
 
 
Meeting Date: November 16, 2021 
 
To:      Land Use Committee of the Village Board 
 
From:   Michael Braiman, Village Manager 
    
Subject:   Additional Agenda Material #3 
 
The following material is enclosed as additional agenda material for the November 16, 
2021 Land Use Committee meeting regarding tree preservation policy: 
 
1. Resident Emails 
 
Emails received through Tuesday, November 16 at 12:00pm are attached. 
 



From: Kemi Jona
To: Kennedy, Gina; Braiman, Michael; Dodd, Kathy; Barrow, Peter; Norm Ryan
Subject: Tree suggestions
Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:54:02 AM

Dear Trustees,

I shared some thoughts via email to the public comment email and with Peter.  In an effort to
provide the committee with concrete ideas that can serve as strawmen or starting points for
further elaboration and discussion, I wanted to offer the following.  Unfortunately I am
traveling and not able to attend the meeting today.

1. Count every tree that comes down by natural or man made causes on private and public
land and attach a diagnosis code.  Removal permits required and enforced.  If we can
provide an app for reporting potholes we can do the same for trees.  We need this data.

2. Additional removal permit revenue funds used to enhance  forestry dept staff and tools
(GIS image.s etc) including enhanced education and regional town collaborations.

3. Try to double parkway tree planting.  Incentivize planting on private property by
matching every parkway tree with private property planting. 

4. Trees that are taken down on private property are replaced 2:1 inch for inch basis. 
Parkway trees do not count in calculations.   Or use a carbon calculator
like https://treeplantation.com/tree-carbon-calculator.html to identify appropriate
replacement ratio.  A young sapling does not replace the shade of a mature tree brought
down due to construction, and that causes direct cooling cost increases on neighbors that
is not accounted for by current policy.   There is also evidence that older trees capture
more carbon than young ones so a 1:1 ratio isn’t sensible or grounded in science.  

I hope these are constructive additions to the deliberations.

Regards,

Kemi Jona
730 Laurel Ave

mailto:kemi.jona@gmail.com
mailto:kennedyg@wilmette.com
mailto:braimanm@wilmette.com
mailto:doddk@wilmette.com
mailto:barrowp@wilmette.com
mailto:nsryan@sbcglobal.net
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/bawqCG6A13iY54wIKGU0n
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:22 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Wilmette - Stand Up for the TREES!

 
 

From: Katie Arnold <katiea123@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 7:46 PM 
To: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>; Barrow, Peter <barrowp@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy 
<doddk@wilmette.com>; Kate Gjaja <kategjaja@comcast.net> 
Subject: Wilmette ‐ Stand Up for the TREES!  
  
Trustees Kennedy, Didd and Barrow: 
 
Thank you for your service on the Village Board and on the Land Use Committee. 
 
I will be unable to attend Tuesday’s meeting to show my support for amending the Village’s current tree ordinance.  I 
hope you will also support amending the ordinance to provide more robust protection for both individual trees and the
overall canopy.  Doing so would bring Wilmette more in line with our neighboring communities on the North 
Shore.  Protecting trees is good for the Village water management infrastructure, the environment, and our property 
values because they are part of what makes Wilmette a beautiful and special community. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Best,  
Katie Arnold 
1136 Chestnut Ave 
Wilmette IL 
M ‐ 408‐805‐0520 
 
 
‐‐  

 

 

Katie Arnold  |  Founder and CEO 

katie@sprigconsulting.com 
408.805.0520  
sprigconsulting.com 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:22 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Trees

 
 

From: Susan Crist <cristsb12@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 5:10 PM 
To: Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Trees  
  
Dear Trustee Dodd: 
Since 1973, we have lived in Wilmette at the same location on which we replaced the original house in 
2002.  Trees are an important part of life in this village, and we support programs to protect, preserve and 
augment them.  Trees help reduce carbon dioxide levels and cooling costs in these times of increasing 
environmental stress. 
We encourage you and your fellow Trustees to strengthen Wilmette’s tree ordinances. 
 

Buckley and Susan Crist 
1216 Colgate Street 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:22 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Now Is The Time to Stand Up For Trees!

 

From: SUSAN GALLAGHER <sfgallagher@mac.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 6:26 PM 
To: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>; Barrow, Peter <barrowp@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy 
<doddk@wilmette.com> 
Cc: Kate Gjaja <kategjaja@comcast.net> 
Subject: Now Is The Time to Stand Up For Trees!  
  
Trustees Kennedy, Didd and Barrow:  
 
Thank you for your service on the Village Board and on the Land Use Committee. 
 
I will be out of town and unable to attend Tuesday’s meeting to show my support for amending the Village’s current tree 
ordinance.  I hope that you will also support amending the ordinance to provide more robust protection both individual 
trees and the overall canopy.  Doing so would bring Wilmette more in line with our neighboring communities on the 
North Shore.  Protecting trees is good for the Village water management infrastructure, the environment, and our 
property values because they are part of makes Wilmette a beautiful and special community. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Yours,  
 
Susan Gallagher 
1137 Greenwood Ave. 
Wilmette IL 60091 
(M) 847‐951‐6885 
sfgallagher@mac.com 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Comment, Public
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:20 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Land Use Committee -- Tree Ordinance Improvement

 
 

From: Charles Harper <solestus@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 8:45 AM 
To: Barrow, Peter <barrowp@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>; Kennedy, Gina 
<kennedyg@wilmette.com> 
Cc: Comment, Public <publiccomment@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Land Use Committee ‐‐ Tree Ordinance Improvement 
 
Dear Land Use Committee Members, 
 
I write to whole‐heartedly support improvements to the Wilmette Tree Ordinance to protect the trees of 
Wilmette.  Having watched the illegal removal of multiple protected trees from the lot across the alley from my home 
last year, I can attest to the harmful impact that such tree removal can have on our community.   
 
I would also ask that the Village step up its enforcement of existing ordinances to prevent the illegal removal of trees by 
developers for new home construction.  I urge the Trustees to do what is necessary to enable our Village staff to conduct 
inspections and enforce existing (and future) ordinances.    
 
Last year, at least five tress that should have been protected by Article XII of Chapter 8 were removed from 115 
Woodbine (now 113 and 117 Woodbine) by a developer.  Although a tree removal permit was obtained for these trees 
under Article IX of Chapter 8, that Article is very clear in its section 8‐351 that all other ordinances must also be followed 
even if a tree removal permit is issued.  This includes Article XII, which requires the protection of trees during 
construction without the express consent of the Director of Engineering and Public Works.  A FOIA request revealed that 
no such consent was provided, and thus the removal of these tress violated section 8‐446.  In fact, the tree application 
permit in this case admitted that the removal of these trees were for “new home construction,” but the protections of 
Article XII were not enforced against the developer and the protected trees were removed for the construction.  The 
Village code in its Chapter 8, Articles IX and XII, when read as a whole, clearly intends to prevent the removal of 
protected trees for construction, but, at least in this case, the current permitting and ordinance enforcement 
mechanisms failed to protect these trees as intended. 
 
I also support more robust notification requirements for tree removal.  The first time I learned that half a dozen 
protected trees were being removed from an adjacent parcel in my neighborhood was the day the chainsaws started 
buzzing, after it was too late to stop it.  Had I and my neighbors received timely notice of the developer’s intention to 
remove these protected trees for construction, we could have brought these ordinance violations to the Village’s 
attention before the trees were cut down.   
 
Thank you for your time and attention to this important issue, and thank you for your service to our community.   
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Harper 
116 9th Street 
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Before: 
 

 
 
After: 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:20 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Tree Ordinance

From: Nancy Hoying <nancyhoying@gmail.com> 
Date: November 15, 2021 at 8:45:06 AM CST 
To: barrowp@wilmette.com, Kennedyg@wilmette.com, Kathy Dodd <kmdodd@ameritech.net> 
Subject: Tree Ordinance 

Dear Trustee Dodd, Barrow and Kennedy, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to review and consider strengthening Wilmette’s Tree Ordinance.  I am 
very much in favor of strengthening the ordinance to be in line with the recommendations outlined by 
Chicago Region Tree Ordinance Gold Standard.   
 
I have two recommendations for your consideration.  In the first phase of introducing a stricter 
ordinance that we consider not requiring owners  to have the financial burden for replacing the trees 
but a recommendation for replacement and/or donation to the tree bank.   There are unique 
circumstances for the countless number of trees in our community and it could be a financial burden for 
an owner to pay for an expense of taking down a tree and have to replace it all in one year.  Therefore, 
any financial requests placed on the owner, I would recommend we soften the language to state it is the 
recommendation of the ordinance vs a mandate.   This would provide an educational transition into a 
more strict ordinance and get a sense of how many residents are welcoming this recommendation and 
replacing the trees independent of the ordinance and/or making a donation into the tree bank.   
 
