City of Lake Forest Park - Planning Commission
Regular Meeting Notes: July 12, 2016
17425 Ballinger Way NE—Forest Room

Planning Commissioners present: Chair Jon Lebo; Richard Saunders; Joel Paisner, Connie Holloway; Ray Holmdahl
[bookmark: _GoBack]Staff and others present: Steve Bennett, Planning Director; Ande Flower, Principal Planner; Jake Tracy, Assistant Planner; Mike Dee, resident; Nick Hegulescu, Resident; Norman Lieberman, Resident; Charles Anderson, Resident
 Planning Commissioners absent: Doug Gochanour

Call to order: 7:00 PM

Approval of Meeting Agenda: 
Cmr. Paisner  moved to approve the meeting agenda. The motion was seconded by Cmr. Holmdahl and passed unanimously. 

Vice Chair Election
Chair Lebo called for nominations for the position of Vice Chair. Cmr. Saunders nominated Cmr. Paisner for the position. Hearing no other nominations, Chair Lebo called for a vote on electing Cmr. Paisner as Vice Chair and he was elected unanimously.

Approval of Meeting Notes:
June 14, 2016 
Cmr. Holmdahl  moved to approve the minutes. Cmr Saunders seconded the motion and the minutes were approved unanimously.

Next meeting: Open House July 26th at 7p.m.; August 9th Regular Meeting at 7 p.m. 

Public Comment
Mike Dee: He stated that he is happy to see the City making changes to the tree removal notice process. He also mentioned that Northshore Fire Department has applied for a tree removal permit, and that he wishes their replacement fees were going to save lives and not into the tree fund. He further stated that he hopes there could be community involvement in the re-planting to reduce costs. He also stated that is happy about the upcoming Planning Commission Open House. 

Old Business:
Tree Regulations 

[All page references below refer to the track changes draft reviewed at the meeting]

Development Activity
Assistant Planner Jake Tracy pointed out each of the changes that were made based on the previous Planning Commission Meeting. Discussion ensued on the definition of “Development Activity” and “Minor Development Activity,” and whether the former or the latter should be a catch-all for any permit types not specifically listed. After discussion, the Commissioners agreed that Development Activity should be a narrow list, and Minor Development Activity should be the catch-all. The Commissioners also agreed to change the name of “Development Activity” to “Major Development Activity” and change all references throughout the document to match this. Cmr. Holmdahl further requested that all defined terms be capitalized throughout the document, and the other Commissioners agreed that this should be done. 
Jake Tracy introduced the proposed five-year restriction on removal of viable trees after Major Development Activity, and explained the definition of Viable Tree. The Commissioners agreed with this provision, and also agreed that the City should require developers to meet the canopy coverage goal with Major Development Activity.

Language Clarification. 
In the definition of “Significant Tree”, the Commissioners agreed that the word “any” (page 7 line 3) should be changed to “a”, to match the formatting of the “Landmark Tree” definition.

On page 10 line 15, the Commissioners agreed that the word “excepted” should be changed to “found to be an exception.”

In regards to the notice requirements for the Five-Year Forest Management Plan found on Page 11 Lines 25-30, the Commissioners agreed that section 16.14.040(D)(1) should be cited as the correct manner of posting. 

The Commissioners asked that all instances of “geotech” should be changed to “geotechnical engineer.” They also requested that language be added to page 13 line 26 to state that the applicant is responsible for paying for work done by professionals.

The Commissioners agreed that permits to remove invasive trees should be allowed. Therefore, on page 13 line 28, “wetlands, wetland buffers, or stream buffers “should be changed to “sensitive areas.”

On page 18 line 20, the Commissioners noted that “original plan” should be changed to “approved plan.”

The Commissioners discussed the tree tract fee-in-lieu requirements beginning on page 22 line 22. The Commissioners agreed that language defining how the valuation should be done should be copied from the language on page 29 line 15. They also agreed that the title of 16.14.080(K) on page 25 line 25 should be changed from “On-site replacement” to “Fee-in-lieu of onsite replacement.”

Permit Exceptions
The Commissioners next discussed the permit exceptions. Cmr. Paisner stated that the term exception should be defined. Cmr. Holloway stated that the word “exception” is standard language in code. Staff members pointed out that the various proposed exceptions are exceptions from different parts of the requirements, so one standard definition could be problematic. Discussion ensued about how to phrase the language in 16.15.050(B) (page 12). It was decided that page 12 line 16 should read “The following activities do not require an approved permit if the criteria associated with that activity have been met.” 
Further, the Commissioners requested to change the words “planning director” on line 20 to “administrator,” to move (B)(2) on line 25 to the end of the subsection, and to rework the phrasing of the sections to reflect that a permit is not required, but an application is.  

For the utility exception beginning on page 12 line 25, Principal Planner Ande Flower mentioned that, because utilities follow their own tree standards for pruning, it may not be possible to hold them to all of the City’s standards. After discussion it was decided that the City Attorney should be consulted, but that for now the language should change to reflect a prohibition on topping only. Cmr. Saunders also noted that it might be good to discuss utility work at the public meeting because many citizens are upset about the recent tree pruning/removal by City Light. 

Reasonable Economic Use
Planning Director Steve Bennett introduced the reasonable economic use language to be added to the document. He stated that the City Attorney had recommended that this language be added in case the requirements of the chapter deny a property owner from gaining reasonable economic use of his/her property. He explained that this process requires the hearing examiner’s approval, who could require additional mitigation for tree removal. The Commissioners agreed that this language should be added to the end of the “Tree Removal Criteria” section (page 14 line 15). 

Tree Replacement Requirements
Jake Tracy introduced the staff recommendation of retaining the 1:1 replacement requirement for non-arborist permits. He stated that, because the arborist is not involved, it would be impossible to accurately estimate canopy coverage, and therefore, to calculate replacement requirements accurately. The Commissioners asked if this could result in large trees being replaced with smaller ones, and Jake Tracy answered that yes, trees below 28” could be replaced with smaller ones under this system, and that the alternative would be for residents to have to pay for arborist involvement for every tree permit. The Commissioners agreed to retain the 1:1 replacement requirement for non-arborist permits. The Commissioners questioned the threshold diameter for landmark trees, and asked City staff to speak with the City Arborist to determine if and by how much the landmark tree threshold should be lowered. 

Additional Protection of Trees
Jake Tracy introduced the proposed language to require double canopy replacement for viable landmark trees. The Commissioners then discussed whether double replacement would really dissuade people from removing Viable Landmark Trees. Commissioners discussed whether triple-replacement or replacement in less time would be better, but no decision was reached. It was agreed that these issues should be included in the Commission’s memo to council, but for now the language shown in the draft should be retained.

Commissioners agreed to the draft language prohibiting the removal of Viable Exceptional Trees.

New Business:
None.

Reports/Communications/Announcements:
Cmr. Holloway, Holmdahl, Paisner, and Saunders will attend the Tree Regulations Open House.

Agenda for Next Meeting: Discuss community feedback and work towards preparing tree regulations for council approval.

Adjournment:  9:05 PM

APPROVED:

______________________
Jon Lebo, Chair
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