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WHY TREE PROTECTION?
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https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/7d33b18297f14d55b8db44c967cb97a9

Q3: A Heritage Tree Program can be designed to protect trees on public property
(like streets, parks or near public buildings) or can include protections for trees on
private property. Consider one statement that most applies in your personal
opinion.

. ! Answered: 127 Skipped: 1
| support reasonable and appropriate tree protection of

heritage trees on public property (like streets, parks, etc.)

Other summary: Most support more

| do not support the designation of heritage trees on public than one OptiOn. Several see tree
property (like streets, parks, etc.) protection regulations on private

i property as an unreasonable

regulation. Several request for a

practical definition of Heritage tree to

| do not support reasonable and appropriate tree protection of remove pOSSib/e SUbjethVity n
heritage trees on private property trees regulation

| support reasonable and appropriate tree protection of
heritage trees on private property

| am unsure

Other (please specify)
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Q4: What strategy for tree retention would you most prefer the City implement in
their Heritage Tree regulatory update?
Answered: 128 Skipped: 0

Other summary: Most support more than
one option. Several see tree protection
regulations on private property as an
unreasonable regulation. Several desire
flexibility for removing trees of a certain
height. Several desire for a prescriptive
scenario for tree replacement based upon
a specified diameter and from a
predetermined list of native species.
Finally, comments also outline conflict
between housing and life/property
hazards of tree protection, and needing a
balance between these factors.

Save some trees when development occurs

Establish a tree replacement ratio for trees removed on a given
site

Require alternatives in site design to be demonstrated first in
tree removal evaluation process

Large/mature trees should have greater levels of protection

Other (please specify)
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AMENDMENTS

* Creating flexibility in non-development
scenarios.

 Establish development footprint standards
for sites encumbered by trees

* Tree Replacement standards by zone

* Fee in-lieu option when trees cannot be
placed on-site.




SCHEDULE — NEXT STEPS

Heritage Tree Ordinance - WSMC 18.40

April 2024 July-August 2024 September-October 2024

April 15: Draft Ordinance * Amend Code based Mid July-Mid August: * September 11: Planning
@ Tree Board Meeting upon Tree Board & Public Comment Period & Commssion Meeting
April 24: Planning Planning Commission SEPA Threshold Determination Recommendation
Commission Worksession feedback August 28: Planning Commission  to City Council

Public Hearing (tentative) e City Council Work Session
Mid July-Mid August: Public Comment Period & SEPA Threshold Determination * Lty CaUnel AEcRIch
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