Secondly, as we know many new  ordinances are difficult to enforce (although it’s great to see we are 
providing additional staff in the Village to address that issue!)  and especially when it involves a wide 
network of vendors that cut trees and another set of vendors who replace trees.  I would recommend 
that in conjunction with  Go Green Wilmette that the Village invite the Landscapers, Landscape 
Architects and arborists  to an open house informing them of our goal to be part of the CRTI with a swift 
and clear transition plan to get every vendor in cooperation and support of this ordinance.  As we know 
from the Leaf Blower ordinance, many landscapers are not in compliance and they often aren’t in 
agreement stating that there isn’t a cost effective alternatives to gas powered leaf blowing.  In other 
words, by not having the local vendors in support of an ordinance, there are many ways to go around it.  
 
In the end, I am very strongly in support of a clearly defined and stronger tree ordinance for the Village 
of WIlmette.  They are a critical infrastructure to our community.  However, effective change and 
implementation of a new ordinance should be involving the key stakeholders  and residents who will be 
part of the education for our community.   
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nancy Hoying 
901 Forest Ave  
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:22 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Trees

From: Barb K <barbkeer@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 7:37 PM 
To: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>; Barrow, Peter 
<barrowp@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Trees  
  

Dear Land Use Committee for the Village of Wilmette 
  
  
Trees are so important to all of us, everywhere but as a Wilmette resident I am especially 
concerned about the trees in Wilmette.  Trees are extremely valuable financially which is not 
always recognized.  Some of the lesser talked about value is their carbon sequestration impacting 
air quality and their impact on storm water.  They also impact the sale price of home as can be 
seen here: https://splashmags.com/index.php/2021/10/25/the‐surprising‐value‐of‐trees‐on‐your‐
property/#gsc.tab=0 
  
In Wilmette, a large portion of the tree canopy results from trees on private property which 
should be considered in your discussions.  Thank you for considering trees. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Barbara Keer  
2601 Marian Lane 
Wilmette 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:21 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: tree ordinance meeting11/16/2021

 

From: bkorin@uchicago.edu <bkorin@uchicago.edu> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 3:56 PM 
To: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy 
<doddk@wilmette.com> 
Subject: tree ordinance meeting11/16/2021  
  
Dear Members of the Land Use Committee: 
 
I am writing to express my strong support of a stricter tree ordinance in our village. Not only do our trees add greatly to the 
beauty and character of Wilmette but they are also of great benefit to our environment. 
 
I have been disheartened to hear and see first hand how casually the village currently allows contractors to destroy 
mature, healthy trees just so they can build ever larger houses and remove ever more green space from the community. 
 
We are losing trees here at an alarming rate to disease and climate stress. Then, when healthy trees are allowed to be 
removed, the village pretends that replacing them with $35.00 saplings is an adequate trade-off. This is ridiculous, and 
you must all know it.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Brae Korin 
706 Laurel Avenue. 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:21 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Citizen comment for Land Use Committee

 

From: MARK KRAEMER <markkraemer@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 3:19 PM 
To: Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Citizen comment for Land Use Committee  
  

Dear Ms. Dodd, 
 
My name is Mark Kraemer. I have lived in Wilmette for 50 years.  
One of the things about Wilmette my wife and I are most proud of is our tree lined streets. 
The character of Wilmette is defined by our old growth trees-a resource that 
provides many benefits to residents. Soaring, healthy old growth trees 
look beautiful, but they also provide additional benefits beyond their 
appearance. 
 
Old growth trees help prevent flooding by absorbing storm water. 
They improve air quality, as they absorb pollution from the air we breathe. 
They reduce heat in the summer and provide natural air conditioning 
many communities don't have. They provide millions of dollars in benefits 
to the Village and improve our quality of life. They make Wilmette more 
attractive and healthy. In this age of increased carbon pollution, we need 
large old growth trees more than ever. 
 
That is why, as we consider ordinances governing the management of  
trees in Wilmette, I would like to see a greater effort to prevent the 
removal of healthy old growth trees. Ordinances that allow for the  
destruction of large valuable trees if they are replaced by small trees 
ignore the value of trees that have taken decades to grow. The benefits 
of old growth trees are thrown away when they are removed and replaced 
by saplings. 
 
Please recognize the incredible value of our healthy old growth trees 
and strengthen rules that can preserve them. We owe it to future 
generations to protect the old trees we have been privileged to enjoy while 
we are here.  
 
Please act to strengthen our ordinances protecting healthy, old growth trees. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark and Christine Kraemer 
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430 Laurel Ave. 
Wilmette, IL 
60091 
 
 



1

Norwood, Karen

From: Comment, Public
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:20 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Tree Preservation
Attachments: Highland Park Chapter 94 TREES AND SHRUBS from online 02 10 2021.pdf

 
 

From: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 4:54 PM 
To: Comment, Public <publiccomment@wilmette.com> 
Subject: FW: Tree Preservation 
 
 
 

From: Anne Nagle <annemnagle@gmail.com> 
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 at 11:46 AM 
To: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Tree Preservation 

Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files. 

Dear Gina 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to speak with you about improving Wilmette's Tree Preservation Ordinance. 
 
I had found these two publications from Falls Church, VA where they utilize a projected tree canopy coverage 
policy.  Four conifers are on their list.   
 
https://www.fallschurchva.gov/DocumentCenter/View/157/Urban‐Forestry‐Development‐Guidelines?bidId= 
 
This second document is also out of Church Falls.  It appears to be a discussion of incentives to preserve trees for both 
residents and developers.  
 
 https://fallschurch‐va.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=1015&meta_id=90419 
 
Highland Park's Tree Preservation Ordinance was one that Michael Brunk, IDNR forester recommended to me.  It is 
attached to this email.  Mr Brunk also sent me this article. I think it speaks well to the efforts / processes Highland Park 
has in place for tree preservation.  
 
 "Kaitlyn Pike completed and published her masters thesis studying how effective HP's ordinance was at preserving trees 
long‐term.  She looked at trees that went through construction up to 12 years ago and found about 75% of the trees 
intended to be preserved were still present." 
 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1618866720307317 
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Thanks for your service and commitment to our community.  Please know we have been very busy spreading the word 
for next week's LUC meeting. 

 

Sincerely, 

Anne 

 



Chapter 94 ‐ TREES AND SHRUBS 

ARTICLE I. ‐ STREET OR PARKWAY PLANTING 

Sec. 94.001. ‐ Trees, shrubs and fences upon street. 

It shall be unlawful for any person, firm or corporation to plant, maintain, or set out any tree, bush, 
shrub or plant in and upon any public right-of-way or parkway thereof within the corporate limits of the 
City except in the manner hereinafter specified in this Chapter; nor shall any person, firm or corporation 
place or maintain on any such right-of-way or parkway timbers, fences, rock gardens or shrubs, or 
ornamentation, except in accordance with the provisions set forth in this Chapter and in Section 93.063 of 
this Code 

(Ord. 39-83, J. 15, p. 0423, passed 8/15/83; Ord. 71-07, J. 33, p. 461-508, passed 9/24/07; Ord. 
45-10, J. 36, p. 193-195, passed 5/10/10) 

Sec. 94.002. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 71-07, J. 33, p. 461-508, passed 9/24/07; Section 93.064 Repealed and 
Reserved by Ord. 45-10, J. 36, p. 193-195, passed 5/10/10. 

Sec. 94.005. ‐ Species of trees permitted. 

No tree shall be planted on any parkway or public right-of-way except upon prior approval of the 
species of the tree by the City Forester. No low-hanging tree which might impair vision shall be planted on 
any parkway or any public right-of-way. No person shall plant any tree or shrub on any parkway or public 
right-of-way without first obtaining a permit therefor from the City Forester. 

(Ord. 39-83, J. 15, p. 0423, passed 8/15/83; Ord. 71-07, J. 33, p. 461-508, passed 9/24/07; Ord. 
71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.010. ‐ Limbs or trees dangerous to traffic or pedestrians. 

(A)  Any tree, bush, shrub, or plant which overhangs any public way in such a manner as to impede or 
interfere with traffic or travel on said public way or which obstructs the view of motorists at the 
intersection of streets shall be trimmed by the owner such public or private property on which said 
tree or shrub is planted so that the interference or obstruction is removed. 

(1)  In addition to the foregoing, there shall be prohibited in that portion of any public right-of-way 
located within the Vision Triangle all bushes and plantings, other than trees, which impede 
unobstructed vision from a vehicle at or approaching any intersection of public rights-of-way 
within the corporate limits of the City of Highland Park. 

(2)  Any tree or limb of a tree which has become dead, diseased, decayed or broken, or is likely to 
fall on or across any public way, shall be removed by the owner of such public or private 
property on which such tree stands or grows. 

(B)  Any such removal described in Subsection (A) above shall be accomplished within 20 days after the 
service of a notice requiring said trimming or removal. Said service shall be made upon said owner 
by the City Manager or his or her designee and shall be by personal service or by certified mail 
addressed to the owner or occupant of such public or private property. 



(1)  It shall thereupon become the duty of the owner of such public or private property to cause said 
tree, shrub, bush or plant to be trimmed or removed under the direction and supervision of the 
City Manager or his or her designee. 

