CITY OF EVERETT
BOARD OF PARK COMMISSIONERS MEETING
Tuesday, March 8, 2016
6:00 P.M.
Spruce Hall

Member Reports

Parks Director Comments
Council Liaison Report
Citizen Comments

Hearing/Recommendation
Silver Lake Boating Regatta Lori Cummings

DISCUSSION [TEMS

Annual Tree Report John Petersen
Annual Stewardship Report Jeff Price
Projects/Programs Highlights Q & A Lori Cummings

Other Business

Next Meeting

Adjourn

Next Meeting—WORKSHOP—Voter Survey Results/Final PRCS Plan Direction
Tuesday, March 29, 2016
Spruce Hall
6:00 PM

MISSION STATEMENT:

“The Parks and Recreation mission is to bring all Everett citizens and visitors together on our common grounds and facilities. We
provide a wide variety of quality recreational and park experiences that welcome everyone. We measure our success by customer
satisfaction, efficiency and community development of our public spaces and recreation services that meet the values and needs of
our citizens and visitors. We provide parks, piay fields, recreation amenities, trafls and pools that are attractive, clean, safe, and
accessible.”




CITY OF EVERETT
BOARD OF PARK COMMISSIONERS MEETING
February 9, 2016
6:00 P.M.
Spruce Hall

Chair Michael Swanson called the meeting to order at 6:00 PM.

Roll Call
Present: Michael Swanson, Gary Allen, Megan Burger, T "!'n.Norcott and Joel Taylor.

Not present: Ryan Taylor and Tina Hokanson.

Staff present: Paul Kaftanski, Lori Cummings,:<
Stimson. 8

ot PooICory Rettenmier and Sue

Adoption of Meeting Agenda )

Joel motioned to adopt the agenda as presente ded by Gary. "AE]; approved.
Joel motioned to accept the mlnun_::""
approved. '

January12 _016 Seconded by Tom Al

Member Reports o
Gary-thanked Park staff for the responise to a.request for ranger presence at Clark
Park last week. He'shared concerns regarding @ recent trash can fire at Garfield Park.
He also reported he played golf at Legion Memorial Golf Course yesterday and
complimented staff regarding the ondztlon of'the course.

mamtenance/fuel costs and E:
be in need of repair du"'__

Tom— attended the PROS community open house on February 2" and complimented
staff on a well done outreach event. He also commented on recent maintenance at
Howarth Park which resulted in improved, clear trails.

Parks Director Comments— Paul distributed the final Rules of Procedure for signatures.
He asked Megan and Tom to consider Saturdays in April for a park tour and to report
back to staff for preference. He reminded staff that a PROS Plan update will be the
topic at the workshop on February 23" The official transfer date of Senior Services
and Animal Shelter to the Parks department is February 13",




Citizen Comments—Hap Werthheimer and Patti Braun represented the Evergreen
Arboretum and Gardens. They thanked the staff for support following recent storm
damage and invited members fo next month’s annual dinner and upcoming annual plant
sale.

Katrina Lindahl, representing the Riverside Neighborhood reported that aggregate
garbage cans are replacing Big Bellies due to fire damage. The association has
received a grant fo replace pichic shelters at Garfield Park. An interpretive sign for
Summit Park is almost complete. Riverside Park recently opened and is being prepped
for improved irrigation.

Adoption

Set Public Hearing for Silver Lake Boating Regatta
Lori Cummings reviewed the history of this event (slnce 1954) and requested board
members set a public hearing at the March 8 meeti

Joel motioned to set a public hearing for March 8'". Sseconded by_’;______ary. Motion carried.

DISCUSSION ITEMS
Port of Everett Waterfront Place Im_p_rovements -

Terrie Battuello, the Port of Everett's. Chief of Business Development prov&ded an
update on planned public access imp V'ements at Waterfront Place. Extensive
environmental cleanup efforts will resilt in ‘amenities such’ ‘as pedestrian walkways,
open space park areas, hotels, restaurants and outdoor venues

Annual Gender Eqwty- eport B s

Cory Rettenmier highlighted and 'compared ttendance data and challenges faced since
2010. He explained that:variations. in part:mpatlon and opportunity slots between 2012
and 2015 were largly due to:the fact that there were no basketball leagues conducted in
2014. In January of 2015 the City entered into a partnership with Puget Sound
Basketball League. 2015, provided a solid year-for growth in female participation with the
addztlon of g|rls hlghSChO flag footbalt and girls fast pitch softball. 2015 also marked

Department goais continue to. l'nclude promotion and expansion through collaboratlon
with groups, such as’ Snohom;sh County Tourism. Joel recommended increasing social

Annual Golf Report

Lori Cummings provided a review of the performance at each course and compared
statistics with other courses in the Pacific NW area. This included information affecting
the courses such as weather, operating expenses and revenue. In 20186, total operating
expense is expected to exceed revenue. Joel suggests locking at data differently by
expanding the data set. Look at relevant stats when considering Northwest area golf
and consider ways to increase revenue. Paul explained the goal of optimizing revenue
and the impact of expenses.




Projects/Programs Highlights Q & A

The funding ordinace for South Everett Forest Preserve received council approval
February 3. A good turnout (36 attendees) was noted at the PROS Plan workshops.
Other Business

Michael adjourned at 8:15PM.

Next Meetmg——»-PROS Plan Workshop
Draft Plan Development for City-Vide Surveylng
Tuesday, February 23, 2016 |
- Spruce Hall | :

6:00 PM

MISSION STATEMENT: -
“The Parks and Recreation mission is to bring all Everett citizens and visitors fegether on our comman grounds and facllities, Yye
prowde a wide \.'anety of quality recreatlonal and park exper!ences that welcome everyone. We measure OUT SUGCESS by customer
our citizens and visftors. We provide parks, play fields, recreation ameni
accessible.”




TITLE:

] Adoption Staff Scott Pool
Seattle Outboard [ ] Recommendation Phone 425-257-7307
Association Request for Use | [ | Discussion Date March 8, 2016
of Silver Lake Public L] Information
Hearing Other — Public Hearing
DESCRIPTION SUMMARY:

Ordinance 1183-85 provides for a formal permit process by organizations requesting permission to
hold events on Silver Lake. A public hearing before the Park Commission is part of this permit
process. A recommendation is sent to City Council for final approval. The Seattle Outboard
Association has applied for a permit to hold its 2016 Boating Regatta on Silver Lake on June 4,

2016.

RECOMMENDATION

Recommend that the Seattle Qutboard Association Request for Use of Silver Lake be submitted to

Council for approval.

S WCommon Administratiof PARK. BDVAGENDAS 2016 & COVER SHERTSWCS_Seatrle Gutboard Assoc Pubiic Hearing, 03-8-16.docx




EVERETT PARKS & RECREATION.

for Boatlng Regatta:j:-__'-f
on Sllver Lake =~

The Seattle Outboard Association submitted an
application to hold its 2016 Boating Regatta
on Silver Lake. The community is invited to

comment at the Parks Board Meeting.

Tuesday, March 8, 6 pm
Spruce Hall at Forest Park -
802 E. Mukilteo Blvd., Everett

For more information call Sue Stimson at 425-257-8332.
NOTE: City ordinance provides for a formal permit process by
organizations requesting permission to hold a powerboat racing
event on Silver Lake. A public hearing is a part of this process.

oAl

FAIRKS AND
RECIREATIGN




SILVER LAKE HYDROPLANE RAéES

Hydroplane races have been conducted at Silver Lake, Thornton A. Sullivan
(TAS) Park since 1954. The sponsoring organization is the Seattle Outboard
Association (SOA), a non-profit organization which sponsors and supports limited
hydroplane racing. s

City ordinance requires SOA to apply for a permit throu’gh the Everett Parks and
Recreation Department, conduct a public hearing before the Parks Commission
and then requires the approval of the city council. The ordinance pertaining to
outboard races on Silver Lake permits one race per year. The permit-approval

following items:
a. Insurance in the amount of $5 million f
b. On site medical assistance (Everett Fi
¢. Minimum of 3 Rescue boats in th

_ to enter the pit area

1anage the event

e conditions of the race. All boats must meet APBA standards
onstruction, equment motor size and modiﬂcanons SOA is

The races are afamily event with races conducted for youth and adults broken
down into classes by age and motor size. Races are run in heats for each class
with heat winners moving up until each class has a winner. Each race takes 5 to
8 minutes to complete.




The hydroplanes are powered by outboard motors whiCh: range in size from 15
HP to a maximum of 60 HP. Only the adult categories are permitted to have
modified motors which produce higher noise levels. '

Racing starts at Noon and is finished by 6 PM. The ciub begins setting up early
on the morning of the race and uses all of the beachfront at TAS. The
beachfront is used for the *pits” area which is marked and flagged off. Only
members of the club or public who have signed a waiver are allowed in the pits.
The public has the opportunity to get up close and personal with the racers and
boats by signing a waiver to enter the pits, where they can talk with the racers
and check out the boats. :

Swimming and water play is not permitted at TAS until after the:
concluded for the day. TAS Park is open to the public for genera

sponsrble for obtaining all
to food concession service.

A park ranger is a551gned ' ] .-.-Noon to 6 PM. The ranger prowdes a
public relations funct|on :

omplaint occurred in 2008, which was a noise complaint from a
ed the parks department Monday following the race.

The last fo
resident w




Silver Lake Hydroplane Race Information

The race is sponsored by the Seattle Cutboard Association {SOA)

These are fimited hydroplanes, limited in both engine size and boat si?ze? governed by the American Power
Boating Associations, (APBA)} .

All engines are outboards, ranging from 15 HP o 60 HP. All boats anfd hwotors must be compliant with
AFBA restrictions that include motor, boat, and welght restrictions.

