
Tree Preservation and Landscape Standards UDC Amendments 
General Amendment No. 20-03

Public Comments received - Public Comment Period No. 2

Public Comments received - Public Comment Period No. 1
* Office Hours discussion
* Survey response
* Comment Letters

* Survey response 



Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

1 / 5

75.00% 3

25.00% 1

Q1 Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed changes to
the UDC requirements for credit trees?

Answered: 4 Skipped: 0
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Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics
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Q2 Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed changes to
the UDC requirements for on-site mitigation plantings in residential

streetyards?
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Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics
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100.00% 4

0.00% 0

Q3 Do you need more information to understand the proposed changes?
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Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

4 / 5

100.00% 1

100.00% 1

100.00% 1

Q4 If you would like staff to follow up with you about your questions,
please provide your contact information below:

Answered: 1 Skipped: 3

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Name

Phone

Email



Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

5 / 5

Q5 Please provide any additional comments below.
Answered: 3 Skipped: 1



Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

1 / 4

Q1

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for credit trees?

No

Q2

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for on-site mitigation
plantings in residential streetyards?

Too many trees are being destroyed during the site prep
phase. More care need to be given to allow existing trees to
remain in areas where homes will be built.

If yes, please leave comment below.:

Q3

Do you need more information to understand the proposed
changes?

No

Q4

If you would like staff to follow up with you about your questions, please provide your contact information below:

Name

Phone

Email

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Shade trees are so important to the health of our community.  Wholesale destruction of the tress to install large dense subdivisions is 
unacceptable especially when building footprint areas are known.  Back yard and front yard trees can be saved.

#1#1
INCOMPLETEINCOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, June 02, 2021 12:57:12 PMWednesday, June 02, 2021 12:57:12 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, June 02, 2021 1:02:41 PMWednesday, June 02, 2021 1:02:41 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:05:2800:05:28
IP Address:IP Address:   74.192.155.2474.192.155.24

Page 1



Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

2 / 4

Q1

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for credit trees?

No

Q2

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for on-site mitigation
plantings in residential streetyards?

No

Q3

Do you need more information to understand the proposed
changes?

No

Q4

If you would like staff to follow up with you about your
questions, please provide your contact information below:

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Respondent skipped this question
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Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

3 / 4

Q1

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for credit trees?

Absolutely NOT! So tired of the city allowing these
developers to come in and mow all of the nature down. It's
like none of y'all have ever taken a science class.

If yes, please leave comment below.:

Q2

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for on-site mitigation
plantings in residential streetyards?

NOOOOO!!!!! The current tree mitigation allowances aren't
nearly good enough

If yes, please leave comment below.:

Q3

Do you need more information to understand the proposed
changes?

No,

Oh no, we understand. Keep loving money so much and we
won't have a planet anynmore!

If yes, please specify information needed.:

Q4

If you would like staff to follow up with you about your
questions, please provide your contact information below:

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Just stop!
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Survey on Additional UDC Tree Preservation Topics

4 / 4

Q1

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for credit trees?

No

Q2

Do you have any comments or concerns on the proposed
changes to the UDC requirements for on-site mitigation
plantings in residential streetyards?

No

Q3

Do you need more information to understand the proposed
changes?

No

Q4

If you would like staff to follow up with you about your
questions, please provide your contact information below:

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Ethan and Steve did a wonderful job working with and finding a great balance between what developers want and the purpose and 
goals of the City to encourage preservation of one of its greatest assets: the trees that contribute to Georgetown’s natural beauty. 
Thank you staff for all the hard and great work!

#4#4
INCOMPLETEINCOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, June 09, 2021 8:44:27 PMWednesday, June 09, 2021 8:44:27 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, June 09, 2021 8:49:24 PMWednesday, June 09, 2021 8:49:24 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:04:5600:04:56
IP Address:IP Address:   74.192.144.19674.192.144.196

Page 1
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General Amendment No. 20-03

Public Comments received
*  Office Hours discussion
*  Survey response
*  Comment Letters 



Tree Preservation and Landscape Standards 
General Amendment No. 20-03 

Page 1 of 2 

Office Hours Public Comments/Feedback (January 19 – February 5) 

Friday February 5, 9:30am  

• Mitigation fees do not incentivize protection of trees or on-site replacement. Depending

on tree species, it is more cost effective to pay the mitigation fee than to replace it with

new trees when considering the cost of the tree plus labor.

o Staff Response:  A study of current mitigation fees may be warranted in the future.