(2)  If said trimming or removal, as the case may be, is not accomplished within the 20-day period 
aforementioned, the City may prosecute said owner for such failure or neglect and may in 
addition to such prosecution or as an alternative thereto, proceed with the trimming or removal 
of said tree, shrub, bush or plant and assess the cost therefor against the property owner. The 
cost of said trimming or removal shall be recoverable from the owner or owners of the property 
and may be foreclosed by the City pursuant to Section 11-20-15 of the Illinois Municipal Code, 
65 ILCS 5/11-20-15, as may be amended. 

(C)  The City shall have the right, but not the obligation, to trim or remove, at its initial cost and expense, 
any shrub, branch, or plant located in any public right-of-way that presents an imminent or 
substantial threat to the public health, safety, or welfare. Nothing in this Section 94.010(C) shall be 
deemed or interpreted as precluding the City from seeking reimbursement from the owner of a shrub, 
branch, or plant that is trimmed or removed pursuant to this Section 94.010(C). 

(Ord. 39-83, J. 15, p. 0423, passed 8/15/83; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.015. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 39-83, J. 15, p. 0423, passed 8/15/83. 

Sec. 94.020. ‐ Breaking, cutting or injuring tree in public way. 

No person, firm, or corporation shall remove, destroy, break, cut, deface, trim, or in any way injure or 
interfere with any tree, bush, shrub or plant growing in any public way of the City except by written permit 
of the City Manager. Provided, however, that nothing in this Section shall be construed to apply to the 
removal under the direction of the City of any root, tree, shrub, or part thereof whenever the same shall 
be found necessary in the construction of any sidewalk, sewer, pavement or other public improvement. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65) 

Sec. 94.025. ‐ Attaching wire, rope, or sign to tree prohibited. 

No person, firm or corporation shall fasten or attach any wire, rope, sign, handbill or other item to any 
tree, bush, shrub or plant growing in any public way. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65; Ord. 71-07, J. 33, p. 461-508, passed 9/24/07) 

Sec. 94.030. ‐ Utility pipes and wires not to injure tree or shrub. 

Any person or company maintaining any gas pipe, electric or telephone wire in the City shall, in the 
absence of provision in the franchise, maintain such pipes or wires in a manner to avoid injury to any tree, 
bush, shrub or plant in the public way. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65) 

Sec. 94.035. ‐ Obstructing air or water to tree or shrub. 



It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation except with a written permit from the City 
Manager to place or maintain upon the ground in any public street or parkway any stone, cement, or other 
impervious material or substance in such a manner as may obstruct the free access of air and water to 
the roots of any tree, plant, or shrub in any such public street or parkway unless otherwise provided for in 
such written permit. There must be maintained about the base of the trunk of each tree in such public 
street or parkway at least nine square feet of ground for a tree three inches in diameter and for every two 
inches of such diameter there must be an increase of at least one square foot of open ground. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65) 

Sec. 94.040. ‐ Permit required to remove tree from parkway or other property. 

If a tree is to be removed from a parkway or other public property, a permit therefor must be obtained 
from the City. If such a permit is approved, and unless the tree is diseased, dangerous, dying or dead, or 
is in accordance with this Chapter an undesirable or prohibited tree, a fee at the rate set forth in the 
Annual Fee Resolution shall be paid for such permit, or in lieu of the payment of such fee, a new tree of a 
species authorized by the City may be planted without expense to the City in the vicinity of the tree so 
removed. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65; Ord. 32-70, J. 8, p. 1, passed 4/27/70; Ord. 18-98, J. 24, 
p. 498-502, 2/23/98, Ord. 35-03, J. 29, p. 134, passed 5/27/03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, 
passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.045. ‐ Violation of Chapter held public nuisance. 

Any and all shrubs, trees or bushes now growing or hereafter set out, planted or raised in or upon 
the parkways of this City, in violation of the terms of this Chapter, are and each of them is hereby 
expressly declared a public nuisance and subject to treatment and abatement as such. Any such trees, 
shrubs, or bushes so raised or set out, contrary to law, may be abated as a common nuisance by any 
member of the Department of Public Works, Police Department, or Building Division. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

ARTICLE II. ‐ DISEASED, INFECTED OR INFESTED TREES 

Sec. 94.100. ‐ Dutch elm diseased trees declared nuisance. 

Trees of all species and varieties of elm or zelkova infected with the fungus Ceratostomella Ulmi are 
hereby declared to be a public nuisance and shall be removed from the City of Highland Park within 30 
days following notification given in accordance with the provisions of Section 94.115 of this Chapter of the 
discovery of such infection. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm or corporation, being the owner of 
property whereon such a tree is situated, to possess or keep such tree after the expiration of the 30 days 
following notification of the discovery of said infection. 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 26-67, passed 6/26/67; Ord. 14-69, J. 7, p. 314, 
passed 3/10/69; Ord. 18-98, J. 24, p. 498-502, 2/23/98; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 
12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.105. ‐ Elm Bark Beetle Breeding Places Declared Nuisance. 



Trees or parts thereof of elm or zelkova in a dead or dying condition that may serve as a breeding 
place for the European elm bark beetle, scolytus multistriatus, are hereby declared to be public 
nuisances, and it shall be unlawful for the person, firm or corporation owning property whereon the same 
is situated to possess or keep the same. 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 18-98, J. 24, p. 498-502, 2/23/98) 

Sec. 94.110. ‐ City Manager Charged with Enforcement. 

The City Manager is charged with enforcement of Sections 94.100, 94.105, and 94.140 of this 
Chapter, and to that end may enter upon private property at all reasonable hours for purposes of 
inspecting trees thereon, and may remove such specimens as are required for purposes of analysis to 
determine whether or not the same are infected. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm or corporation to 
prevent the City Manager or his representative entering on private property for purposes of carrying out 
his duties hereunder, or to interfere with such City Manager or his representative in the lawful 
performance of his duties under the provisions of such Sections. 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.115. ‐ Removal of Diseased, Infected or Infested Trees. 

(A)  The City Manager or his representative shall give to the owner of the premises where the public 
nuisance described in Sections 94.100, 94.105, or 94.140 of this Chapter is found, a written notice of 
the existence of such nuisance, and requiring the removal of same. Service of such notice shall be 
by personal service, or by registered mail addressed to the person to whom was sent the tax bill for 
general taxes for the last preceding year. 

(B)  An owner who receives a notice pursuant to Section 94.115(A) of this Chapter must remove the 
trees identified in the notice either: (1) within 30 days after receipt of the notice, if the notice is 
received between March 2 and September 30 of any calendar year; or (2) not later than April 1, if the 
notice is received between October 1 and March 1. 

(C)  The notice delivered pursuant to Section 94.115(A) of this Chapter shall also notify the owner of the 
premises that unless such nuisance is removed in compliance with the terms of this schedule, the 
City may prosecute the owner for such failure or neglect and may, in addition to such prosecution or 
as an alternative thereto, proceed with the removal of such nuisance and assess the costs thereof 
against that property owner. 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 26-67, passed 6/26/67; Ord. 14-69, J. 7, p. 314, 
passed 3/10/69; Ord. 56-71, J. 8, p. 430, passed 11/22/71; Ord. 18-98, J. 24, p. 498-502, 2/23/98; 
Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.120. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/56; Ord. 26-67, passed 6/26/67; Repealed 
and Reserved by Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09. 

Sec. 94.125. ‐ Duty of Owner to Remove Diseased, Infected or Infested Tree. 

Upon receipt of notice as prescribed in Section 94.115 of this Chapter, it shall thereupon become the 
duty of the owner of said premises to cause such tree or breeding place to be removed and destroyed in 
accordance with and under the direction and the supervision of the City Manager or his or her 
representative. If the City shall remove and destroy any tree or breeding place, all expenses incurred in 



connection therewith shall be assessed against the property owner. Upon written application from any 
property owner whose total household income is not more than the Low Income figures as established in 
the Income Eligibility Rates published by HUD effective July 1, 1979, as verified by the previous year's tax 
return, or such other proof of income submitted to and approved by the City Manager, the City Manager 
will cause such diseased tree to be removed by the City upon payment by the property owner in the 
amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution. 

(Ord. 51-79, J. 14, p. 0824, passed 11/12/79; Ord. 42-01, J. 27, p. 178-181, passed 7/9/01, Ord. 
35-03, J. 29, p. 134, passed 5/27/03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09; Ord. O67-
2019 , § 5, passed 10/15/19) 

Sec. 94.130. ‐ Diseased, Infected, or Infested Trees on City Property. 

Diseased, infected, or infested trees on City owned property shall be removed at the expense of the 
City. 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.135. ‐ Short Title. 

Sections 94.100 through 94.135 shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage, approval, 
recordation, and publication, as provided by law, and shall be known, referred to and recited as "The 
Highland Park Dutch Elm Disease Ordinance of 1957." 