This Is a family event with youth racing one race and mom or dad the next race.
The event generates boat mator noise which is constant during the day
Races begin at Noon and are usually concluded by 6 PM

Race entries total befween 105 to 125

City ordinance 11-63 85 requires:

The SOA to apply for a permit and pay a $12 application fee
Limits motor boat racing to one event per year at Silver Lake

A public hearing at the Park Commission meeting

Approval by the Gity Council

cowp

Permit conditions include: ;
a. Certificate of insurance provided by SOA issued by the APBA as a sanctioned event
b. On-site medical assistance :
¢. Minimum of 3 rescue boats with trained divers and staff :
d. APBA sanctioning of the race to meet all APBA race safety criteria

The permit process waives the motor hoat speed and motor size res{rictfons normally in effect at Silver
Lake. {8 MPH and 9.8 HP) The lake is closed to ather boating uses during the race

Silver Lake Kiwanis provide concession services as both a setvice to the public and as a fundraiser
A park ranger is assigned to the park to assist with any issues which rﬁay comes up

There have been no poiice calls durlng this avent for the past 15 years

SOA is 2 non-profit organization and entry fees for racing boats are charged to cover their costs
Public are not charged to attend or watch the event |

The depariment charges SOA for use of Silver Hall according fo our special use guideines

Amplification of sound is permitted and used o announce the races and make general announcements



- RECFEATION

Park Facility, Shelter, or Park Area Req’;lested: Al beackh

& =

il SPECIAL USE REQUEST APPLICATION - 2016 Il
) FRELREATION

TO BE USED FOR groups, organizations, persons requesting special use of any park, park area or faciljty.
Approval from the City of Everetf for use of a park area is required when:
+ 10% or more of any park area will be used for any activity or event/park code # 9.08.104

Exclusive use of a park or park area will be used to the exclusion of the general public/park code #
9.06.104

A park code is requested fo be waived for a special event or activify/park code # 9.06.7108 and 8.06.112
Additional park resources, equipment or staffing are requested

Requesting partial or full fee reductions for park areas or facilities (fundraisers are noft eligible)
(Separate applications must be filed for each fype of activity or event for which you are requesting space.)

SECTION1

Name of Crganization Seyéﬁ/ & Ot fonenl 14:‘/:563 craty wes

Contact Person Jie, Al /sen

Gurrent Address, City, State, Zip. 3R0e 8274 Moc £ foly o wonl WA 92371

Phene (Area Cods) Cc,) RE3 TEF-QRGD Fax / Ema'ﬁ‘}.cT nilsea 5‘3‘?@%«@:257‘; bt

'Date(s} of Event{s} \L:.La. ¥ Rafl- Time {IN)_7:00 e (QUT)__ L2020 wmasd

P §é /'.:;w [ !ﬁfcﬁ"'k

jb‘@umwéﬁ A+ pme Aiﬁfd:} /@7{"‘, a«ﬂgr-? CL/% ;é Silver fe f{

Flease give a detailed description of the activity or event. Attach additional pages if necessary:
Bt Recr fla — Auuwef Sclvesr Loke Sopatlee . Foack groviclel
j;:},, dhe V Sitver balke  Hopsmerds s ’

Estimated attendance: /S oo ~ Zoos

- Target age group: s &> cremmig @7!::2:?&5

Is the event open to the public? _¥. Yes ... No [ yes, please complete Section #2 on reverse side of form
Will a fee be charged for event participation? Yes X No What wili fees !

How will money be collected? Al /f A _

Is this a fundraiser? __ Yes X No if ;es, please complete Section #2 on reverse side of form.

Will you be asking for donations? ____ Yes X_No lsthe event recreationally oriented? X Yes__ No

Do you plan fo close off any park area for your event? X Yes ___No Please specify area A/ watey _areEss,

ggbcfts 4& b e [ine, wp Yo How many vehicles do you anticipate? PN LR v vt ffg
[y poaicl  dprases - -
Are you planhing to amplify music or sound at your event? X Yes No Please describe:

N@ Moz e best Vi A SepsFozes Dt crte e tigseneze s gkeativier Fhien, c:éé?

i U . 1 -
Please note:/Pert‘onner conduct and performance content, live or recordad, must be appro ; riate for b
families and general audiences. Profane, lewd, indecent or slanderous conduct or content is unacceptable.

Will tents or other temporary struciures be erected in the park or park area? Yes X _No
Will vehicles need to be driven on grass? Yes X No )
Will additional toilet facilities be provided? _ X Yes - No ~ Afa- F?ce#j
If serving food to the general public, have you consulted with tl]e Snohomish County Health Department fo ensure
your function/event is in compliance with their regulations? __X.__ Yes No
- - =71 4 RECEIVED
s Attach a site map to this application. - Saé_?- “ﬁ‘m‘[‘ﬁ@(‘ S fofe M iueessis YE]
« Provide a list of vendors, if any, pariicipating in your event. ~ Slvgsr LaKe i u.}&c.mh 05 200
o Aftach a parking plan, if needed. A/ - _ DEM W3
P S

S\#CommonRecreatiomSPECIAL USER2018 Special Use Form and Hold Hamnless.doox




SECTION 2 Must be completed if: *Your event is open fo the public
*Youf are fundraising or charging a fee
*You are requesting a full or partial fee reduction

1. Give a brief history of your organization and its missjon/intent: _
i’@.ea'ﬁ“fe: @g)fé@g" m:';ﬁ /‘7’5“50&2&1“5&&1/ So4 ) pee cides regalfas 72’5" 2ol n

L

L. rd . - LFs -
aa ey o ipmpeiey & e,  iIE Bt poreXimatealy [ esentl s

pece. I SoMN ey lesteblishenl cn /9E5.

74

2. Please list name and tﬂi‘tle of current officers andfor board members:
‘{%M&ﬂ_ &aﬁhw}.{c‘;« - 5!.‘:33‘44 o enprepe gaclionen (==l
N cad = Yorm Cornsnoclore?

(&iﬁg;g;(ﬂi‘l S A Temn -  See yateeey cf s é‘geemzv»acﬁen*e?
7 !‘"&:E# Coirpg s o & oman ey / £ e g

-

3. How will the public be notified of this activity/event?
01 Newspaper Advertisement ‘X Press Release
0 Radio/TV K Other (please explain)

4. Provide a budgst summary of projected revenue and expenses for this event:

Please note that fundraisers cannot be considered for partial or reduced fees and will be required o pay
Full rental fees on facilities. Events must not discriminate because of age, sex, marital status, race, cieed,

color, national origin or presence of sensory, mental or physical disability. No events serving alcohol will
be co-sponsored by the City of Evereit.

Please aliow 30 days for procéésing ybur request. Thank yl::u.

Q  Approved
TR_Approved with noted stipulations

Q , Unapproved

oo — () Bl |
“Recreation Assistant Direkidr Sigiiature Date Application expiration date
_) (No more than ones year from date
0 | o g
%\ﬁ of Assistant Directors signature)
Reéfeation Coordinator Signature Staff Liaison to event
Category of use: M,-Recreation Oriented Group funcifon 0 Teen function category
Ll Co-sponsored event/activity O Private rental
O Interagency/Inter-local Agreament {1 Ciher
I3 Charitable fundraiser (no fee reduction can be authorized by Park staff)
Notes:

s\commonirecreationispecial use\2016 special use form and hold hatmless.docx




' paRKS AN SPECIAL USE HOLD HARMLESS

RELCIREATION

Agreement:

In consideration of allowing this organization to hold its special event at the City of Everett Parks
& Recreation Department, the organization hereby accepts full responsibility and agrees o
release, indemnify and promise to defend and save harmless the City of Everett, its officers,
employees and agents from and against any and all liability, loss, damage, expense, actions
and claims, including costs and reasonable attorney’s fees, incurred by the City of Everett, ils
officers, employees and agents in defense thereof, for both personal and/or property damage
resulting from or connected directly or indirectly to the execution of this event, provided,
however, the undersigned crganization will not be required to hold the City of Everett, its
officers, employees and agents harmless from the sole negligence of the City, its officers,
employees and agents.

This organization also agrees to accept full responsibility for all damages to any equipment or
property owned by City of Everett. 1, as an authorized agent on behalf of this organization,
understand that my organization may be banned from use of Parks facilities for failure to comply
with all specified rulesfregulations including but not limited to cleaning requirements for parks
and facilities and additionally I, as an autharized agent on behalf of this organization, also
understand that all City of Everett ordinances and Park codes apply to this event/ffunction
application. |, on behalf of this organization, acknowledge that | have received the information

on this form in the Park codes, to ensure compliance.
. (initial here)

| understand that | am required fo pay all required fees within 10 days of approval notification by

the City of Evere jgil.ure..to do so will result in the revocation of my permit and reservation.
& C _ (initial here)

| hereby dectare the name and address and all other information given on this application to be
true and correct. If the information is found to be faise, | understand that | could be subject to
prosecution and be fined up to $5,000 under RCW 9A.76.175

/4 ﬁ% (initial here)

Insurance: gending on the size or activity of your group, you may be required to be covered
by bodily injury and property damage lability insurance in an amount ascertained by the City of
Everett, naming the City of Everett as an additional insured. Prior to the event the organization
will be responsible for obtaining said insurance and notifying the proper officials.

| certify that | have read the foregoing statements and that | have the authority as an official
and/or authorized agent of the aforementioned organization to sign on behalf of said
organization.

