Public comments to UFC draft tree regulation ordinance update through July 25, 2019
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From: Woody Wheeler <woody.wheeler@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 07, 2019 9:35 PM
To: Pinto de Bader, Sandra <Sandra.Pinto_de_Bader@Seattle.gov>
Subject: Comments on Draft Outline to Tree Regulations Ch. 25.11
CAUTION: External Email

Greetings,
I attended the Saturday meeting of the Urban Forestry briefing
and received a copy there of the Draft Outline and Key Changes
by Seattle Urban Forestry Commission Revision to Tree
Regulations Chapter 25.11.
Here are my three comments on this document:
1. Overall I support the UFC modifications
2. I have concerns about item e: Will this criteria become
standard in other cities? It seems like Seattle needs to be in
synch with other cities on this so we can have a basis for
comparison, i.e. apples to apples, tree canopy to tree canopy.
3. Under Hazard Tree Risk Assessment and Significant Tree
Removal and Replacement, I would like to see encouragement
and incentives for landowners to leave wildlife trees aka snags
that have been modified for safety purposes (top removed, side
branches limbed off, etc). Doing so would provide ecological
and habitat values that would otherwise be lost by tree
removal. Doing this should still trigger a replacement living
tree.
-Woody Wheeler
Conservation Catalyst
P.O. Box 51151
Seattle, WA 98115
206-498-3553
www.conservationcatalyst.org
From: heidi calyxsite.com <heidi@calyxsite.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2019 8:05 AM
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To: Pinto de Bader, Sandra <Sandra.Pinto_de_Bader@Seattle.gov>
Subject: My formal comments on the proposed tree regulations offered by UFC
CAUTION: External Email

Dear Mayor, City Council and Other Professional City Colleagues:
I am writing to urge you to support the current version of the Tree Protection Ordinance under
consideration and to make additional changes in the near term. As you know, up to 80% of all
mature trees in the City of Seattle are located on PRIVATE and not public land such as rights of
way and parks. In addition to adopting the current version of the tree ordinance, you should
consider the following:
Immediately remove tree policy and regulations from SDCI and place in the Office of
Sustainability and Environment or Seattle Public Utilities.
1. Enact a tree cutting moratorium on private property until an analysis can be done which
inventories all trees in the city. Vancouver, BC and Cambridge, MA. may be consulted for
guidance.
2. Conduct a retrospective analysis of per SMC 25.11 which has never been enforced.
Where violation of this section has been established, seek full recovery of mature tree
value and put into a bonded tree fund.
3. Align all city policies to support an overarching tree retention policy.
4. Revise the City’s Climate Action Plan so it has more of an emphasis on tree retention
and green infrastructure.
5. Integrate Tree Retention as a part of the city’s Public Health Infrastructure and seek
ways to bond trees (new GASB 62 interpretation which permit capital booking of
distributed green infrastructure) so there can be a mechanism to reimburse land
developers for working to retain trees during development.
6. Under contract, review the activities of all tree companies doing business in Seattle
given the evidence of rampant abuse of prevailing laws. Require tree companies to have
certified arborists.
7. Re-evaluate the many dubious exceptions to our Critical Area Ordinance law which
permits building on steep slopes, even where numerous mature trees are being cut
down.
8. Review the guidelines for Hearing Examiners to establish whether there has ever been a
case where a Petitioner was ruled in favor of. If you establish a pattern of adverse
rulings consistently against Petitioners, conduct a regulatory review of the standards for
Hearing Examiners.
9. Require Hearing Examiners ruling on complex environmental issues, to have proper
credentials and training in science.
10. Review SEPA DNS rulings since many of them fail under the weight of evidence.
11. Review permit violations- neighbors alone are finding an alarming number of
exceptional and mature trees being cut without a permit.
12. Hire 20 enforcement agents and provide an 800 number until 10pm, not reverting to
calling the policy which is SDCI’s current policy after 4:30pm.
13. Listen to Seattle Audubon per below:
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Over half of all bird species in Seattle rely on trees. This includes migratory species like Western
Tanagers and residents like Pileated Woodpeckers. One of the most important things we can
do for these tree-reliant species is to protect the urban forest. That isn’t happening. Instead,
developers are clearing the urban forest at a rate of 120 acres of canopy cover per year.
In the ten years since the last update to the tree code, Seattle has lost approximately 1,200
acres of canopy cover. That’s an area of canopy twice the size of Discovery Park taken from our
neighborhoods.
You have a very short window to address climate change. Given the last four years of wildfire
smoke, it is nearly criminal that we would allow mature trees to be cut down because we
cannot figure out how to design our communities properly. Thank you for taking positive action
so we can secure a decent future for future generations.
Sincerely,

Heidi Siegelbaum
(206) 784-4265
http://www.linkedin.com/in/heidisiegelbaum
---------- Forwarded message --------From: ReVisioning Northgate <aldnorthgate@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2019 at 10:04 AM
Subject: Tree Code legislation
To: <jenny.durkan@seattle.gov>, <sally.bagshaw@seattle.gov>
Cc: Juarez, Debora <debora.juarez@seattle.gov>, bruce.harrell@seattle.gov
<bruce.harrell@seattle.gov>, kshama.sawant@seattle.gov <kshama.sawant@seattle.gov>,
abel.pacheco@seattle.gov <abel.pacheco@seattle.gov>, lisa.herbold@seattle.gov
<lisa.herbold@seattle.gov>, <lorena.gonzalez@seattle.gov>, <mikeobrien@seattle.gov>, Susan Ward
<aldnorthgate@gmail.com>
Dear Mayor Durkan and Council Member Bagshaw,
ReVisioning Northgate wants to thank you for moving forward legislation to update the Tree Code, SMC
25.11.
As the City takes giant strides to allow more housing, it is critical that we simultaneously provide
protections for our tree canopy, particularly in rapidly densifying neighborhoods. Much of that canopy
is on private property. These trees provide for all residents, current and future, substantial benefits to
health, to clean air, to mental well-being, to now-critical cooling, and to the beauty of all Seattle
neighborhoods. As we dramatically increase in density, we must protect trees better than we do now.
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We urge you to continue to support the revised draft of legislation proposed by the Urban Forestry
Commission. In particular, we support extended protections and new standards for exceptional and
significant trees, newly required permitting, new standards on public notice of trees to be removed, and
more strenuous replacement criteria, with replacement discouraged in favor of retaining mature
trees. The benefits provided by these trees to all will not be replicated for decades, and multiple
replacements must be required in order to ensure viability.
Additionally, we urge funding more staff to enforce the Tree Code, as without stronger enforcement,
even our existing protections are not always enforced.
And we urge expeditious passing of the new Tree Code, as each month marks losses in our invaluable
canopy.
Yours truly,
Susan Ward
Chair, ReVisioning Northgate
ReVisioning Northgate: a coalition of residents and business owners in the greater Northgate
neighborhood.
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