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[ Forest Qualitly Assesament =]
¢ Fart Thomas . Camphall County, Kentusky

City of Fort Thomas

~16,300 population

Steep, forested hillsides along
the Ohio River

Late 1980’s citizens became
concerned that they were losing
substantial amount of trees due
to development

Organized to pass a tree
protection ordinance in 1990




I't. Thomas Tree Commission

Barb Manyet : Chair of Commission
Became involved through the Ft. Thomas Garden Club

Tree Commission Membership
7 community members who are appointed by the City

2 City staft members

Fort Thomas Commitment to Trees

Has been granted a “Tree City USA"” designation for 20
years in a row

Enacted a Tree Ordinance in 1990

Fort Thomas Comprehensive Plan -

Trees are an important asset to the City’s quality of life,
sr.tpportitﬁ stormueater runoff and energy use reduction, air and
water pollution filtering, noise and light screening, biological
diversity, slope stabilization, and aesthetic beaufy.

Fort Thomas Tree Ordinance

... the Board of Council has determined that the preservation
and replacement of the tree stock is an integral part of the health,
safety and quality of life in the City of Fort Thomas.




1990 Ordinance

Protected Trees on Public Property
Established Requirements for new development in the City
Established the role of the Planning Commission

Established and defined the role of the Fort Thomas Tree
Commission

Identified penalties for non-compliance

Why did Ft. Thomas think it needed an
update?




Ordinance was Becoming Outdated

Grant from Kentucky Divisicirotfa

Community Forestry Programme-

Joint Partnership with &~
NKU Centeifor Applied Ecology
NKU Eocal Government Law Center




Objectives of Process

Timeline -(Feb 1999 - May 2010)
Multiple site visits
Public meeting
Assessment of 1990 Ordinance & ldentify challenges
Research model ordinances nationwide
Joint meetings with Planning Commission
Draft Recommendations
Feedback from Tree Commission and Planning Commission
Decision to move forward
Ordinance drafted
Presentations to Planning Commission and City Council

New ordinance enacted — May 2010




Identified Challenges
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Use of Tree Protection Ordinances

There are many tools a community can use to protect
its trees

Ordinances cannot be everything to everyone

Every community is unique and an ordinance has to
be developed that reflects these characteristics

Model Ordinances

Presentation of possible solutions to Tree
Commission and Planning Commission

Variety of Tree Protection Standards




Summary of 2010 Ft. Thomas
Ordinance

Streamlines new development application process

Clearly defines requirements and ties them to tree
survey

Eliminates confusing duplication in City code
Strengthens role of Tree Commission
Promotes Preservation

Creates strong enforcement

New Requirements




[ncentives to preserve trees

Provides a positive 1.5 ratio for permanently protected
trees on site

Allows mitigation with off site protection of forests

Disincentive for mitigating with planting (negative 1.5
ratio)

Example table:

1dcntification Species Common Name Native
Mumber
1 Quercus bizolar swamp white ank 43 Yes
Acer rubrum red maple 3 Yes
Fuagus grundijulia American beech ] Yes
Ailanrhus altissima | tree of heaven 28 No
Native aggregate diameter tolal: X

Native aggregate diameter to be

losl:

Native aggregate diameter to be

saved:




Example table:

Identification Species

Common Name Native
Number

1 Ouercus bicolor swamp white oak Yes
Acer rubrum red maple 5 Yes
Fugus grandijolia | American beech 8 Yes
Allanthus tree of heaven ] No

altissima

Native aggregate diameter
total:

Native aggregate diameter to
be lost:

Native aggregate diameter to
be saved:

Required to save 27.2 DBH (=68 DBH X 40%)

Miss the mark by 12.2 inches

3 Options
1. Plant 18.3 caliper inches of trees {=12.2 DBH X 1.5)
2. Permanently preserve 813 DBH on site (=12.2/1.5)
3. Pay the City $3660 (=12.2 X $300)

[HHow does the revised Ordinance
provide for enforcement?




Future?

Questions?

Barb Manyet Devin Schenk

bgmaunyet g aol.com schenkdgamhuedu
heep:7-appliedecology.nku edu