/)‘7 = % 72——»—»%,
et S .
Signature of person in charge: (; Xﬁ’;:? f%[@ _})ate signed: Z’/é?% Vad
/’. F

 s:Woommontrecreation\speciai use\2016 special use form and hold harmless.docx




Standard Rules, Regulations and Conditions

Adult Supervision is required at alt fimes for any approvet event, activity or function
Drugs and Alcehol are not permitted

Park Hours apply fo all events unless a waiver has been granted

Tents or other strustures must be weighted down to prevent being blown over

Stakes are not permitted o be used to anchor tents or structures without a waiver

All garbage and litter must be removed from the site or placed in containers provided
Power and Water, if available, may require a separate fee for use

Power cords shall not present a tripping hazard and cord size of 8 or 10 gauge wire are
recommended |

given L

Music must be family friendly. Obscene, rude, profanity of offensive language is not
permitted B ‘
Amplification of music or speaking are subject to nolse ordinances for both the city and
the parks depariment .

1

Insurance Regquirement

Liability insurance may be required based oh the description of the event, activity or
function ' :
Proof of insurance may be required for groups who are fenting a bouncy house or similar
type structures for any event inviling the public or activities determined to require
instrance ’
Insurance amounts shall, at a minimum ke in amounts of $1 millicn with a $2 million
aggregate and may be higher depending on the avent _

The city may require Additional Instred Cerfificate with an Endorsement naming the city
as Additional Insured. - Both the insurance certificate antl endorsement shall confain the
following language: The Cily of Everell, ifs offlcers, employees or agents.

Fun Runs, Bike Rides, Walks and Other Similar Type Events -

All events must be posted two weeks prior to the event {0 notify trail or park users
Organizers of the event are responsible for posting this notice

No markings are allowed on the turf, pavement, trails or sidewalks without approval from
the city of Everett Parks and Recreation Department. A deposit may he required in
advance of the event. When approved any marking us{ad on the fuf, pavement, frail or
sidewalks shall be temporary spray chalk or sidewalk chalk. The use of temporary spray
marking paint is not permitted on any surfaces. Any maiking paint used not listed above
shall be a viclation of this permit. Removal shall be the responsibility of the permit holder
within 10 days at the conclusion of the event and may also include forfeiture of the
required deposit. :

Any event using city streets, sidewalks or arcas outside the park are required o obtain a
Fun Run/Walk permit from the City of Everett Clerks Office

Park staff or Police may be required to staff the event and all costs shall be the
respensibility of the event organizer .'

All signs, directional arrows, cones, balloons or other marking devices shall be removed
from the patk or event site at the conciusion of the event

All Patk Codes, EMC 9.06, shall apply unless othenwise waived

sEcommuonvecreation\special Use2014 special use form and held harmless '10«3i1-_1 3.d06x

ehicles-arenet permitted to be driven_on_theiu.rf_o.r_ﬁelciis’-_unles_s__s_pecific pérmiasimis—____ S
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@frﬂm AND RECREATION
Permit Number

EVERETT PARKS AND RECREATION
SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit issued to: Seattle Outboard Association {SOA)
Jim Nilsen
3210 89" Ave E
Edgewood WA 98371
Contact phone number: 253-840-6846 Emall ]nllsen529@comcast net

Date(s) of permitted use: June 4, 2016 7 AM fo 6 PM. Races start aro
Location of permifted use: Thornton A. Sullivan (Silver Lake Park} Be
Silver Hall. :

nd Noon
Il Docks and

Purpose of Permit: Limited Hydroplane Races (attendance 15

Permit Restrictions/Limitations:
* Adeguate supervision for this event mu
e Vehicle access to the beach is per i
¢ Boat trallers are permltted fo be
»

fluids from boats and motors
Only authorized persons

staf d at all tlmes during racing

Amplification of sound for announcing is permztted Sound levels should

e directed back into the park (West) and kept at levels reasonabie for

prs and participants

ing is permitted in areas marked off as no parking including the
doors to the Silver Lake Boathouse to provide access to the rescue boats

e Proof of Insurance in minimums as established by the American Power
Boat Association (APBA) must be purchased and proof of said insurance
shall be provided to the City of Everett. Spemﬁc language on the
insurance certificate shall state: Additicnal Insured: City of Everett, its
officers, employees and agents. Insurance shall also include an
Endorsement with City of Everett, its officers, employees and agents.

» Additional concessions are permitted to be operated by SOA, providing
that the city parks concessionaires have the right to vend in the park

+ Concessions using propane gas to cook must obtain a permit for use of
LPG, subject to regulations defined by the Everett Fire Department

» SO0A agrees to clean the park of all litter, garbage and debris at the

conclusion of this event and deposit all garbage in the parks dumpster




o All APBA rules and regulations must be followed in regards to conducting
this event, including sanctioning, safety and racing standards

s Pre event sef-up is expected to start at 8 AM on the day of the event

s Silver Hall rental shaii be 50% of the actual rental rate and must be paid
by May 15, 2016

¢ TAS park shall remain open to the public in ali areas not listed in this
permit with normai park activities and public use

o  Approved by Park Commission 3/10/15 '

¢ Approved by City Council 3/25/15

Permit Issued by: Shawna Davis, Recreation Supetvisor
Authorized by: Lori Cummings, Assistant Director

If an emergency arises please call 911. If during your permiﬂéd use you need to reach a
staff member during normal business hours, please contact the switchbpard at 425-257-
8300 or weekends and after-hours, the park ranger cell phon s 425- 7 4835/425-754~

4867

John Petersen Dan Staple

Karl Christian Scott Pool

Geoff Larsen Eric Hicks
Russell Dance Jane Lewis
Doeuglas Acheson Mark Harrison
Euan Robertson Marianne Pugsley

Additienal information, park responsibilities

s Set up parking boundaries on Frida
playground '

+ Tape off from the last treeon ¢
station

s Leave the flat sandy are"'

the park main gates for access by the Hydroplane group
» Post disc golf course closed the week prior to the event




SPECIAL USE PERMIT 1SSUANCE
CLASS SOFTWARE CUSTOMER ACCOUNT INFORMATION

Name of Organization: __ Seattle Outbeard Assn

Name of Contact: Jim Nilsen

Phone number of contact: _ 253-840-6846

Name of Event: Silver Lake Hydroplane Races

Event Date: June 4, 2016

Location: TAS Silver Lake

Permit #: _ #16-14_ o

Total Charges: $ 12.08 (including any deposit amount)
Date Money Paid by

Description of Charge
2016 permit fee for the Silver lake Hydroplane races per city ordinance.

Customer Account to be debited. Adjustment Annotation Text:
Seattle Outhoard Association Account in CLASS

GL name(s) (in CLASS):

Approved By

Signature

Print Name Title




TITLE: [] Adoption Staff John Petersen
Annual Tree Committee [[] Recommendation Phone 425-257-8371
Report for 2015 [XI Discussion Date March 8, 2016
[ ] Information
[ | Other
DESCRIPTION SUMMARY:

Donna Gleisner, a member of the City’'s Tree Committee, will present the Committee’s 2015
Annual Report to the Board. The Tree Committee, established by City Ordinance 1948-93, is a
sub-committee of the Board of Park Commissioners. Members coordinate with our department
and the Public Works department to exchange information and advice on community tree issues.

RECOMMENDATION

Read the report provided in the Board packet and be prepared to participate in discussions.

CUsersyordamtAppDataiLocal blicrosoft Windows\ Temporary Internet Files\Content Qutloolt KEIUGLICSE - Annual Tree Cammittes Report 3-8-16 doo (2).dowx




2015
State of the Urban Forest
Annual Report

Presented to the
City of Everett

Board of Park Commissioners
March 2016

by the

Everett Tree Committee
To protect, strengthen and expand Everett’s urban fovest
through education, planning and maintenance

Green It Up
Everett

Everett Tree
Committes
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Executive Summary

Background

The Tree Committee is happy to report to the City of Everett Parks Board that the City is
working to actively improve the health and canopy of its urban forest in parks and on large
public works owned land. City departments charged with the maintenance and health of these
parcels of wooded land are working diligently and in good faith.

The urban forest includes all the trees within the City; it 1s owned and maintained by the City and
thousands of private land owners. Maintaining a healthy urban forest is cost cffective and
provides many benefits. Recent studies demonstrate that urban trecs, especially large ones,
provide a strong nct dellar benefit to the community.

At this time, the size and health of the urban forest in the City of Everett is not fully quantified
and assessed. The Parks Department and Forterra’s (formerly the Cascade Land Conservancy)
“Green Lverett” Partnership (started in 2012) continues to make significant progress toward
restoring forest health on park properties in the City. Forest stewards are trained for priority
parks to coordinate various work parties in priority areas to remove invasive plants and replant
with an appropriate mix of evergreen and deciduous native plants.

The Tree Comumittee looks forward 1o a time when the entirc urban forest ot Everett can be
similarly assessed and maintained, with a full time urban forester at the helm and a dedicated
maintenance staff to fulfill tasks now performed by Parks and Public Works staff and
contractors, Towards that end, a full time Urban Forester was hired by Parks in January 2015 to
lead the assessment and maintenance etforts for Parks-maintained properties. We can repotrt on
the planting and maintenance efforts the City has undertaken in the last seven years.

Tree Ownership

The City of Everett manages most of the city-owned urban forest through the Public Works
Department and the Parks Department. Public Works is responsible for trees on city-owned
property such as strect medians and corners, utility corridors and detention ponds, as well as
sensitive arcas such as wetlands, ravines and steep slopes. Both departments share in planting
and maintaining various landscaped gateways and medians throughout the city. Privatc citizens
and businesses are responsibie for strect trees planted in their right-of-way.

