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Policy 
Tree Preservation Ordinances 
 
Position 
The Home Builders Association of Greenville supports flexible tree ordinances that balance 
legitimate development and construction concerns with environmental and aesthetic values that 
trees can provide.  Desirable tree ordinances will be performance based, not prescriptive, and 
emphasize open-space preservation, cluster development and density-based zoning as part of the 
solution. Committees drafting tree ordinances must have development industry involvement so 
that barriers to orderly growth and development can be understood and addressed in order to 
prevent an unduly restrictive ordinance. 
 
Talking Points 

• Saving trees in a community is more difficult than merely causing developers to change 
development practices through a new ordinance. Communities must avoid an adversarial 
process between local citizens and the development community, but should foster a 
cooperative environment. 

• Both those writing the regulations and those subject to them should realize that they share 
a common goal, specifically that trees enhance a community’s image and that protecting 
these resources is worthwhile.  

• Trees increase the energy efficiency of a home, filter air pollution, buffer noise and wind, 
and provide wildlife habitat while being visually pleasing. 

• Government officials and the public must have a better understanding of how local 
zoning, subdivision, and development regulations affect a developer’s ability to save 
trees. Setbacks, driveways, streets, sidewalks, drainage and other common development 
regulations, plus topography, can severely impact a developer’s ability to save trees.  

• Tree preservation standards can be too proscriptive and inflexible. Communities must be 
willing to use performance-based tree preservation standards while allowing variances 
from other rigid development regulations so that the developer and builder have the 
flexibility to respond sensitively to the unique conditions of each site. 

• Communities should avoid using tree banks or other methods of compensation for 
instances when a development can not comply with the ordinance.  If inability to comply 
is commonplace in an ordinance, then the ordinance should be considered to restrictive or 
other policies in the community may be interfering with the objectives of the tree 
ordinance.  Instead of a tree bank, the community should rely on a variance process and 
the ordinance should be evaluated regularly to insure that it is flexible and compatible 
with other ordinances. 

• Government projects and facilities should be subject to the same rules as private 
development, including tree ordinances. 
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