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McCaleb, Iris

From: Craig Stephens <cyanblue189@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 2:21 PM
To: Selden, Sarah; McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Clear and Objective Standards
Attachments: Clear Stds Comments.docx

If acceptable, I would like to submit the attached comments to the Planning Commission to consider relative to 
the public hearing Monday night. 
 
As you might expect, I am concerned about the approach to reducing the amount of pesticides that will be 
required by green landscaping as described.  I suggest what I think is a more sensible and effective approach 
plus some other related comments. 
   
Thanks very much 
Craig 
 
PS:  In general it seems that such restrictions should be run by NRAB for comment as part of the process. 
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Comments on Clean and Objective Standards Proposal dated Aug. 11, 2014 
 
Current Wording of Section (1) vi. Green Landscaping: 
 

(1) Landscape design shall incorporate the following environmentally friendly design 
and planting concepts: 
(a) Utilize plant materials that are best suited for the area of the site, e.g., water, 

soil, sun and shade. 
(b) Incorporate native and drought-tolerant plantings and utilize plant materials 

which are grown in the Pacific Northwest  
(c) To minimize or avoid the use of pesticides and fungicides, use plant materials 

that are pest and disease resistant or that attract beneficial insects. 
(d) Irrigation systems shall be pressurized to limit water loss. 
(e) Design tree and vine placement to provide shade on ground and wall 

surfaces during warm months. 
(f) Use root barriers to protect trees and avoid damage to pavement when 

planting trees near sidewalks and other paved areas. 
 
Green Landscaping Comments 
The section on Green Landscaping (Appendix B, pg 25) purports to require 
"environmentally friendly design and planting concepts" but in fact appears to have 
been written without benefit of thinking about some proven concepts for the proper 
design and maintenance of "green landscaping".  Furthermore aspiration and micro-
managing do not belong in “Clear and Objective Standards”, these are anything but 
clear and objective and are vague and questionable in many aspects.  As such I 
suggest that they be rewritten with the purpose of ensuring that landscape planning 
conforms with principles of “environmentally friendly design”.   
 
The first change recommended is to correct the required "planting concept" (bullet (c)) 
"To minimize or avoid the use of pesticides and fungicides, use plant materials that are 
pest and disease resistant or that attract beneficial insects."  The first problem with this 
statement is it implies that "plant materials" that attract beneficial insects somehow 
curtail the use of pesticides and fungicides.  Which is (no doubt unintended) nonsense! 
The fundamental principle in limiting the harmful proliferation of potentially 
devastating fungus disease or insect attacks diversity of landscape planting.  The 
extensive planting of rows of Linden trees infested with aphids in Wilsonville led to 
commercial spraying of a known extremely harmful insecticide (the bee colony collapse 
connected insecticide that attacks nerve ganglia in living things) to kill the insects that 
the lack of diversity engendered.  The hundreds of thousands of bees that were killed 
point to poor choices in the lack of diversity of landscape planting (the main point here!) 
and in lack of concern for the environment by not following Integrated Pest Management 
practices of using the least harmful approach for pest control and following the 
instructions (which indicate this insecticide is not to be used when plants are blooming 
and not to be used where the public is exposed without notification and access 
restrictions.  Extensive planting of one particular species increases the risk of attack that 
could require strong countermeasures and expensive maintenance and are therefore to 
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be avoided.  In this regard there should be no limitation to “native” or “plants common in 
the Pacific Northwest” and in fact it is easy to see that most plants and the beneficial 
insects and birds that they support in our city now are neither and such well-adapted 
plants tend to be more hardy, attractive and drought-tolerant, avoiding expensive 
maintenance, disease proliferation and supporting “beneficial” insects and birds.   
 
A consideration in “Green Landscaping” should be that of safety, both for 
pedestrians and for vehicles.  Plants that block visibility of traffic or of pedestrians by 
vehicles because of size (when full grown or left uncontrolled) or placement are to be 
avoided.  Plants that interfere with walkways and force foot traffic into roadways or other 
high risk situations are similarly to be avoided.  
 
Rather than the statement 2 (b) to “avoid or minimize the need to fertilize turf” the 
approach to “prevent erosion and run-off from planted areas with appropriate 
watershed control and ground cover with swales and other containment around 
hard surface and on slopes” would be much better in every way.  For one thing this is 
something that is comprehensible and feasible.  It also advocates for avoiding crowned 
plantings with high runoff and goes to the watershed management objective of 
controlling erosion and pollution in a way that is inspectable. 
In 1 (f) the requirement is to “Use root barriers…” to avoid damage to sidewalks.  This 
seems to imply that if a “root barrier” is used, without defining this term further, that 
damage to sidewalks will be prevented and the tree will be protected.  Proper 
landscaping should be done with expert advice to avoid using trees near 
sidewalks and foundations that are known to lift and penetrate, root barriers are 
simply not adequate if the wrong tree is planted in the wrong location.  There is no way 
that use of effective root barriers can be enforced but certainly planting a tree variety 
chosen for the location can be advised and is advised in an available guide or from any 
landscape expert. 
 
The following rewording is suggested:  
 

(1) Landscape design and plantings shall incorporate environmentally friendly design 
factors including the following: 
(a) A diversity of plantings that provide attractive and functional natural 

landscape design in order to minimize the use of pesticides, to prevent 
erosion, to contain water locally with control of the topography to respect 
water runoff and contain and absorb it and to minimize maintenance shall be 
employed in the landscape design and plantings.   

(b) Prevention of long term damage from structures and pavement from tree 
roots by planting with ample allowance for growth and using appropriate trees 
for the location as described above under “Street Trees”.  

(c) Flood irrigation shall not be used; irrigation systems shall be pressurized to 
limit water loss and overspray onto hard surfaces shall be avoided for the 
same reason. 

(d) Locating plantings that block visibility or will with high probability block 
visibility within a year or two of planting and thereby cause safety hazard for 
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pedestrians or vehicles is not allowed.  Plants that interfere, or will certainly 
interfere within two years of planting, with walkways and force foot traffic into 
roadways or other high risk situations are similarly not allowed.  
 

Street Lamps and Furniture Downtown 
In the section (Attachment B, pg 26) showing what street lamps, benches and other 
"furniture" should look like the drawings seem different than existing and it is not clear 
that the lighting (which appears to be pedestrian lighting, not street lighting) has night 
sky protection.  (If it does it has not been shown or indicated.)  It is suggested that 
“street lights” be specifically required to conform to the strictest dark sky 
restrictions and avoid unwanted glare and to require that the lighting design 
factors provide adequate safety and that the installation is not distracting to 
traffic safety.   
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