2015 Summary of Tree Numbers

In 2015, Parks planted 112 trees in 11 parks, and performed maintcnance on 105 trees. That
same year Public Wortks planted 340 trees and performed maintenance on 1,396 (rees. Its popular
Street I'rce program involved 24 households in nine neighborhoods (out of 19 neighborboods)
throughout the city. There were several significant wind storms in Fall 2015 that resulted in the
city losing a total of 411 trecs. Below is a general summary of tree activity in 2015:

Everett Parks Department planted: 112 trecs
Everctt Public Works Department planted: 340 trees
City departments removed: -601 trees {including old, diseascd, damaged)
City of Everetf had a net LOSS of: -149 trees




A net planting of 1,504 trees has occurred between the years 2000 and 2015.This is a 9% drop
from a year carlier. The total is very likely an over-estimate as tree removal data from Parks was
not available prior to 2011, and was not available from Public Works prior to 2005. Over just
the past five years however, the public tree total has shown a net gain of 1,886 trees. Thisisa
positive trend, especially in light of recent severe wind storms.

Evergreen trees are critical to plant in urban areas — they continge to intercept rain, reduce runoff
and flooding during our rainy season, and continue to scquester carbon all year long., Deciduous
trees can only intercept rain and absorb carbon when they are in leaf. While it makes sense that
Parks can more casily accommodate often large, view-blocking evergreen trees, it’s encouraging
to see that neighborhood and other Public Works tree plantings are now 60% evergreen to 40%
deciduous.

Parks Tree Plantings and Removals

Since the year 2000, approximately 4,603 trecs have been planted on Parks property. In 2015,
Parks planted 112 trees in 11 parks (see Table 2), and performed maintenance on 105 trees. The
overall planting ratio is 6% deciduous trees to 94% evergreen trees. The number of Parks trees
removed gince 2000 is 1,099. In 2015, the number removed was high at 216 trees. Most of these
trees had o be removed due to strong wind storms in September and November. The overall tree
removal ratio is 65% deciduous to 35% evergreen trees. In 2015, Parks lost more trees than they
planted, for a net loss of 104 frees.

Table 2. City Trees Planted and Removed from 2006-2015

Department 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006
Parks
Planted 112 4598 2,850 191 130 109 143 186 97 760
Removed -40 -64 -102 -830 -76 ? ? ? ?
Wind downed ~178 -5 -5 -10 ? ? ? ? ?
Total ~104 390 2,742 -449 54 109 143 1886 97
Public Works
Planted 340 365 515 301 240 454 220 | 350 478 434
Removed -150 | -1,315 -48 -567 -178 -145 -33 -55 -86 -142
 Wind downed -235 -3 -1 -13 -2 -4 -2 -2 -62 | -118
Total -45 -953 466 -279 64 3056 185 | 293 328 173
Net Planted* -149 -563 | 3,208 -728 118 414* | 328*% | 479 | 425* | 933

* This is an overestimale, as the number of Parks trees removed in past years is unknown

Public Works Tree Plantings and Removals

Since the year 2000, approximately 6,522 trees have been planted along more than 1,428 lane
miles in the city’s 19 neighborhoods. In addition, 3,502 trees have been planted on other Public
Works or city-owned properties (ravines, utility corridors, detention ponds, green belts, etc).
Table 2 (above) shows the number of trees planted and removed.

In 2015, the Public Works Department planted 340 trees, and performed maintenance on 1,396
trees. Its popular Street Trce program involved 24 households in ten (out of 19) neighborhoods



throughout the city. The overall tree planting ratio for the past 15 years is 62% evergreen trees
to 38% deciduous trees. Evergreens continue to be consolidated in eight of the 19 neighbor-
hoods. Sadly, four neighborhoods have had less than ten evergreens planted in each of them
over the past 15 years.

Public Works removed 385 trees in 2015, resulting in a nct loss 45 trees for the year. There is no
data to link removed trees to the neighborhood or arca they were planted in. The overall tree
removal ratio of deciduous to evergreen species is also unknown.

Natural Fittering Areas

Big-~filtration ponds:

New in 2015 were several bio-filtration ponds created to naturally filter out road pollutants
(aniifreeze, oils, gasoline, etc.) and yard chemicals (fertilizers, pesticides, etc.) from rain or snow
melt before that water enters the city’s drainage system, and is piped into Puget Sound. The
ponds vary in size and volume. All were planted with only three native species (to make
maintenance of these areas as fool-proof and efficient as possibic): Juncus (grass), Oregon grape
(shrub) and wild strawberry (groundcover) — 1,845 plants total were installed.

Filterra storm drains:

Another natural filtering system installed in 2015 was the Filterra storm drain. These drains are
much smaller but similar to bic-retention ponds in function and application. However, they can
handle higher volumes of polluted water from streets and yard runoff, and can remove more
pollutants quantity-wisc. Their small footprint allows them to be used in landscaped areas,
parking lots and along streets. Only certain species of trees and shrubs can be used. as the plant
and spccial planting soil mixture are key to capturing certain pollutants.

2015 Tree Committee Actions and Accomplishments
Under Action #1, Emphasize education and engagement;
e Finalized Mastcr Tree List containing 240 species
» Attended Arbor Day planting event
» Work with Public Works on adding photo and hot link to each tree species (2016)
» Review “Top 25 Street Trees” with Public Works and area wholesalers (2016}

Under Action #3, Develop a city-wide urban forest management plan:
» Reviewed tree removal requests
e Suggested increase in specics and age diversity

Under Action #6, Update the city’s ree policy:
o Offor substantive suggestions and comments (2076)
» Modernize concepts, language and flow of document (2076)
e Create flow chart of how tree policy affects/intcracts with other city departments (2076)
» Researched/reviewed other city tree policies and {ree manuals




Introduction

‘The purposes of this annual report are to:
» Define the urban forest and enumerate the bencefits of a vibrant, functioning urban forest
e Provide the current status of Everett’s urban forest and its current management fo the Parks
Board, elected city officials, city staff and the public
» Recommend actions that will achicve a sustainable and beneficial urban forest within the city
limits
¢ Review this year’s accomplishments by the Tree Committee

Development of the City of Everett’s Tree Policy began in 1991. The final policy was approved
by the Everett Park Board and Planning Commission on April 27, 1993. Hverett then adopted a
Public Tree Policy and a “Cily of Everett Public Tree Management Ordinance’ in June of that
year. This ordinance authorized a subcommittec of the board of Park Commissioners, entitled
the Tree Committee. The primary responsibility of the Tree Committee is to make
recommendations to the Parks Board concerning implementation of the City’s 1ree Policy.

The Tree Committee’s main goals are:
» Maintain the health of the existing urban forest on city-owned lands
e Increasc the city’s urban forest
» Maximize species diversity
¢ Incorporate native trees and understory plants where appropriate
» [mprove communication and partnerships with city boards, departments and elected officials
» Inform neighborhoods about the City’s frce tree planting program
¢ Educate residents and businesses about the benefits of trees as well as proper tree care and
pruning practices

Our goals are divided among seven broad recommendations in this report, as arc our accom-
plishments. Sce Appendix A for a list of Tree Committee members and City department liaisons.

This report attempts to recommend some steps the City of Everett needs to take to better preserve
its existing tree base and enhance the future of its urban forest. While much information has
been collected from city departments, the recommendations stated within this report are solely
those of the current Everett Tree Commitiee, a subcommittee of the Everctt Parks Board.

What is an Urban Forest?

Everett’s urban forest consists of all the trees within the city limits, on both public and private
property, Our urban forest includes street trees, gateway plantings, park trees, forested ravines,
natural areas, frees on institutional and commercial campuses, and those on private property.
Everett’s urban forest is currently co-managed by private property owners, the city’s Parks and
Recreation Department, and the Public Works Department.




Why is our Urban Forest Important?

An urban forest is much more than trees —it’s a not-so-obvious and invalnable resource with a
lite cycle and essential public benefits that extend over many decades. Trees provide an
incredible variety of proven health, social, environmental and economic benefits. They are a
community’s living {green) infrastructure. The list below is from the WA Arbor Day Council
website (2008).

Trees Rejuvenate Us (People Like Trees)
+ People would rather walk, ride bikes, and work outdoors where trees are present.
» Hospital patients who have a view of trees heal faster, use fewer pain medications and
spend eight percent fewer days in the hospital.
» Trees in the landscape relax us, lower our heatt rates, and reducc stress.
» Trees provide "white noise™; leaves and branches moving in the breeze mask other human-
caused sounds.

Trees Are Good for Business

« Workers are more productive and happier when they see trees along their commute and
from their office windows.

« Consumers say they'd spend up to 13 percent more at businesses landscaped with trees.

« Tree landscaping has the highest correlation with office cccupancy rates, higher even than
dircct access to arterial routes.

« In one survey, 74 percent of the public preferred to patronize businesses whose structures
and parking lots were beautified with trees and other landscaping.

Trees Can Make/Save Us Money
» Trees increasc the value of residential properties. [louses surrounded by trees sell for 18 to
25 percent more than houses with no trees.
« A mature tree canopy reduces surrounding air temperatures by 5-10 degrecs, can lower the
air conditioning needs of nearby buildings.
o Researchers found a 30 percent increase in appraised homc values based on the amount and
variation of tree cover.

Trees Clean the Air We Breathe
« In one year, an average size tree produces cnough oxygen to keep a family of four alive.
e Leaves filter the air we breathe by removing dust and other particles.
« Tree leaves absorb air pollutants such as ozone, carbon monoxide, and sulfur dioxide.

Trees Clean the Water We Drink
» Trees hold soil in place on steep slopes and trap pollutants,
» By slowing down rain and runoff, trees allow water to sink into the soil and help replenish
underground water tables.
¢ Runoff from forested areas is 17 percent less than that from developed areas.
e The nation's urban trees provide $400 billion worth of storm water management by soaking
up rain water from storms and reducing floods.