(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57) 

Sec. 94.140. ‐ Diseased, Infected or Infested Trees Other Than Those Afflicted with Dutch Elm Disease. 

(A)  Upon recommendation of the City Forester, the City Manager may declare to be a public nuisance 
any species of tree that is afflicted with, or that serves or may serve as a breeding place for, a 
pandemic disease or pandemic insect pest. 

(B)  Notwithstanding Section 94.115(B) of this Chapter to the contrary, the owner of real property shall 
cause to be removed from the City any tree located on that property that has been declared to be a 
public nuisance pursuant to Section 94.140(A) of this Chapter, within 30 days following notification 
given in accordance with the provisions of Section 94.115 of this Chapter. 

(Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

ARTICLE III. ‐ TREES ON PRIVATE PROPERTY AND PARKWAYS 

Sec. 94.300. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 13-73, J. 10, p. 681, passed 3/26/73; Ord. 38-01, J. 27, p. 146-167, passed, 
6/25/01; Repealed and Reserved by Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09. 

Sec. 94.310. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 23-73, J. 10, p. 707, passed 5/29/73; Ord. 18-98, J. 24, p. 498-502, 2/23/98; 
Repealed and Reserved by Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09. 



Sec. 94.315. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 23-73, J. 10, p. 707, passed 5/29/73; Ord. 71-07, J. 33, p. 461-508, passed 
9/24/07; Repealed and Reserved by Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09. 

Sec. 94.320. ‐ Planting requirements for parkways. 

No building permit shall be issued for any new construction, nor for any addition to any existing 
building other than single family dwellings, except upon the payment by the applicant of a fee, in the 
amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution, for every 30 feet of frontage of parkway adjoining the 
premises to be improved, which money shall be used either to plant trees, of species and quality to be 
determined by the City Forester, in the adjoining parkway, or to replace and/or maintain trees in the 
adjoining parkway that have been or are likely to be damaged by activity for which the permit was issued. 
Any money not dedicated to the planting, replacement, or maintenance of trees shall be returned to the 
person who paid the fee. 

(Ord. 18-98, J. 24, p. 498-502, 2/23/98, Ord. 35-03, J. 29, p. 134, passed 5/27/03; Ord. 71-07, J. 
33, p. 461-508, passed 9/24/07; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.330. ‐ Maintenance. 

All trees and shrubs required by this Chapter shall be provided and maintained by the owner of the 
premises for which application for a permit is made, except that trees in the public parkway shall be 
maintained by the City of Highland Park. 

(Ord. 23-73, J. 10, p. 707, passed 5/29/73) 

ARTICLE IV. ‐ TREE PRESERVATION 

Sec. 94.401. ‐ Intent and Purpose. 

While allowing for reasonable improvement of land within the City, it is the stated public policy of the 
City to add to the Tree population within the City, where possible, and to maintain, to the greatest extent 
possible, existing Trees within the City. The planting of additional Trees and the preservation of existing 
Trees in the City is intended to accomplish, where possible, the following objectives: 

(A)  To preserve Trees as an important public resource enhancing the quality of life and the general 
welfare of the City and enhancing its unique character and physical, historical, and esthetic 
environment; 

(B)  To preserve the canopy and essential ecological character of those areas throughout the 
community that are heavily wooded; 

(C)  To enhance and preserve the air quality of the City through the filtering effect of Trees on air 
pollutants and replenishing the atmosphere with oxygen; 

(D)  To reduce noise within the City through the baffle and barrier effect of Trees on the spread of 
noise; 

(E)  To reduce topsoil erosion through the soil retention effect of Tree roots; 

(F)  To reduce energy consumption through the wind break and shade effects of Trees when they 
are properly placed on a Lot; 



(G)  To provide habitat and food for birds and other wildlife, including the preservation and 
enhancement of nesting areas for birds and other wildlife, which in turn assist in the control of 
insects; 

(H)  To reduce storm water runoff and topsoil erosion and the costs associated therewith and 
replenish ground water supplies; 

(I)  To protect and increase values; and 

(J)  To enhance economic stability by attracting businesses and visitors. 

(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09)) 

Sec. 94.402. ‐ Definitions and Construction. 

(A)  The language in the text of this Chapter shall be interpreted in accordance with the following rules 
of construction: 

(1)  The singular number includes the plural number, and the plural the singular; 

(2)  The word "shall" is mandatory; the word "may" is permissive; and 

(3)  The masculine gender includes the feminine and neuter. 

(B)  Whenever hereafter in this Chapter the following words and phrases are used, they shall, for the 
purposes of this Chapter, have the meanings respectively ascribed to them in this Subsection, 
except when the context otherwise indicates. 

Aggregate Diameter: The combined diameter of a multiple trunk Tree measured at Breast Height. 

Building Activity Area: That buildable area of a lot in which construction and building activities are to 
be limited and hence shall be the smallest possible area of a lot or parcel of land within which building 
activity may take place, including the entire area affected by building and grading activities related to the 
proposed construction, to be determined with maximum regard for existing Trees. 

Caliper: The diameter of a Tree trunk six inches (6") above the existing grade or proposed planted 
grade. Caliper is usually used in reference to nursery stock for new plantings. 

Canopy Zone: The area inscribed by the trunk branches and leaves of a Tree. 

Damage: Any act that results in the death, likely death, loss in value, loss in aesthetic value, or 
substantial destruction of a Tree, or causes the Tree to become diseased or a hazard to persons or 
property, as determined by the City Forester or his or her designee. 

Diameter Breast Height Or "DBH": The diameter of a Tree measured at four and one-half feet (4½') 
above the existing grade at the base of the Tree. 

General Contractor: An individual, partnership, corporation, association, joint venture, governmental 
entity, or commercial entity that is a property owner or directly contracts with a property owner and 
performs or manages a project on such owner's property that requires the issuance of a building permit. 

Heritage Tree: Any Tree of the following genera or species: 

All trees in the genus Quercus (Oaks) greater than or equal to 30" DBH; 

Ulmus Americana (American Elm) greater than or equal to 40" DBH; 

All trees in the genus Carya (Hickory) greater than or equal to 20" DBH; or 

All trees in the genus Juglans (Walnut) greater than or equal to 30" DBH 

Key Tree: Any Protected Tree of the following genera or species: 

Acer saccharum (Sugar Maple); 



All trees in the genus Carya (Hickory); 

Taxodium distichum (Bald Cypress); 

Celtis occidentalis (Hackberry); 

Ginkgo biloba (Ginkgo); 

Gymnocladus dioicus (Coffee tree); 

All trees in the genus Juglans (Walnut) 

Pseudotsuga menziesii (Douglas Fir); 

Pinus strobus (White Pine); 

Picea abies (Norway Spruce); 

Quercus velutina (Black Oak); 

Quercus macrocarpa (Burr Oak); 

Quercus alba (White Oak); 

Quercus rubra (Red Oak); or 

Quercus bicolor (Swamp White Oak). 

Lot or Lot of Record: A portion of platted land measured, set apart, and subdivided as a distinct 
parcel having its principal frontage upon a street and created and delineated upon a plat of subdivision or 
resubdivision approved by the Mayor and City Council of the City, and so recorded by the Recorder of 
Deeds of Lake County, Illinois. 

Pandemic: Prevalent al over a wide geographical area of Lake County, the State of Illinois, the 
United States of America, or the world. 

Plant Palette: A list of species of plants that, in the opinion of the City Forester, are: (i) native to the 
City or to the surrounding area; (ii) not likely to harm other plants in the City; and (iii) reasonably likely to 
grow successfully in the City. The Plant Palette is divided into three categories: ;Deciduous Shade 
(Category A), Evergreen (Category B), and Deciduous Ornamental (Category C). 

Protected Tree: Any Tree having a diameter of eight inches (8") DBH or larger or having an 
Aggregate Diameter of 15 inches DBH or larger, except any tree in the genera Rhamnus (Buckthorn) or 
Salix (Willow). 

Regulated Public Utility: Any utility certified by the Illinois Commerce Commission to provide service 
to any customer within the corporate limits of the City of Highland Park. 

Remove or Removal: The causing or accomplishing of the actual physical removal of a Tree, or the 
effective removal through damaging, poisoning, or other direct or indirect action resulting in, or likely to 
result in, the death of a Tree. 

Root Zone: The area inscribed by an imaginary line on the ground beneath a Tree having its center 
point at the center of the trunk of the Tree and having a radius equal to one foot (1') for every inch of 
DBH. 

Steep Slope Zone: "Steep Slope Zone" shall have the meaning set forth in Section 150.202 of 
Chapter 150 of this Code. 

Tree: A self-supporting, woody plant, together with its root system, having a well-defined stem or 
trunk or a multi-stemmed trunk system, a more or less well defined crown, and a mature height of at least 
eight feet. "Tree" shall not include trees in containers or nursery stock trees maintained for resale. 



Tree Maintenance: The causing or accomplishment of actual physical actions taken to promote the 
health, condition, and form of trees, including, but not limited to, pruning, watering, fertilizing, bracing, 
cabling, and improving the condition of the roots, trunk and canopy of trees. 

