Code is too focused on development.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

' More communication between City departments.
f Unify tree related provisions in Code.
' Focus future Code on areas outside development, and fix the mitigation issue.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest.

I The Tree Board can help create a plan for the future management of Tigard’s urban
forest.

' The Tree Board can help execute the action measures in the plan. Mitigation funds
can be used to implement the plan.

f The Tree Board can continue to reach out to stakeholders when implementing the
plan.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

Increase communication between City departments.
Unify tree related Code provisions.
Focus future Code revisions on areas outside development.

Make sure Code revisions can be translated into something the public can
understand.
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Oregon Chapter of the American Society of Landscape Architects Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

High level of familiarity with Tigard’s tree and landscape ordinances.
Regularly implements codes during development projects to meet landscape and
mitigation requirements.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

Tigard actually has a tree and landscape ordinance whereas some cities do not.
Tigard staff is easily accessible to discuss issues with and work out solutions.

The Urban Forestry Master Plan will result in a more comprehensive approach to
future tree and landscape ordinance updates.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

Replanting on a caliper inch basis does not work because it incentivizes overplanting.
Site planning is focused too heavily on building needs and not on existing site
conditions. This causes an excessive amount of clear cutting.

Landscape architects do not have enough flexibility in landscape design because
landscape code requirements are ovetrly specific.

Street tree list is outdated, and many of the species are no longer appropriate or
relevant.

Street trees and streetscapes are non-uniform. Different development projects
choose different types of trees so city blocks become a hodgepodge of street trees.
Many parts of the tree code are overly vague, which creates loopholes and a wide
variety of interpretations. For example, there are no spacing, species, or nursery
stock quality standards with respect to mitigation trees.

Need more tree and landscape related expertise on the Tree Board.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

Focus tree code revisions on preservation and less on mitigation. If preservation
requirements are increased, then mitigation could occur on a tree for tree basis rather
than inch for inch.

Need to be stricter on grading with respect to trees. This can occur by focusing
more on existing conditions and how trees can be incorporated into the building
design. Also, landscape architects should be required to collaborate more with
project arborists in order to identify which trees are appropriate for preservation, and
how to adjust grading to preserve trees. Perhaps there should be a dual sign off on
preservation plans between the landscape architect and project arborist.

Allow for more flexibility in landscape requirements in future updates. Require
landscape architects to be part of the design team, and sign off on planting before,
during, and after installations.



e Update street tree list.

e To improve uniformity of streetscapes, the developers should have to survey the
street trees in a 4-5 block radius and choose trees that complement existing
plantings.

e The tree/mitigation code sections need more specificity. The City of Salem has a
detailed development design handbook with detailed drawings and specifications that
are referred to in their development code. This allows for more clarity as to what is
expected of the development.

e When advertising Tree Board vacancies, specify that you are looking for members
with tree and landscape expertise. Advertise vacancies with local professional
organizations.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e Sends drafts of tree and landscape code revisions to ASLA for review and comment.

e Contact ASLA to see if members could get credit hours for developing codes and
design handbooks.

e Hire ASLA members to help develop code and design guidelines.
e Share example codes that require maximum preservation of existing trees.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e More focus on preservation through improved grading plans, less focus on
mitigation. The City needs to take a leadership role in this.

e More focus on sustainable landscapes. Not necessarily native trees, but trees that are
appropriate for site conditions.

e Need detailed design/preservation manual with illustrations.
e Need to have a warranty period for required landscaping to ensure establishment.

e Need to require powerlines to be shown on landscape plans to avoid future overhead
utility conflicts.

e Landscape architects should be a required member of the design team.



Tigard Tualatin School District Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e Somewhat limited.
e Participation in the Tigard Neighborhood Trails Study.
e Manage trees on School District property.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

e Adequate budget for tree planting and early establishment.
e City of Tigard is very cooperative with the School District.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e Lack of communication prior to planting trees on School District property. It is
important to coordinate with Facilities Division so that long term maintenance issues
can be addressed prior to planting.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e Bring Facilities Division into the planning process from the beginning of a tree
planting project.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e School District properties may offer opportunities to utilize City tree planting funds.
e Wetlands on School District properties may offer wetland mitigation opportunities
for the City.

e TFacilities Division would be able to provide guidance as to the types of trees and
planting layouts that will facilitate long term maintenance by the District.

e School District can contact City Arborist to find out if permits are required for tree
removal and/or planting.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Bring Facilities Division into the planning process from the beginning of tree
planting projects on School District properties.

e Focus on low maintenance plantings with evergreens and other trees with low leaf
litter.



Tualatin Riverkeepers Stakeholder Interview Notes

1. What is your level of interaction with Tigard’s urban forestry program?

e High level of involvement.
e Work closely with the City and Metro on restoration projects in Tigard.
e Provide comments on municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4) permits.

e Provide comments on City of Tigard Parks plans and occasionally on private
development applications.

e Participated in the development of the Healthy Streams Plan by Clean Water
Services.

e Member of Oregon Community Trees, a non-profit organization that promotes
urban and community forestry in Oregon.

2. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program work well?

e Mitigation fee structure provides an adequate budget for tree planting.

3. What features of Tigard’s urban forestry program do not work well, and why?

e Trees could be better utilized for stormwater management in developed areas such as
along street and in parking lots.

e Urban forestry funds could be collected and utilized more strategically. An example
would be to use stormwater management fees to fund restoration programs.

e The City of Tigard could make more of a public commitment to sustainability efforts
such as by signing the Mayor’s Climate Protection Agreement.

4. What could be done in the future to improve the programs that do not work well?

e Improve parking lot design standards to incorporate stormwater treatment features
and more tree canopy.

e Retrofit existing parking lots to improve stormwater treatment and tree canopy using
grant money and other funding sources.

e Encourage/require the use of more evergreen species in parking lots and streets so
that the stormwater benefits of trees can be utiltized during the winter rainy season.

e Collect urban forestry funds more strategically through stormwater fees,
development fees, etc. so that the funding sources are more sustainable and can be
used for more than just tree planting.

5. How can we work together in the future to improve Tigard’s urban forest?

e Tualatin Riverkeepers can assist with volunteer recruitment for urban forestry
projects.

e Tualatin Riverkeepers can help educate kids about the importance of environmental
stewardship through camp and recreation programming.



e Tualatin Riverkeepers can help identify potential restoration sites.
e Tualatin Riverkeepers can provide training to Planning Commission, City Council,
City staff, and others on low impact development techniques.

6. What should be included/excluded from Tigard’s urban forestry programs?

e Improve parking lot design standards to incorporate stormwater treatment and more
tree canopy.

e Increase stormwater incentives/requirements for development such as the “no
runoff” provisions as in Lacey Washington.

e Collect urban forestry funds more strategically through stormwater fees,
development fees, etc. so that the funding sources are more sustainable and can be
used for more than just tree planting.

e More public commitment to sustainability efforts such as signing the Mayor’s
Climate Protection Agreement.

e More efforts in invasive species removal. Incentivize and/or requite private
landowners to remove invasives.