Trees Reduce Global Climate Change
» Trees store carbon dioxide in their trunks, branches, leaves and roots.
» Trees that shade city streets are 15 times more effective in reducing carbon dioxide build-
up than trees in rural areas.
« One large healthy tree can absorb 75 percent of the carbon dioxide produced by the average
car.

Costs and Benefits of an Urban Forest

Existing tree covered landscapes need to be recognized for their essential environmental services
and budget-saving economic values. When urban forests are healthy, they provide communities
with many invaluable services that can now be measured in dollar benefits.

Thanks to much research done within the past ten years by the USDA Forest Service, American
Forests (a leading national organization in urban forest management and rcsearch) and
universities, it is now possible to quantify to some degree the environmental benefits of trees, as
well as property values related to trees. Cost/benefit analysis has also been performed using data
from Pacific Northwest cities that have an extensive urban forest (McPherson et al. 2002,
MecPherson et al. 2003). Since costs and benefits can vary (depending on tree size) while others
remain intangible or difficult to quantify, this analysis can only produce cstimates. But those
estimates are valid and useful for making decisions.

McPherson and his group studied small, medium and large trees in three cities in western
Washington (Longview, Olympia and Seatflc) and three cities in western Oregon (Portland,
Tigard and Albany). Their research showed that Pacific Northwest cities spend an average of
$3.25 per tree, annually, for strect and park tree management (McPherson et al. 2002).
Generally, the single largest expense was for pruning, followed by tree removal and planting.
McPherson et al. also found that in most Pacific Northwest cities, tree planting has not kept pace
with removals, especially as older plantings succumb to declining health, new development
pressures, and the like.

More importantly, they found that limited growing space in citics is responsible for an increase
in planting smallcr, shorter-lived trees that provide far fewer benefits compared to larger trees.
This selection is driven heavily by concerns over interference with above- and below-ground
utility lines, sidewalks, vehicle sight distances, etc. as well as long-term maintenance costs.

The planting of trees and other landscaping is most often considered last in any planning effort.
By default, making sure there is adequate space for trec growth above ground and root growth
below ground is usually not an option late in a project’s development. However, if trees were
considered essential infrastructure, and if they were incorporated at the start of planning and
design processes as ‘must haves’, and if planners and developers werc encouraged to think
‘outside the box’, this Committee believes the outcome could be far different {rom what it is
currently.

McPherson et al, (2002) considered the costs of urban street trees to be planting, pruning,
removal, pest and disease control, maintenance and irrigation, while the benefits of urban street




trees included encrgy savings, reduced atmospheric carbon dioxide, improved air quality,
reduced stormwater runoff, and amenity benefits. | Sec Chapter 2: Quantifying Benefils and Costs
of Community Forests in Western Washington and Oregon Communities in McPherson ct al.
(2002) for a detailed explanation of how these costs and benefits were determined. ]

When costs arc compared to benefits, they found that individual trees actually generate positive
net values over a 40-year life cycle (McPherson et al. 2002). One small tree generates $1-8 in nct
benefits annually, one medium tree gencerates $19-25 in net benefits annually, and onc large tree
generates $48-53 in net benefits annually. When comparing tree sizes, it becomes obvious that
large trees provide conservatively at least six times more benefits than small trees.

As Table 1 shows, the benefits of planting, retaining and protecting large trees far outweigh the
benefits of planting and protecting small trees (USDA Forest Service 2005). When urban trees
are large and healthy, the surrounding environment is healthy. Large trees are the result of
healthy soils, adeguate space and water and healthy air.

Table 1. Annual Air Quality Benefit of 100 Trees at Year 40, Longview, WA

Tree Size Pollutant Uptake (1bs) Value CO2 (lbs) Value
Large 235.5 $543.00 46,600 $699.00
Small 67.0 $162.00 2,700 $40.00

All forests in the Puget Sound are in decline while the need for their ecological {unctions is
increasing. In 1998, American Forests conducted a regional ecosystem analysis of the Puget
Sound metropolitan area to determine how the landscape had changed between 1972 and1996
(American Forests 1998). This included the cities of Seattle, Tacoma, Seatac, Redmond,
Bellevue and Everett. Using GIS and their CITY green software, American Forests found the
following:

e Arcas with 50 percent tree cover or more declined by more than one-third (<37%)

s Areas with less than 20 percent tree cover more than doubled (>57%)

e Replacing this lost stormwater retention capacity with man-made systems = $2.4 billion

» Removing all the pollutants from the atmosphere with man-made systems = $95 million

Cities spend tremendous amounts of money installing stormwater control systems and repairing
damage from unmanaged water flow. In addition, citics that cannot meet EPA altainment levels
for air and water quality jeopardize federal funding for capital improvements. Nonstructural
methods, including planting trees as green infrastructure, can significantly reduce budget costs
and help cities meet current air and water qualily standards.

Tree Policy History

Development of the City of Bverett’s Tree Policy began in 1991, The final policy was approved
by the Everett Park Board and Planning Commission on April 27, 1993. Everett then adopted a
Public Tree Policy and a ‘City of Everett Public Tree Management Ordinance’ in June of that
year. This ordinance authorized a subcommittee of the board of Park Commissioners, entitled
the Tree Committee. The primary responsibility of the Tree Commitlee is to make
recommendations to the Parks Board concerning implementation of the City’s Tree Policy.



The Tree Committee’s main goals include increasing the urban forest canopy on city-owned
lands; optimizing species diversity; using native trees and understory plants where appropriate,
improving communication with city boards, departments and elected officials; informing
neighborhoods about the City’s free tree planting program, and educating residents and
businesses about proper tree choices, care and pruning practices. See Appendix A for a list of
Tree Committee members.

State of Everett’s Urban Forest

The current size and health of the City of Everett’s urban forest is unknown. Based on regional
data, we know there are many pressures on urban forests, resulting in their likely decline. While
street tree and landscape plantings appear to be increasing faster than trees are being removed
due to age, disease or hazards, ongoing residential and commercial dcvelopment pressures in
Everett are eliminating remaining pockets of large and small native forest, leading to an overall
reduction in urban forest canopy and health, The work initiated by the Parks Department and
Forterra is a major milestone toward urban forest restoration, and the Tree Committee is
committed to working with the City to establish a baseline urban forest inventory for the entire

city.

Current City Urban Forest Management

“Plant the right tree in the right place” is a common theme for urban forest management in
Everett. The two city agencies in charge of trees are the Parks and Recreation Department and
the Public Works Department. Both are working very hard to be smarter about what trees they
plant and where they plant them. Putting the right tree in the right place can reduce maintenance
costs and associated repairs, while increasing tree health, longevity and environmental scrvices.

Public Works, Parks and Tree Committee are finalizing reccommended tree lists and planting
criteria to help inform tree selection along city streets, on commercial and residential properties,
and in larger open spaces. This information will be shared with other interested city departments
such as the Planning Department, commercial builders, landscape professionals and city
residents via public planning documents and the city’s website.

Parks and Recreation Department

T'he Everett Parks and Recreation Department manages urban forests within the city park system
and other areas as assigned (city gateways, downtown corridors). The Parks Department
manages approximately 65 parks and open spaces, which include about 1,600 acres of land and
354 acres of urban forest. The Parks Department ecmploys one Horticultural Supervisor, one fall
time arborist and two full time laborers, plus seasonal labor, to perform all free maintenance,
including planting, watering, staking, fertilizing, pest management, trimming and removal.

The total number of rees planted in Everetl’s parks is unknown prior to 2007. In addition, the
number or species of trees planted or removed during this (ime was not collected. This is critical
information that needs to be recorded for current and future management purposes (landscaping
choices, maintenance needs, diversity, discases, etc.), especially since no overall parks inventory
for trees has ever been conducted.
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Tree Plantings and Removals

Since the year 2000, approximately 4,603 trecs have been planted on Parks property. In 2015,
Parks planted 112 trees in 11 parks (sce Table 2). The overall planting ratio is 6% dcciduous
trees to 94% evergreen trees. The number of Parks 1rees removed since 2000 15 1,099, In 2015,
the number removed was high at 212 trees. Most of these trees had to be removed after two high
wind storms {(in September and November). The overall tree removal ratio is 65% deciduous to
35% evergreen trees. In 2015, Parks lost more trees than they planted (-104 trees).

Table 2. City Trees Planted and Removed from 2006-2015

Department 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006
Parks
Planted 112 459 2,850 191 130 109 143 186 97 760
Removed -40 54 ~102 -830 -76 ? ? ? ?
Wind downed -176 -5 -8 -10 ? ? ? ? ?
Total -104 390 2,742 -449 54 108 143 188 97
Public Works ]
Planted 340 365 515 301 240 454 220 | 350 476 434
Removed -150 | -1,315 -48 -B87 -176 -145 -33 -55 -86 ~142
Wind downed -235 -3 ~1 -13 -2 -4 -2 -2 82 -119
Total -45 -853 466 -279 64 305 185 | 293 328 173

Net Planted* -14% -563 | 3,208 7238 118 AM4* | 328* | 479% | 425% | 93¥
* This is an overestimate, as the number of Parks trees removed in past years is not known

Parks staff continues to work with Forterra and the growing number of forest stewards and
volunteers, along with schools, businesses, community groups and work release crews to plant
trees and promote tree stewardship. Parks staft also partners with the Public Utilities District,
local schools, and businesses (o hold an excellent annnal Arbor Day celebration and planting in
April for the City of Everett.