Tree Preservation Area: Those areas of a Lot or parcel of land within which all Trees with a six inch 
DBH or larger shall be protected. 

Tree Preservation Plan: A written plan having text and/or graphic illustrations indicating the methods 
which are to be used to preserve existing Trees during construction, which plan shall: ;(i) include a Tree 
Survey; and (ii) depict the proposed placement of all utility service lines on the subject property. 

Tree Removal Permit: That permit required by this Chapter to be issued in order to Remove: 

1.  Any Protected, Key or Heritage Tree within the corporate limits of the City; or 

2.  Any Tree in the Steep Slope Zone within the corporate limits of the City. 

Tree Survey: A graphic display of all existing Trees upon the Lot with a six inch (6") DBH or greater, 
which survey shall also contain the approximate outline of the Root Zone of each such Tree. If requested 
by the City Forester, the survey shall also identify the size and species of each Tree, and an opinion, from 
a certified arborist, of the condition and form of each Tree. 

Vision Triangle: "Vision Triangle" shall have the meaning set forth in Section 150.202 of Chapter 150 
of this Code. 

Zoning Code: Chapter 150 of this Code. 

(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 38-01, J. 27, p. 146-167, passed, 6/25/01; 
Ord. 56-03, J. 29, p. 203-209, passed 9-22-03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.403. ‐ General Regulations. 

(A)  It shall be unlawful for any person to Remove or Damage, any Protected, Key or Heritage Tree prior 
to issuance by the City of a Tree Removal Permit therefor. Tree Removal Permits authorizing the 
Removal of Protected, Key or Heritage Trees under the provisions of this Section 94.403 may be 
issued by the City for the following reasons: 

(1)  The Protected, Key or Heritage Tree is dead or dying; 

(2)  The Protected, Key or Heritage Tree is diseased; 

(3)  The Protected, Key or Heritage Tree is damaged or injured to the extent that it is likely to die or 
become diseased, or that it constitutes a hazard to persons or property; 

(4)  Removal of the Protected or Key Tree is consistent with good forestry practices; 

(5)  Removal of the Protected or Key Tree is deemed appropriate by the City Forester in his or her 
professional judgment; and/or . 

(6)  Removal of the Protected or Key Tree will avoid or alleviate an economic hardship or hardship 
of another nature on the Lot or residence located on the Lot. 

(B)  The City Forester shall not issue a Tree Removal Permit pursuant to this Section 94.403, except 
upon: (1) receipt of a completed application therefor, pursuant to Section 94.405 of this Chapter; and 
(2) a determination that issuance of the requested Tree Removal Permit is authorized pursuant to 
Section 94.403(A) of this Chapter. 

(C)  Replacement of Trees: 

(1)  Except as provided in Section 94.403(C) (2) of this Chapter, replacement trees shall be planted 
pursuant to this Section 94.403(C) upon a determination by the City Forester pursuant to 
Section 94.404(B) (6) of this Chapter that replacement trees are required, or upon the removal 
of any Protected, Key or Heritage Tree in each of the following instances: 



(a)  The Tree was removed pursuant to the Tree Removal Permit issued pursuant to Sections 
94.403(A) (6) or 94.407 of this Chapter; 

(b)  The Tree had been Damaged by other than natural causes; or 

(c)  The Tree has been Removed without a Tree Removal Permit or in violation of a Tree 
Removal Permit. 

(2)  Notwithstanding Section 94.403(C)(1) of this Chapter, no tree replacement shall be required 
pursuant to this Section 94.403(C) for the removal of a Protected or Key Tree that is consistent 
with good forestry practices, as determined by the City Forester in his or her sole and absolute 
discretion. 

(3)  If tree replacement is required pursuant to this Section 94.403(C), each Removed Protected 
Tree shall be replaced with two new Trees or saplings, of a species chosen from any Category 
of the Plant Palette, of not less than three inches caliper; provided, however, that a new Tree 
may be less than three inches caliper if the new Tree is an evergreen Tree or a multistemmed 
Tree and is at least eight feet in height. If the Protected Tree is also a Key Tree, then the 
requirements of Section 94.403(C)(4) of this Chapter shall supersede this Section 94.403(C)(3). 
If the Protected Tree is also a Heritage Tree, then the requirements of Section 94.403(C)(5) 
shall supersede this Section 94.403(C)(3). 

(4)  If tree replacement is required pursuant to this Section 94.403(C), each Removed Key Tree 
shall be replaced with three new Trees or saplings, of a species chosen from Categories A or B 
(but not Category C) of the Plant Palette, of not less than three inches caliper; provided, 
however that a new Tree may be less than three inches caliper if the new Tree is an evergreen 
Tree or a multistemmed Tree and is at least eight feet (8') in height. If the Key Tree is also a 
Heritage Tree, then the requirements of Section 94.403(C)(5) of this Chapter shall supersede 
this Section 94.403(C)(4). 

(5)  If tree replacement is required pursuant to this Section 94.403(C), each Removed Heritage 
Tree shall be replaced with four new Trees or saplings, of a species chosen from Category A 
(but not Categories B or C) of the Plant Palette, of not less than three inches caliper. 

(6)  In the event that the City Forester determines, in his or her sole and absolute discretion, that 
the full replacement of Trees required by this Section 94.403(C) would result in unreasonable 
crowding of Trees upon the Lot, the permittee shall pay the City a fee in lieu of making such 
replacement in kind, in the amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution. 

(7)  For all Tree Removal Permits issued in connection with projects requiring building permits, all 
tree replacement required pursuant to this Section 94.403(C) shall be completed within six 
months after the date of issuance of a Conditional Certificate of Occupancy pursuant to Chapter 
170 of this Code. Upon request, the City Council shall have the right, but not the obligation, to 
grant an extension of not more than six months for the completion of all tree replacement 
required pursuant to this Section 94.403. 

(D)  If tree replacement is not required pursuant to Section 94.403(C) of this Chapter, the permittee is 
encouraged to replace a Removed Protected, Key or Heritage Tree that was diseased, dead, dying, 
or damaged from natural causes. 

(E)  A Tree in the Steep Slope Zone shall not be Removed or Damaged except in accordance with the 
applicable provisions of this Section 94.403 and of Article XIX of Zoning Code. In the event of a 
conflict between the provisions of this Section 94.403 and the provisions of Article XIX of Zoning 
Code, the provisions of Article XIX of the Zoning Code shall control. 

(F)  Except as provided in Sections 94.403(A)(1) through 94.403(A)(3) of this Chapter, no Tree Removal 
Permit shall be issued pursuant to this Section 94.403 for a Heritage Tree except upon approval by 
the Zoning Board of Appeals, in accordance with Section 94.407 of this Chapter. 



(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 38-01, J. 27, p. 146-167, passed, 6/25/01; 
Ord. 56-03, J. 29, p. 203-209, passed 9-22-03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.404. ‐ Tree Preservation Involving Construction. 

(A)  In connection with projects requiring building permits, a Tree Preservation Plan shall be filed with 
the building permit application. All buildings, building additions, and other structures (including but 
not limited to driveways) shall be located upon a Lot or parcel of land in such a way as to minimize 
Tree Damage and/or Removal, consistent with the various setback requirements of the Zoning Code 
of the City. The Tree Preservation Plan shall specify the following: 

(1)  Tree Preservation Area and Building Activity Area upon the Lot or parcel of land for which a 
building permit application has been filed; and 

(2)  The name of the General Contractor. 

(B)  Except as provided in Sections 94.403(A)(1) through 94.403(A)(3) of this Chapter, no Tree Removal 
Permit shall be issued to an applicant for a building permit unless the City finds that all reasonable 
efforts have been undertaken in the architectural layout and design of the proposed development to 
preserve existing Protected, Key and Heritage Trees, in accordance with the following: 

(1)  Building placement and driveway, walkway and parking areas shall be designed in such a way 
as to avoid unnecessary removal of Protected, Key and Heritage Trees. 

(2)  The required drainage and grading plan shall be developed in such a way as to avoid removal 
of Protected, Key and Heritage Trees wherever possible and to protect remaining Protected, 
Key and Heritage Trees and Trees with a six inch (6") DBH or larger located in the Tree 
Preservation Area from risk of loss through change in grade or moisture. 

(3)  All utility lines shall be augured through tree preservation areas unless the City Forester or his 
or her designee provides written authorization of an alternative procedure. A copy of the Tree 
Preservation Plan and this Chapter shall be submitted to the appropriate Regulated Public 
Utilities by the General Contractor in order to alert said Regulated Public Utilities to the 
proposed placement of the regulated utility service lines. 

(4)  Preliminary landscape planning shall have been accomplished to reflect Tree replacement 
required by this Chapter and shall include preservation of existing healthy Protected, Key and 
Heritage Trees. 