Public Works Department

The Everett Public Works Department manages the urban forest within developed and
undeveloped right-of-ways and open spaces, via its Street Division. The Department uses one-
eighth of one supervisor’s time to manage trees with in the city right-of-way and utilities
property, and onc-fourth of two crew member’s time to maintain clearances over sidewalks and
strects,

Free Street Tree Program

The Street Division assists property owners in managing the urban forest within thesc right-of-

ways and partnering with neighborhoods to manage the cily’s [ree street trec planting program.

Their well-established Strect Tree program is largely responsible for increasing tree cover on or
near privatc property in the city.

Tree planting totals by neighborhood, since the year 2000, vary greatly:

1-100 trees = 5 neighborhoods (Westmont has had only 1 tree planted in 15 years)
101-250 trees = 3 neighborhoods
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251-500 trees = 6 neighborhoods
501-1,000 trecs = 5 neighborhoods (Port Gardner holds the record with 1,110 trees planted)

Tree Plantings and Removals

Since the year 2000, approximately 6,522 trces have been planted along more than 1,428 lane
miles in the city’s 19 neighborhoods. In addition, 3,502 trees have been planted on other Public
Works or city-owned properties (ravines, utility corridors, detention ponds, green belts, etc).
Table 2 (above) shows the number of trees planted and removed (due to hazardous condition,
age, disease or wind damage) by Public Works from 2006 through 2015.

The number of street trees planted in 2015 was 340 in ten neighborhoods. The overall tree
planting ratio for the past 15 years is 62% evergreen trees to 38% deciduous trees. Evergreens
continuc to be consolidated in eight of the 19 neighborhoeds. Sadly, four neighborhoods have
had less than ten evergreens planted in cach of them over the past 15 years.

In 2015, the number removed was 385 trees. In 2015, Public Works lost more trees than they
planted (-45 trees). There is no data to link removed trecs to the neighborhood or area they were
planted in. The overall tree removal ratio of deciduous to evergreen species is also unknown.

Natural Filtering Areas

Bio-filtration ponds:

New in 2015 were several bio-filtration ponds created 1o naturally filter out road pollutants
(antifreeze, oils, gasoline, cte.) and yard chemicals (fertilizers, pesticides, etc.) from rain or snow
melt before that water enters the city’s drainage system, and is piped into Puget Sound. The
ponds vary in size and volume. All were planted with only three native species (to make
maintenance of these areas as fool-proof and cfficient as possible): Juncus (grass), Oregon grape
(shrub) and wild strawberry (groundcover) — 1,845 plants total were installed.

Filterra storm drains:

Another natural filtering system installed in 2015 was the Filterra storm drain. These drains are
much smaller but similar to bio-retention ponds in function and application. However, they can
handie higher volumes of polluted water from streets and yard runolf, and can remove more
pollutants quantity-wise. Their small footprint allows them to be used in landscaped areas,
parking lots and along streets. Only certain species of trees and shrubs can be used. as the plant
and special planting soil mixture are key to capturing certain pollutants.

Summary of City Tree Data Collected

A net planting of 1,504 trees has occurred between the years 2000 and 2015.This is a 9% drop
from a year earlier. The total is very likcly an over-estimate as tree removal data from Parks was
not available prior to 2011, and was not available from Public Works prior to 2005. Over just
the past five years however, the public tree total has shown a net gain of 1,886 trees. This is an
positive trend, cspecially in light of recent severe wind storms.

'I'ne higher ratio of evergreen to deciduous trees is also essential for sustaining the City’s green
infrastructure. Evergreen trces arc critical to plant in urban areas — they continuc to intercept
rain, reduce runoff and flooding during our rainy season, and continue to sequester carbon all
year long. Deciduous trees can only intercept rain and absorb carbon when they are in leat.
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While it makes sense that Parks can more casily accommodate often large, view-blocking
cvergreen frees, it’s encouraging to sce that neighborhood and other Public Works plantings are
now 60% evergreen to 40% dcciduous.

The Tree Committee commends both departments for the creative and beautiful landscaping
plans they design, the high standards they maintain, and the fine and timcly work they’ve been
able to accomplish with such limited staffing. We also applaud their outreach efforts in the
community and their encouragement ol volunteer assistance from residents via the Forest
Stewardship program and planting/weeding events.

Private Property Owners

Collectively, private property owners (residential and commercial) manage most of Everett’s
urban forest. That is, they manage the urban forest that is located on their property. This includes
the planting strip between sidewalk and strcet (usually but not always in the right-of-way}), front
and back vards, buffers, green belts, critical areas, and sometimes stormwater retention or
detention areas. Private property owners are expected to properly maintain and care for all the
vegetation on their property.

Business and commercial property owncers also have extra landscaping required in their
undeveloped right-of-way and around their property. They are also required to properly maintain
and care for all trees planted in the right-of-way. No data exists regarding maintenance activities,
number of trees, specics, size, ete. on private property within the City of Everett. Estumates
should be developed as part of any urban forcst inventory.

Recommended Actions

The Tree Commitiee recommends the following broad actions to ensure that this valuable living
element of the City is at least maintained at a minimum threshold, and used as a versatile
planning tool as Everett continues to develop.

1. Emphasize Education and Engagement

For Tree Commiitee Members

Before the Tree Commitiee can reach out to Everett citizens and businesses, its membcers nced to
be somewhat fluent in the identification/gencral biology of trees and benefits of urban forests;
the proccdures and policies that govern the committee, city departments, trees and other
vegcetation in the City; the tree committee’s history and goals, and effective education and
outreach tools and techniques.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
1A. Members Receive Background Information before First Meeting
e Read latest version of Anmual Urban Forest Report
e Review latest version of City of Everelt Tree Policy
s Learn Roberts Rules of Order for mecting protocol
e Receive short bio of current tree commitiee members and city liaisons
¢ Write short bio to share with committee (outline provided)
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1B. Members Take Tree Board University Course/s (free online training)
Funded by the USDA Forest Service Urban and Communily Forestry Assistance Program
» Eight short courses (http://www.treeboardu.org/):

-Trce Board 101

-Partnerships and Collaboration

~Engaging in the Political Process

-Community Forestry Planning

-Communications and Markcting

-Financing, Budgeting, Grants, Fundraising

~(retting Things Done

-Moving Forward

1C. Menmbers Attend Conferences and Gatherings

¢ Learn new ideas and latest successful approaches
-attend annual Urban Forest Symposium, Univ. Of Washington, Seattle (past years)
(http://depts.washington.edu/uwbg/mews/urban-forest/)
-attend International Society of Arboriculture Conference (Jan 2011)

» Network with tree professionals
-co-wrote a proposal for 2011 WA Planning Conference, a street profile design charrette
with trees as foundational clements (nof accepted, 2011)

1D. Mcmbers Share New Information (at meetings)
» Explore tree/urban forestry related websites
-ffuman Dimensions of Urban Forestry and Greening (http://www.naturewithin.info/)
-International Society of Arboriculture (http://www.isa-arbor.com/)
-Seattle reLeaf (http://www.seattle gov/trees/)
-(State) Urban and Community Forestry Program (http://www.dnr.wa.gov/urbanforestry)

For Citizens, Businesses and City Staff

Citizen and business support is vital to an effective free management program. For cxample, if
citizens and businesses appreciate and understand trees, they will help support urban forestry
causes and issues, and promote the urban forest's health into the future. Also, volunteers can help
absorb some of the labor and costs associated with trec planting and maintenance. Forterra’s
invoivemcnt in the Green Lverett Partnership assurcs consistency and continuity in volunteer
recruitment and support.

Urban forest best practices, such as ‘right tree, right place’ plant choices, and tree protection
pmcedures during development and construction are integral individual actions that collectively
improve urban forest health. Education and outreach are ways that trec-related departments can
share those best practices with the public.

While U.S. cities spent an average of 2.4 percent of their annual budgets on citizen education in
2000, Pacific Northwest cities spent 8.6 percent (Cascadia Consulting Group 2000). By default,
private property owners manage a majority of the City of Everett’s urban forest. The City should
encourage and be prepared to assist citizens and businesses in properly caring for the urban
forest on and/or close to their property.
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Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
1E. Produce annual ‘State of the Urban Forest’ Report
e Review tree data from Public Works and Parks (monthiy)
e Present update and Tree Committee accomplishments to Parks Board (annualily)
» Place on City’s Trec Committee web page for public access (2071, updated annually)
» Disiribute to city stalf with trec-related responsibilitics

1F. Update City’s Recommended Tree List
e Public Works add photo link for each tree species (2016)
e Have Public Works review “Top 25 Street Trecs’, check with wholesalers (2016)
e Finalize Master Tree List (2015)
¢ Creatc Master tree list with detailed information and hot links for web use (2012, updated
2013)
o Create abbreviated list for staff and landscapers (2012)
e Create “Top 25 Street Trees’ list for public/residents (2012)
e Put lists on city’s website (put on site after new website is up and running, mid-20157)
o Work with city stafl to update and expand tree specics data (201.7)

1G. Provide Qutreach to Citizens and Busincsses
» Recognize businesses for properly caring for their green infrastructure (need sironger Cify
e support; has not happened since 2012)
e Changed meeting time from 4-6pm to 6-8pm to encourage public attendance (2071)
e Writc short paragraph on trce-related topics for neighborhood newsletters
» Make presentations at community and business meetings
» Write tree-related articles for local newspapers, magazines and professional journals
o Create City of Everett historical tree list with photographs
-develop brochure with walking tours
-put on City’s website

1H. Create Printed Materials
o #1 priority = brochurc to help businesses understand financial and other values of trecs,
foster greater tree stewardship in business community, reduce downtown tree topping and
bad pruning (2014)
-applied for and received grant funding ($6,000) from WA Dept. of Natural Resources
Urban Forestry Program to produce/mail brochure to businesses in city (2012-13)
-work out financial/administrative partnership with Parks for grant funding (20/2)
-use best information from federal, state and local entities (gathered in 2011)

1I. Develop Canned Presentations
s ‘Topics to include benefits of trees, right tree—right place, get a free tree, proper tree care
e Link presentation dates to planting events, holidays, ctc

LJ1. Plan/support Tree-related Events
¢ Attend/speak at annual Arbor Day Planting event (ongoing every April)
e Have a booth at Sorticulture (foo expensive, not enough volunteers (o staff booth)
» Support neighborhood plantings (ongoing)
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o Parlicipate in Forterra volunteer events (2012 onward)
¢ Havc a booth/partial booth at Everett Home and Garden Show (no volunteers)
» Have a booth/partial booth at PUD Earth Day event (no volunfeers)

2. Conduct a Tree Inventory

A tree inventory is a database that enables city staff to record, and then pian for, the health and
character of its urban forest. An inventory may contain data on cach tree (on public lands) or
data about tree canopy cover across all properties (usually derived from remote sensing materials
such as aerial photography). Most cities now record any inventory as a data layer in a GIS
system for use in planning and/or public works. Inventory data is usually collected by city staff
ot by contract, though trained volunteers can also assist. Inventory data can be linked to work
plans so that urban forestry actions are cfficient and effective.