(5)  The Root Zone and Canopy Zone of Protected, Key and Heritage Trees on Lots adjacent to the 
Lot in question on which construction activity will take place shall be carefully reviewed and 
considered during the preparation of the Tree Preservation Plan. Every effort should be made 
during the architectural layout and design of the proposed development to preserve Protected, 
Key and Heritage Trees on adjacent Lots through sensitivity to the Root Zones and Canopy 
Zones of said Trees. If the Tree Survey and Tree Preservation Plan show an impact of the 
planned construction activity on a Heritage Tree, its Root Zone or Canopy Zone, wherever 
located, then the City Forester must approve the Plan in writing prior to commencement of the 
construction activity. 

(6)  If, notwithstanding the decision of the owner to preserve a Protected, Key or Heritage Tree 
impacted by the placement of a building, driveway, walkway or parking area, the City Forester 
determines, in exercise of his professional judgment, that there exists a substantial likelihood 
that the impacted tree would die within a year from date of construction completion as a result, 
either directly or indirectly, of the construction activity, then the City Forester may require the 
owner to plant replacement trees as required pursuant to Section 94.403(C) of this Chapter. 
The replacement tree must be planted within six months after the date of written notice to the 
owner of the City Forester's decision to require planting of the replacement tree. 

(C)  Except when a Tree Removal Permit has been issued pursuant to Sections 94.403(A)(1), 
94.403(A)(2), or 94.403(A)(3) of this Chapter, no building permit shall be issued to an applicant for a 



building permit by the City unless the approved Tree Survey and Tree Preservation Plan have been 
filed with the building permit application and unless the General Contractor installs required 
protective fencing prior to construction, which fencing shall be inspected and approved by the City 
Forester. The General Contractor shall be responsible for the construction, erection, and 
maintenance of temporary fencing or other physical barrier around Tree Preservation Areas so that 
all Protected, Key and Heritage Trees and Trees with a six inch (6") DBH or larger in Tree 
Preservation Areas shall be preserved and the Tree Preservation Area shall be protected physically 
from the Building Activity Area. All required protective fencing or other physical barrier must be in 
place around the Tree Preservation Area and approved by the City Forester prior to beginning 
construction. The fencing or other physical barrier must remain in place during the entire construction 
period to prevent impingement of construction vehicles, materials, spoils, and equipment into or upon 
the Tree Preservation Area. All fencing shall be of a rigid material (i.e., wood lathe, chain-link, etc.) 
and must be secured to metal posts driven into the ground, spaced no further than ten feet (10') 
apart. 

(1)  Work shall not begin on the Lot until the Lot has been inspected by the City for compliance with 
the Tree Preservation Plan. Once the City approves the placement of fencing or a physical 
barrier, the fencing or physical barrier may not be removed by any party unless prior written 
approval is obtained by the City Forester or his or her designee. 

(2)  An approved Tree Preservation Plan shall be available on the Lot before work commences and 
at all times during construction of the project. The General Contractor shall be responsible for 
notifying all other contractors working on the Lot and the owners of property contiguous to the 
Lot of the existence of the Tree Preservation Plan. 

(D)  During construction, all reasonable steps necessary to prevent the Damage of Protected, Key and 
Heritage Trees (other than those specified by the City Forester to be Removed) shall be taken, 
including, but not limited to the following: 

(1)  No construction activity, movement, and/or placement of equipment or material or spoils 
storage shall be permitted outside the Building Activity Area, or within the Tree Preservation 
Area, or Canopy Zone of Protected Trees, unless approved in advance by the City Forester or 
his or her designee. 

(2)  No excess soil, additional fill, liquids, or construction debris shall be placed within the Root 
Zone of any Tree that is required to be preserved. 

(3)  Appropriate protective fencing shall be temporarily installed for protection of remaining 
Protected Trees. After installation of the fencing, the fencing may not be moved, altered, 
changed, or removed until completion of the work, without the prior written permission of the 
City Forester or his or her designee. 

(4)  No attachments, fences or wires, other than those approved for bracing, guying or wrapping, 
shall be attached to Trees during the construction period. 

(5)  The permittee shall undertake all Tree maintenance measures indicated on the Tree 
Preservation Plan before, during, and after construction, which measures may include, without 
limitation, root pruning of Protected, Key or Heritage Trees. 

(6)  Unless otherwise authorized by the Tree Removal Permit, no soil is to be removed from within 
the Root Zone of any Protected, Key or Heritage Tree that is to remain. 

(7)  The Building Activity Area within the construction site shall be rough graded and backfilled in 
accordance with standards established by the City Manager and only after inspection by the 
City shall the contractor be permitted to begin additional site preparation work. 

(8)  All utilities, including service lines, shall be installed in accordance with the Tree Preservation 
Plan. Regulated Public Utilities which have been notified of the Tree Preservation Plan in 
accordance with Section 94.404(B)(3) of this Chapter shall be responsible for adhering to the 
Tree Preservation Plan during installation of necessary utility service lines. 



(E)  It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to fail to abide by the terms of any Tree 
Preservation Plan pursuant to which a building permit or Tree Removal Permit has been issued 
including all Regulated Public Utilities. 

(F)  A stop work order may be issued by the City as provided in the applicable provisions of this Code, 
and in the following additional circumstances: 

(1)  The Removal of a Protected, Key or Heritage Tree has been undertaken without first having 
obtained the necessary Tree Removal Permit; 

(2)  The required protective fencing has been damaged, destroyed, removed, or otherwise 
rendered ineffective for the purpose for which it was required; 

(3)  The necessary precautions as specified in the Tree Preservation Plan were not undertaken 
before construction commenced, and/or Damage to Protected, Key or Heritage Trees has 
occurred or is likely to occur during construction; or 

(4)  The Building Activity Area within the construction site was not rough graded or not backfilled in 
accordance with the standards established by the City Manager or additional site preparation 
work was commenced before an inspection of the construction site by the City. 

The stop work order shall be in effect until such time as the permittee complies with the 
appropriate regulations or, in the case of existing or likely Damage to Protected, Key or Heritage 
Trees, takes corrective action acceptable to the City to mitigate any Damage to any such Trees. 

(G)  The fee for the removal of a stop work order shall be in the amount established by the Annual Fee 
Resolution. (Ord, 31-01, J. 27, p. 128-129, passed 5/29/01) 

(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 31-01, J. 27, p. 128-129, passed 5/29/01; 
Ord. 56-03, J. 29, p. 203-209, passed 9/22/03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.405. ‐ Application for Tree Removal Permits. 

(A)  An applicant for a Tree Removal Permit shall file an application therefor with the City Forester, 
which application shall contain, without limitation, the following: 

(1)  Name and address of applicant; 

(2)  Commonly known address of Lot or property where the Protected, Key or Heritage Tree(s) 
sought to be Removed is located; 

(3)  A written statement indicating the reason for Removal of the Protected, Key or Heritage 
Tree(s); 

(4)  A general description of all Protected, Key or Heritage Trees to be Removed, including species 
and size; 

(5)  Name and address of the contractor or other person who is proposed as having responsibility 
for Tree Removal; and 

(6)  Payment of a Tree Removal Permit fee, as required pursuant to Section 94.4055(C) of this 
Chapter. 

(B)  In the event a Tree Removal Permit is sought in connection with construction requiring a building 
permit, the application shall also be accompanied by: 

(1)  The Tree Survey of the lot which shall be drawn on a scale of not less than 1"=30' and shall 
show all Trees with a DBH of six inches (6") or greater and include a listing of the species of 
each Tree with a DBH of six inches (6") or greater which will be impacted by the construction 
activity. For sites on which development activity is to occur on less than the entirety of the site, 
the City may provide that the Tree Survey exclude those portions of the site which it determines 
will not be affected by the development activities; 



(2)  A Tree Preservation Plan in conformance with the requirements of Section 94.404; and 

(3)  A report from a certified arborist, if required by the City. The arborist's report shall identify the 
tree species, the condition, and size of each tree on the property and on adjacent property in 
instances where construction activities may impact a Protected, Key or Heritage Tree on the 
adjacent property. The report shall also incorporate (i) the Tree Preservation Plan, and (ii) a tree 
damage mitigation plan, identifying the method by which the applicant will mitigate likely 
damage occurring to other trees before, during and after construction as a result of the 
proposed activity. 

(C)  Fees. 

(1)  Prior to the issuance of a Tree Removal Permit pursuant to this Chapter, the applicant shall 
pay a fee in the amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution; provided, however, that no fee 
shall be required for any Tree Removal Permit that: (a) is not sought in connection with work for 
which a building permit is required pursuant to this Code; and (b) is issued pursuant to Sections 
94.403(A)(1), 94.403(A)(2) or 94.403(A)(3) of this Chapter. 

(2)  In the event that a Tree authorized to be removed pursuant to this Chapter is a Protected Tree 
that is also a Key Tree, the fee set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution for removal of a Key Tree 
shall apply. In the event that a Tree authorized to be removed pursuant to this Chapter is a 
Protected Tree that is also a Heritage Tree, the fee rate for a Heritage Tree shall apply. In the 
event that a 

Tree authorized to be removed pursuant to this Chapter is a Protected Tree that is also a Key Tree 
and a Heritage Tree, the fee rate for a Heritage Tree shall apply. 