The City of Bellevue, for example, has conducted a tree inventory approximately every ten years
since 1972, They collect data on each tree on public land and have partnered with American
Forests using Landsat satellite imagery to obtain the current tree cover for all land within the city
limits (Dewald 2008).

The Tree Commitiee is very pleased that the city Parks Department has partnered with Forterra
to produce and implement a 20-year Forestry Management Plan, starting in 2012. This is a huge
step forward and can only bode well for the future of the City’s parks and green infrastructure.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:

2A. Track Tree Plantings, Removals and Damage
e Review tree plantings/removals/damage at monthly meetings (ongoing)
e Request annual totals, including location and tree specics (ongoing)

2B. Conduct on-the-ground Tree Inventory
» Encourage Parks to inventory their holdings (doing so project by project)
¢ Research funding options, software programs and partnerships (ongoing)
e Literature review of how other PN'W citics have accomplished this (ongoing)
« Contact local Edmonds Community College about student internship
e Updatc inventory every ten ycars

3. Develop an Urban Forest Management Plan

A tree or forest management plan provides policy guidance for using the trec inventory and other
tools, as it directs resources to the greatest forest necds, A good plan considers the {ull scopc of
a community’s forest, communicates its mission and goals, and takes a long-range view of forest
health, function and benefits. Plans are often a joint effort of community stakeholders and city
staff, making them responsive to the diverse needs and concerns of a community. Fiscal and
staff needs are cstablished by the plan, and priorities for field work are set.

The City of Everett does not have a comprehensive management plan for its entire urban forest.
As stated in the Public I'rce Policy, “the Parks and Recreation Department, wiih other
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appropriate City Departments, shali create management plans for the park-owned urban forest,
establishing goals and criteria for trees on City-owned parks, park lands and open spaces™.

We applaud these park-specific management plans. They involve the local community, usc the
best available science available, and are professionally done. And, the work with Forterra to
develop a 20 Year Plan and complete a forest health assessment is comprehensive. Unfortu-
nately, these Parks plans do not apply to the rest of Everett’s urban forest -- street tree areas,
downtown plantings, traffic corridor plantings, gateway areas, and undeveloped lands not owned
by Parks.

From research done in Washington and other states within the past 11 years, Washington is in
the lower range of cities having completed or updated tree inventories and management plans
(Corletta 2001, Studer 2003). Also, fewer cities in our state are doing routine tree care compared
to other states. Local managers note poor pruning and insufficient planting space issues, and
struggle to address the challenges of hazard trees, pests and discases, loss of trees and low
species diversity.

The City of Seattle in 2007 produced a 30-year Urban Forest Management Plan, after five years
of work. To do so, they created an interdepartmental working group representing all city
departments with tree management or regulatory responsibilities. Their vision is to “. . . create a
thriving and sustainable mix of tree species and ages that creates a contiguous and healthy
ecosystem that is valued and cared for by the City and all of its citizens as an essential
environmental, economic, and community assct”.

Since a comprehensive Urban Forest Management Plan for the City of Everett does not currently
exist, the Tree Committee is committed to applying consistent standards and procedures to all
trec-related city projects, plans, policies and codes as appropriate. These include: right tree-right
place, proper pruning and maintenance, irrigation and protection for first two to three years after
planting, having the necessary root volume/space as needed per species, using structural soils,
optimizing species diversity, increasing use of evergreen trees, using native trocs and shrubs, and
adding compost as a natural soil amendment.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
3A. Work Collaboratively with City Staff
o Identify all city depariments/staff with tree planning, landscaping, management or regulatory
responsibilities including city hall, libraries, fire and police stations, ctc. (ongoing)
~conduct informal survey to gather updated contact information (staft or contractor)
» Tnvite staff to discuss their responsibilities/issues at Tree Committee meetings (ongoing)

3B. Continue the Public Works Street Tree program
e Review tree removal requests (ongoing as needed)
e Suggoest disease-ftee street trees (ongoing as needed) _
¢ Suggest increased specie and age diversity (ongoing as needed)

3C. Develop City-wide Tree Care Standards and Proccdures
s Reviewed/made recommendations on City’s Comprehensive Plan Review to: standardize
tree and landscaping standards throughout the business corridors and in developing
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residential areas, create/fund a street tree maintenance crew, and emphasize natural forests
and native vegetation in open space areas (2014)
» Reviewed/made recommendations on tree removal and pruning language within critical
arcas, especially hillsides with views, Chapter 37 of the Zoning Code (2012)
¢ Reviewed/made recommendations on Evergreen Way Revitalization Plan (2011}
-concerned street tree planting strips are not wide enough to support a healthy tree
-concerned about inadequate soils and very low soil requirements in these types of settings
* Reviewed projects/made recommendations concerning action at Forest Park, Harborview
Park, L.owell Park and Madison Ave Park (2011}
¢ Recommended tree replacements for Walnut Street (2011)
e Assisted Planning Department with tree planting guidelines for commercial parking lots
-researched best guidelines in other cities (2070)
-discussed suggestions with Planning director and staff (2070, 2012)
¢ Suggested flexible, site-specific guidelines for commercial plantings
-replaced existing, rigid planting formulas to encourage more trec planting
-discussed suggestions with Planning director (2010)
e Advocate for increasing the evergreen/deciduous canopy mix in Everett
-increase evergreen tree plantings (ongoing)

3D. Protect and Enhance Open Spaces
o Work with staff to better protect and cnhance existing native forests in ravines, wet areas,
power corridors, steep hillsides, and other city-owned areas (ongoing)
-addressed trees topped/debris/runoff on steep hill along W. Marine View Drive (2011)
-improve native understory - small trees, shrubs, ground plants {ongoing)

3E. Develop a Comprehensive Urban Forest Management Plan

» Reviewed/made recommendations on drafi/final 20 year Forest Management Plan for Everett
Parks (2012)

« Include interdepartmental working group, other city departments, urban foresters and

» community stakeholders in developing this plan (ongoing, suggested various contacts)

s Cohesively manage Lverctt’s urban forest as one entily

o Annually assess the health, challenges and needs of Everett’s urban forest (private and
public)

» Adjust goals and field work accordingly

4. Set City-wide Tree Canopy Cover Goals

As part of the Urban Forest Management Plan, the City should set city-wide free cover goals.
Tree cover is the percentage of land within a city that is covered by tree canopics. [t is a more
accurate measure of the health, value and function of an urban forest than a tree inventory. While
American Forests offers guidelines on canopy cover, cach community must first identify what
their tree canopy cover is, and then set their own goals to help meet environmental and quality of
life goals, including federal and local clean air and water regulations.
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American Forests, a leading urban forest management, conservation and research group, uses
tree cover/canopy to determine the condition of urban forests. Tree cover is a good indicator of
an urban ecosystem’s health, as they are directly related. Based on studies donc by urban forest
scientists and public policy makers in the last 15 to 20 years, the average tree canopy goal for
urban areas nation-wide is 40 percent (Cascadia Consulting Group 2000). More specifically, trec
canopy goals in major cities (i.e. Seattle) are often broken into smaller zones, such as business
districts - 15% tree canopy goal, urban residential - 25% canopy, and suburban arcas - 50%
canopy (City of Seattle 2007).

Three early surveys (1986, 1989 and 1991) that American Forests conducted focused on the
health and condition of public street trees (American Forests 2008). The organization’s under-
standing of the environmental benefits of urban forests grew at the same time as the technology
improved to more accurately measure an urban forest’s extent. ‘These two developments in
tandem made it possible to measure actual land cover, quantify its environmental benefits, and
for the first time link tree canopy cover goals to community-wide goals for clean air and water.

At this time, no on-the-ground analysis or satellite canopy coverage inventory has been
conducted for Everett’s urban forest. The City does possess the technology and aerial
photography to distinguish green space (trees, shrubs, grass) from gray space (buildings, roads,
parking lots, etc) and calculate those percentages. However, these numbers are not a true
estimate of the urban forest canopy itsclf.