(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.406. ‐ Emergencies. 

(A)  In order to avoid danger or hazard to persons or property, during emergency conditions requiring 
the immediate cutting or Removal of a Protected. Key or Heritage Tree(s), a Tree Removal Permit 
will be issued by the City without formal application as otherwise required pursuant to Section 94.405 
of this Chapter. 

(B)  In the event of such an emergency, it shall be lawful to proceed with the cutting of the Tree or Trees 
to the extent necessary to avoid immediate danger or hazard. In such event the person causing the 
cutting shall report the action taken to the City within 48 hours thereof. 

(Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.407. ‐ Removal of Heritage Trees in Good Condition. 

Except as provided in Sections 94.403(A)(1) through 94.403(A)(3) of this Chapter, no Tree Removal 
Permit for a Heritage Tree shall be issued except upon approval by the Zoning Board of Appeals in 
accordance with the following: 

(A)  Procedure. 

(1)  Application. An applicant for a Tree Removal Permit for a Heritage Tree shall file an 
application therefor, which application shall include, without limitation: (a) all information 
required pursuant to Section 94.405 of this Chapter; and (b) a report from a certified 
arborist, which report shall contain, without limitation, all information required pursuant to 
Section 94.405(B)(3) of this Chapter. 

(2)  Notice. Not less than 15 days prior to the meeting at which the application for the 
requested variations is to be considered, the applicant shall deliver written notice of the 



application, via United States Mail, to the owners of all properties that are (a) continuous to 
the property that is the subject of the application, or (b) located across a public or private 
street, alley, or easement of any type and immediately opposite the property that is the 
subject of the application. The notice shall list the date, time, and place of the meeting at 
which the application is to be considered, the applicant's name, the address of the 
property, and a brief description of the tree proposed to be removed. 

(3)  Public Meeting. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall consider the requested variations at a 
public meeting commenced within 30 days after receipt by the City Forester of the 
application for the Tree Removal Permit and upon compliance with the applicable notice 
requirements set forth in Section 94.407(A)(2) of this Chapter. 

(4)  Decision. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall either approve, approve with conditions, or 
deny the requested Tree Removal Permit. The decision of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
shall be forwarded in writing to the applicant not later than the date that is 30 days after the 
date of the decision. 

(B)  Standards. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall not approve the issuance of a Tree Removal 
Permit pursuant to this Section 94.407 except upon making each of the findings of fact set forth 
in Section 94.407(B)(1) of this Chapter and at least two of the findings of fact set forth in Section 
94.407(B)(2) of this Chapter: 

(1)  Mandatory Findings. 

(a)  Removal of the Heritage Tree will not alter the essential character of the 
neighborhood; 

(b)  Removal of the Heritage Tree will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare 
or injurious to the enjoyment, use, development or value of other property or 
improvements in the neighborhood; 

(c)  Removal of the Heritage Tree will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to 
adjacent property, increase the danger of fire, impair natural drainage or create 
drainage problems on adjacent properties, endanger the public safety, nor 
substantially diminish or impair property values in the neighborhood; 

(d)  There are no practicable alternatives to the proposed removal of the Heritage Tree, 
given the nature of the property and any proposed improvements to the property; and 

(e)  Removal of the Heritage Tree necessary for reasonable use of the property. 

(2)  Selective Findings. 

(a)  Removal of the Heritage Tree is necessary due to a hardship that has not been 
created by any person presently having a proprietary interest in the property, and is 
not the result of any action or inaction of the owner; 

(b)  Removal of the Heritage Tree is not requested merely due to the inability of the 
owner or occupant to enjoy some special privilege or additional right not available to 
owners or applicants of other lots within the zoning district in which it is located, nor 
merely due to a desire to make more money from the property, but upon a desire to 
facilitate the applicant's reasonable use of the property; 

(c)  Removal of the Heritage Tree is necessary due to unusual circumstances unique to 
the property, and that are not generally applicable to other property within the same 
zoning district; and/or 

(d)  The particular physical surroundings or topographical condition of the property 
(including, without limitation, the presence of an existing use, structure, or sign, 
whether conforming or legally non-conforming; irregular or substandard shape or size; 
exceptional topographical features; or other extraordinary physical conditions) results 
in a particular hardship upon the owner, as distinguished from a mere inconvenience, 
if the Heritage Tree were not removed. 



(C)  Tree Replacement. The applicant for a Tree Removal Permit approved pursuant to this Section 
94.407 shall provide all replacement trees required pursuant to Section 94.403(C) of this 
Chapter. 

(Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09) 

Sec. 94.408. ‐ Reserved. 

Editor's note— Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 56-03, J. 29, p. 203-209, 
passed 9-22-03; Repealed and Reserved by Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-279, passed 12/14/09. 

Sec. 94.501. ‐ Fertilizers Containing Phosphorus. [Effective June 1, 2010] 

(A)  Definitions. Wherever the following words or phrases are used, they shall, for purposes of this 
Section 94.501, have the meanings ascribed to them in this Section 94.501(A), except when the 
context otherwise indicates. 

Fertilizer shall mean a substance containing nitrogen, phosphorus, potash or any other recognized 
plant nutrient element or compound which is used primarily for its plant nutrient content. "Fertilizer" shall 
not include the following natural products: agricultural limestone, sea solids, or unprocessed manure that 
have not been chemically manipulated, altered, or changed; burnt or hydrated lime; sewage sludge 
produced by any sanitary treatment facility; or pesticides that are used pursuant to the Illinois Pesticide 
Act of 1974 or the Standard Pest Control Act, as may be amended. 

Fertilizer containing phosphorus shall mean any fertilizer, whether liquid, granular, or solid, which 
contains any amount of inorganic phosphorus or other compound containing inorganic phosphorus, 
including, without limitation, phosphate. 

(B)  Use Prohibited. No person shall apply to any area within the City any fertilizer containing 
phosphorus, except in the following circumstances: 

(1)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus may be applied to turf and lawn areas in which the ambient 
phosphorus content is below median phosphorus levels for typical area soils, pursuant to the 
following: 

(a)  No fertilizer containing phosphorus shall be applied pursuant to this Section 94.501(B)(1) 
except upon the prior written approval by the City Forester of a soil test, submitted by the 
applicant at its sole cost and expense, confirming the ambient phosphorus content of the 
turf or lawn area to which the applicant proposes to apply fertilizer containing phosphorus. 

(b)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus shall only be applied pursuant to this Section 
94.501(B)(1) at a volume or concentration of phosphorus necessary to permit the turf or 
lawn area to contain phosphorus levels equal to the median phosphorus levels for typical 
area soils. 

(c)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus applied pursuant to this Section 94.501(B)(1) shall be 
integrated into the soil so that it is immobilized and generally protected from loss by 
stormwater runoff. 

(d)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus shall only be applied pursuant to this Section 
94.501(B)(1) in accordance with any and all conditions imposed by the City Forester in his 
or her sole and absolute discretion. 

(2)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus may be applied for agricultural uses, vegetable and flower 
gardens, trees and shrubs, and indoor plants. 

(3)  Fertilizer containing phosphorus may be applied to newly established turf or lawn areas during 
their first growing season. 



(4)  Naturally occurring phosphorus in unadulterated natural or organic fertilizing products, such as 
yard waste compost, biosolids or other similar materials that are organic in nature, may be 
applied at any location within the City. 

(C)  Required Posting of Signs. Any person, firm, or corporation who sells any fertilizer at retail shall be 
required to post a sign or signs at the point of sale or display for fertilizer, which sign shall (1) be 
clearly readable, (2) be conspicuously posted within each aisle containing fertilizer for sale at retail, 
and (3) contain the following text: SECTION 94.501 OF THE HIGHLAND PARK CITY CODE 
RESTRICTS THE APPLICATION OF FERTILIZER CONTAINING INORGANIC PHOSPHORUS TO 
LAWN OR TURF AREAS IN THE CITY. 

(D)  Penalty. Any person who violates any provision of this Section 94.501 shall be fined in an amount 
no less than $200.00 and no more than $500.00 per offense. Each day on or during which any 
person violates any of the provisions of this Section 94.501 shall constitute a separate and distinct 
offense. 

(Ord. 72-09, J. 35, p. 280-283, passed 12/14/09) (Section 94.501 added by Ord. 72-09, J. 35, p. 
280-283, passed 12/14/09) 

ARTICLE V. ‐ REPEALER AND PENALTY 

Sec. 94.998. ‐ Repeal of conflicting ordinances. 

All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the provisions of Sections 94.001 through 
94.045 are hereby expressly repealed. The provisions hereof shall be deemed to supersede and repeal 
the provisions of an ordinance entitled "An Ordinances Prohibiting the Planting, Setting Out or 
Maintenance of Trees, Shrubs or Other Plants in the Public Streets and Parkways in the City of Highland 
Park", passed April 21, 1947 and recorded April 22, 1947. 

(Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65). 

Sec. 94.999. ‐ Penalty. 

(A)  Whoever violates any of the provisions of Sections 94.001 through 94.045 shall be fined in the 
amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution. 

(B)  Whoever violates any of the provisions of Sections 94.100 to 94.140 shall be fined in the amount 
set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution. Each day during which a violation of such Sections continues 
or is permitted shall be construed a separate and distinct offense. Imposition of any penalty for a 
violation shall not be construed as a waiver of the right of the City to collect the costs of removal of 
such nuisances in accordance with the provisions of such Sections, when the City has removed such 
nuisances in accordance with provisions of Sections 94.100 to 94.140. 

(C)  Whoever violates any of the provisions of Sections 94.320 or 94.330, or who shall interfere with the 
execution or enforcement thereof, shall be fined in the amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution 
for each shrub or tree not provided as therein required. 

(D)  Whoever violates any of the provisions of Sections 94.403 through 94.406 shall be punished by a 
fine of in the amount set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution for each such violation. A separate and 
distinct violation shall be deemed to have occurred for: (1) each Protected, Key or Heritage Tree 
unlawfully Removed, unlawfully Damaged, and/or not replaced in violation of Sections 94.403 
through 94.406; and (2) each day that such violation exists. 

(E)  Whoever violates any of the provisions of Section 94.407 shall be punished by a fine in the amount 
set forth in the Annual Fee Resolution for each such violation. A separate and distinct violation shall 
be deemed to have occurred for: (1) each Heritage Tree unlawfully Removed, unlawfully Damaged, 
and/or not replaced in violation of Section 94.407; and (2) each day that such violation exists. 



(Ord. 1016, J. 4, p. 1016, passed 9/23/57; Ord. 23-65, J. 6, p. 86, passed 7/12/65; Ord. 14-69, J. 
7, p. 314, passed 3/10/69; Ord. 23-73, J. 10, p. 707, passed 5/29/73; Ord. 11-00, J. 26, p. 087-
098, passed 2/28/00; Ord. 56-03, J. 29, p. 203-209, passed 9-22-03; Ord. 71-09, J. 35, p. 255-
279, passed 12/14/09; Ord. 33-14, J. 40, p. 99-102) 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Comment, Public
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:20 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Wilmette Tree Ordinance

 
 

From: Kennedy, Gina <kennedyg@wilmette.com>  
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 4:54 PM 
To: Comment, Public <publiccomment@wilmette.com> 
Subject: FW: Wilmette Tree Ordinance 
 
 
 

From: Heather Palmer <heatherpalmer00@gmail.com> 
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 at 7:46 AM 
To: Barrow, Peter <barrowp@wilmette.com>, Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>, Kennedy, Gina 
<kennedyg@wilmette.com> 
Cc: tom palmer <tomkpalmer@gmail.com> 
Subject: Wilmette Tree Ordinance 

Hello Wilmette Land Use Committee Members, 
My name is Heather Palmer and I've lived in Wilmette since 1992. I am emailing to request that you strongly support a 
robust tree ordinance once again for our village.  
 
I am always surprised to be reminded by friends and colleagues who do not live in Wilmette how much they love our 
town because of the trees. Visitors frequently remark how beautiful our old trees are and how much they contribute to 
the community feel of our village. They remark that the community feels old and settled and homey. As someone who 
lives in a neighborhood with many tear‐downs, I have seen how readily contractors cut down virtually every tree on a 
house lot to make way for easy development of large houses. I would sincerely like more thought to go into the too‐easy 
and often unnecessary removal of our town treasures.  
 
In 2000, my husband and I moved into our second Wilmette home which was built around 1912 and sits on a property 
whose backyard held 4 huge, old oaks and a shag‐bark hickory. We mourned having to cut down one of these trees this 
past year that had died. We suspect another of these oaks is not far behind. Knowing how hard it is to lose even an old 
tree that has lived out its time, it is sad to think that developers are given little pushback or deterrent from removing 
other remaining 50‐100 year old trees. The interests of community members who live here and cherish the trees should 
carry more weight than the profit‐seeking developers who wish only to clear lots, put up houses, and leave.  
 
Thank you for considering measures that will keep the canopy and all the benefits that trees provide. 
Sincerely, 
Heather Palmer 
1335 Gregory Ave. 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Comment, Public
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:20 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Land Use Committee: Importance of Strong Protections for the Village Trees

 
 

From: Michele Thorne <thornemh@aol.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 7:04 AM 
To: Barrow, Peter <barrowp@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>; Kennedy, Gina 
<kennedyg@wilmette.com>; Comment, Public <publiccomment@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Land Use Committee: Importance of Strong Protections for the Village Trees 
 
Dear Village of Wilmette Trustees serving on the Land Use Committee, 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to share my concerns regarding the preservation of trees in Wilmette. I urge you please 
to listen to our advocates from Go Green Wilmette and their recommendations on rules to preserve our trees.  
 
We often forget that just as Houston is a coastal community, so is Wilmette. Houston has been prone to dramatic 
water control issues. Houston has suffered from poor planning and a short term growth mentality, excess real estate 
development, removing natural areas, chipping at the coast, and extracting minerals and ground water.  
 
Similarly, in the 27 years that I have lived in Wilmette, over development has been constant. It does not take an 
engineer or an environmentalist to know that there will be problems when we fill in the spaces where water is meant 
to go and fail to maintain the tree and plant growth. 
 
Without trees, rain runs off soil and into rivers and the lake, raising the water levels. Trees help keep soil in place. 
Their roots soak up water. Even trees' leaves help prevent flooding. When raindrops bounce off them, the water 
doesn't hit the ground as hard. 
 

We finally addressed at great taxpayer cost the issue of stormwater, an issue that has been on the village’s plate for 
some fifteen years or more. We also know that the changes likely will not fully address all the stormwater problems 
in the future. Trees are part of the long term solution. 
 
In addition, trees produce oxygen, with larger, older trees being the most productive. Trees remove pollutants from 
the air. Trees reduce building energy use by lowering temperatures and shading buildings during the summer, and 
blocking winds in winter.  
 
I support strong protections for our village trees. 
 
On a related note, I urge the Land Use Committee to re-evaluate its rules for building construction. It’s my 
observation that the overall size of individual homes in Wilmette seems to have doubled over time, as have the sizes 
of nonresidential buildings. Newer homes are not only wider and longer, but deeper and higher. Driveways and 
patios seem to have expanded. Newer homes are built on elevations above older homes, with grades that punish 
residents preserving older structures at original grade. If we are to preserve tree roots and canopies, we must have 
better long term construction rules. 
 
A bigger budget is not a better village. More real estate development does not improve us. Sustainability is a long 
term process that resists the influences that demand constant growth. 
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Thank you for your service. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michele H. Thorne 
1215 Cleveland Street 
Wilmette, IL 60091 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:36 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Improving the Tree Ordinance

 
 

From: Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:17 AM 
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Improving the Tree Ordinance 
 
 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Robert Sawyer <rsawyer922@gmail.com> 
Date: November 16, 2021 at 9:50:12 AM CST 
To: "Dodd, Kathy" <doddk@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Improving the Tree Ordinance 

 
Dear Trustee Dodd,  
 
Trees are as important to Wilmette's character as the lake shore.  Please do whatever you can to 
continue to keep Wilmette's abundance and variety of trees. 
 
Charles Sawyer 
922 Forest Ave. 
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Norwood, Karen

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:36 AM
To: Norwood, Karen
Subject: FW: Please strengthen our tree ordinance

 
 

From: Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:16 AM 
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Please strengthen our tree ordinance 
 
 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: mwitwer@att.net 
Date: November 16, 2021 at 9:51:54 AM CST 
To: "Barrow, Peter" <barrowp@wilmette.com>, "Dodd, Kathy" <doddk@wilmette.com>, "Kennedy, 
Gina" <kennedyg@wilmette.com> 
Subject: Please strengthen our tree ordinance 

  
Greetings, 
  
I just received an email from Go Green Wilmette describing our inadequate tree ordinance. 
  
I have lived in Wilmette for 30 years and I love trees.  They not only enhance the beauty and value of 
property, they provide shade, habitat and carbon storage. 
With climate change causing more damage every year, we have to reduce emissions and reduce carbon 
in the atmosphere.  Trees help absorb and store carbon. 
  
I used to live in the 2100 block of Washington Ave. and I remember when a new large house was being 
built next to my house, they removed the most beautiful maple tree I have ever seen. 
Several of us in the neighborhood were heartbroken.  I don’t think the new homeowners had even had a 
chance to see what an amazing tree that was. It was tall, had a perfect shape and displayed gorgeous 
leaves every fall. 
This magnificent tree was destroyed just because the people wanted a BIG house on a deep but fairly 
narrow lot. 
  
Please help save our trees from this kind of wanton disregard for natural beauty.   
  
Thank you, 
Martha Witwer 