The City’s Street Tree Program is the most advanced in terms of inventory, with some detailed
information (planting date, species, location) dating back to 2000. It is the Tree Committec’s
understanding that the Parks Department is considering inventorying trees in parks when funding
allows, but only in terms of size (small, medium, large) to better allocate tight maintenance
dollars.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
4A. Complete a Comprehensive Baseline Tree Cover Inventory
e Undertake as soon as fiscally possible
¢ Conduct or contract for this inventory
¢ Research and apply for grant funding
» Seek partners (county, cities, colleges, environmental and community groups, etc)
s Use proven techniques/protocols developed by USIDA that have City GIS capabilities

48. Set Tree Canopy Goals
» Include interdepartmental working group, other city departments, urban foresters and
community stakeholders
e Sct goals for business districts, urban and suburban areas (goals for each neighborhood?)
e City and Tree Committec will use goals to inform tree policy and related funding decisions

5. Increase Investments in Routine Tree Care
Routine tree care gives the greatest return for public spending on trees. ‘I'rce care in many cities
is done on-demand in responsc to citizen complaints, emergencics (such as wind or snow
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storms), new devclopments, or updating planning documents. On-demand tree work means that
crews will move among scattered sites, resulting in greater travel times and personnel downtime
per tree pruned.

The Parks Department’s maintenance crew does a most commendable job of providing tree care
on a three- to five-year cycle, in spite of the large number of trees and other plants they must
attend to and the limited number of staff in the field. The City’s street trees, however, are the
responsibility of the residential or commercial property owner, The degree to which cach owner
knows they are responsible for and actually properly cares for its trees is spotty, varying widely
from outright negligent to sufficient regular attention.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
5A. Hire one or more Dedicated Field Crews
s To properly care for increasing number of downtown business landscapes, and plantings
along major traffic corridors and gateways
» To improve the health and public benefits of the City park system’s forest

5B. Encourage Proper Tree Care
o Ensure all owners properly care for street trees on their property (Parks created iree
brochure for businesses, 2014)
o Attend cducational conferences and share information
-Tfcalthy Soils and Trees in the Built Environment, UW Botanic Gardens (October 2014)
-Climate Change and the Urban Forest, Urban Forest Symposium (May 2014)
-Tree and Vicws, Urban Forest Symposium (May 20/3)

6. Update the City’'s Tree Policy

Tree policies maintain, preserve and enhance the urban forest and increase the overall canopy,
health and longevity of its trees. BEverett’s tree policy governs only public trees — those in parks,
right-of-ways, and on other city-owned land managed by the Parks or Public Works departments.

Tree policies can include geals for tree and vegetation work, hazardous tree management,
pruning standards, trec retention and protection during construction, tree protection and
replacement, viewpoints, permits, slope stability, wildlife and habitat, vegetation management
plans and partnerships. Everett’s currcent tree policy was created in 1993, Parks began the
process to update this 23-year-old policy in 2015.

Some communities in Puget Sound have also extended precautions to trees on private properly
that are deemed significant due to age, size, historic, or natural resource value (Bellevue,
Kirkland, Scattle). Private property code is particularly important for detecting and treating pest
and disease outbreaks before all forest areas in a community are invaded.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
6A. Assist Parks and Public Works in Updating Tree Policy

e Offer substantive suggestions and comments (2016)

» Modernize concepts, language and flow of document (2016)
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« Create flow chart of how tree policy affects/interacts with other city departments (2016)
e Research/review other city tree policies and tree manuals (2015)

6B. Implement Proven Protection Technigues
s Research what other cities are doing to save trees during construction (ongoing)
-require trees be fenced at their drip line
~levy hefly fines for any trec damage during construction
e Research what other cities are doing to protect newly planted trees (ongoing)
e Make suggestions for inclusion in appropriate city codes, policies, efc. (ongeing)

6C. Promote Monetary Value of Trees
o Incorporate the dollar value associated with a free’s environmental services when making
land-use decisions (current and future financial benefils - as a tree grows its benefils
increase} _
» Push for the creation of a City-wide Tree Fund, funded by permit fees, donations, etc,

6D. Incorporate Trees in Planning Documents
» Use trees as an esscntial ‘green infrastructure” tool to help meet air and water quality
regulations, reduce erosion, stabilize slopes, provide cooling effects, calm traffic, ete.
e Use trees as a valuable, foundational element of urban design, not an after thought

7. Create a Strong Tree Protection and Retention Ordinance

The greatest hazard to trecs is their removal to make way for new development or views. As
discussed earlier, studies have shown that large, mature trees offer the greatest level of services
and benefits when compared to medium and small sized trees. If designed and constructed
carefully, a new development can retain its beautiful stands of large trees.

Retention and preservation ordinances are meant mainly for private property (particularly parcels
that are in review for devclopment) to optimize tree retention and health in new built
environments. In Atlanta, Georgia for example, developers now must plant street trecs in all new
developments {American Forests 2008). If that's not possible, they must contribute to a Tree
Trust Fund. To date, the fund contains more than $1 million for trees to be planted in other areas
of the city.

The City of Everett’s Public Tree Policy contains a tree protection section that states one can not
impact or excavate near a tree on city owned land without first obtaining a writtcn permit, and
can not dcposit anything near same such trec unless it’s an emergency. Under valuation of trees,
both deciduous and evergreen trees arc to be replaced at a two to one ratio (two replanted for
every one removed). However, there is no language regarding retention and protection of
existing mature trecs (which provide the highest level of covironmental and economic benefits).
Nor is there any language regarding retaining or protecting trees on private property.

In Kirkland, WA for example, as of January 2006, private homeowners are only allowed to
remove two 6-inch dbh trees within a 12-month period, even if those trees are hazards or
nuisances (City of Kirkland 2008). When developing property, an applicant must submit a “Iree
Plan”. Plus the homeowner’s responsibility of caring for street trees includes getting prioxr City
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approval for pruning. A tree brochure from Kirkland states, “The City of Kirkland is
committed to protecting and enhancing trees as part of the community’s urban forest and
its valuable natural resources”.

The Snohomish County Council in February 2009 updated their tree retention regulations for
unincorporated areas. Residential builders now have to leave existing trees in place or plant
replacement trees for any they remove.

Tree Committee Recommendations and Accomplishments:
7A. Update Permit Submittal Process
» For any new construction and major remodeling
» All public trees and significant private trees, including their drip lines and critical root zones
on the subject property, must be incorporated on the site plan
¢ All of the same must be protected from harm

7B. Create Tree Coverage Density
e For all new construction and major remodeling
» Require each site to meet a minimum density of tree coverage following project construction

7C. Add Protective Tree Language
e Such as, “Existing mature trees shall be retained and protected” (ongoing)
» Such as, “No street tree shall be topped, sheared or pollarded” (ongoing)
e Such as, “Proper irrigation shall be provided and maintained” (ongoing)
s Such as, “Any strect tree damaged shall be replaced by the property owner within three
months”

» Set accumulative fines for wayward property owners

¢ [nclude above language in appropriate city codes, ordinances and other documents

« Developers shall plant an approved number of street trees in all new developments, and
maintain those trees for five consecutive years, or coniribute to a Iree Care Trust I'und
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Appendix A

2015 Tree Commitiee Members

Grant Hopper, chair

Laura McMurray, co-chair

Ajay Mathison

Donna Gleisner

Kurt Munnich

Jim Staniford, Historical Commission liaison, downtown business owner
Karen Stewart, City Planning Commission liaison

Tree Committee City Depariment Liaisons
John Petersen, Parks and Recreation Department
Geoff Larson, Parks and Recreation Department

Paul Crane, Public Works Department
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TITLE: [ ] Adoption Staff Jeff Price
2015 Stewardship Annual [ | Recommendation Phone 425-257-7314
Report > Discussion Date March 8, 2016
] Information
[1 Other
DESCRIPTION SUMMARY:

Staff will provide observations based upon stewardship and Volunteer data. This includes
conclusions and action steps based upon the information drawn:from the report.

RECOMMENDATION

Solicit additional information from staff based on the conclusions and action steps provided by staff.
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TITLE: [] Adoption Staff Paul Kaftanski
February 2016 capital [ ] Recommendation Phone 425-257-8335
projects and major X Discussion Date March 8, 2016
programs updates [ 1 Information

[ ] Other

DESCRIPTION SUMMARY:

Due to the timing of March’s board meeting, the update is not available for the board packet. It will
be e-mailed to all board members on Tuesday morming, March 8, 2016. “Hard copies™ of the
update will also be provided at the board meeting.

RECOMMENDATION

None. Selected items will be highlighted by staff. Other items will only be discussed if there are
guestions from Park Board members. '




ACTION ITEM MEETING LOCATION
DATE

Hearing/Recommendation -Silver Lake Boating Regatta
Discussion -Annuat Tree Report March & Spruce
Discussion -Annual Stewardship Report b
Discussion -Proiects/Programs Highlights/Q&A
Discussion -Voter Survey Results/Final PROS Plan Direction March 28* Spruce
Recommendation “Final PROS Plan '
Discussion/Recommendation | -Potential Name re: Riverfront property park
Discussion -Annual Arboretum Report April 12 Spruce
Discussion -Proiects/Programs Highlights/Q&A
information -Legion Park Arsenic Clean Up Photo Review
Discussion -Proposed 2017 Swim Fees =
Discussicn -Tree Policy/Ordinance Review Project Status
Discussion -Projects/Programs Highlights/Q&8A May 10 Spruce
Information -Senator Jackson Park Photo Review
Recommendation -2017 Swim Fees
Discussion -IPM Guidelines Annual Report
Discussicn -Projects/Programs Highlights/Q&A June 14 Spruce
Information -Howarth Park Pedestrian Bridge Photo Review
Discussion ~Tree Policy/Ordinance Review Project Status
Discussion -Projects/Programs Highlights/Q&A July 12 Spruce
information -South Everett Forest Preserve Photo Review:
Discussion -South Everett Forest Preserve Site Walk August 9 S, Ev. Forest
Discussion -Projects/Programs Highlights/Q&A s Presenie

* Designates a ‘workshop’ as needed

** Designates a retreat

*k¥ May require a separate special meeting later in the month
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