• Consider counting new shrub plantings, in addition to new trees, as credit for

mitigation.

o Staff Response: For Tree Mitigation requirements, shrubs do not meet the intent of

replacing lost tree canopy or caliper inches.

• Provide list of recommended tree species for areas along sidewalks/trails, tight spaces,

parking lots, in front of buildings, etc. Certain tree species, as they grow, will cause

damage to the sidewalk or other public/private improvements, or cover buildings that

may want to showcase. Having a list of recommended tree species for these situations

may facilitate design of site.

o Staff Response: This is something that can be incorporated in the updating of the

Preferred Plant list.

Friday February 5, 10:30am 

• Landscape Architect (LA) agreed that Tree Amendments are good for Tree Preservation

but can be frustrating when looking at large industrial site.

o Staff Response: In agreeance

• If existing trees in the ROW are not counted as existing, then do I still have to mitigate

them? What about new Overall Transportation Plan (OTP) roads? Might this also extend

to utility work?

o Staff Response: Mitigation is required for removed trees within the R.O.W., Mitigation is

required on OTP roads as well as utility work projects. This is a current requirement; no

changes are proposed.

• Third tree class is great for developers! Helps with costs on sites that may be former

farmland and have been let turn fallow. These sites tend to have trees that land in the

lower protected tree class.

o Staff Response: In agreeance

• Can the Preferred Plant List be updated to include more low water users? TAMU has a

great low water user list.

• Limits on turf in SBW.02 do not make developers happy, but would make LAs and

designers happy. Can temporary irrigation be used to establish native turf species?

o Staff Response: In agreeance on turf limitations; Current UDC irrigation requirements

allow for 3 options; no changes are proposed to the requirements.



Tree Preservation and Landscape Standards 
General Amendment No. 20-03   

Page 2 of 2 

• Synthetic turf would be great to not have to be screened. Especially true on 

playgrounds, sports fields, K-12 facilities, daycares, etc. – this creates safety issues. Some 

new glass and buildings materials can create heat that can melt artificial turf. 

o Staff Response: Screening requirements for playscapes, sports fields, and other similar 

recreational fields have been adjusted to not hinder safety issues. 

• In street yards, could we use more 3 gallon or 1-gallon shrubs to meet planting 

requirements? It can be difficult to find 5 gallons plants with heavy demand on 

suppliers.  

o Staff Response: Current UDC minimum planting requirements for shrubs are 1 gallon, 

no changes are proposed to the requirements. 

• Ornamental trees can still block signage. Can more shrubs be used instead of ornamental 

trees?  

o Staff Response: UDC would just provide flexibility on location on ornamental trees that 

should address this concern. 



Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey

1 / 2

Q1

Do the proposed UDC amendments address the identified
issues?

Yes

Q2

Are the proposed changes easy to understand?

Yes

Q3

Do you need more information?

No

Q4

If yes, please provide your contact information below:

no

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Increase how often pruning permits are reviewed
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Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey

2 / 2

Q1

Do the proposed UDC amendments address the identified
issues?

No

Q2

Are the proposed changes easy to understand?

Yes

Q3

Do you need more information?

No

Q4

If yes, please provide your contact information below:

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Please provide any additional comments below.

Tree mitigation requirements should be allowed in lots. Protected trees are 12" and above, however mitigation credits are only given for 
trees 18" and above. This inconsistency should be fixed.
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Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey

1 / 5

50.00% 1

50.00% 1

0.00% 0

Q1 Do the proposed UDC amendments address the identified issues?
Answered: 2 Skipped: 0
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Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey
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Q2 Are the proposed changes easy to understand?
Answered: 2 Skipped: 0
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Yes

No

If no, please
explain.

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

If no, please explain.



Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey
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Q3 Do you need more information?
Answered: 2 Skipped: 0
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Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey

4 / 5

Q4 If yes, please provide your contact information below:
Answered: 1 Skipped: 1



Amendments to City of Georgetown Unified Development Code Survey

5 / 5

Q5 Please provide any additional comments below.
Answered: 2 Skipped: 0
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Office Hours Public Comments/Feedback (January 19 – February 5) 

Friday February 5, 9:30am  

• Mitigation fees do not incentivize protection of trees or on-site replacement. Depending 

on tree species, it is more cost effective to pay the mitigation fee than to replace it with 

new trees when considering the cost of the tree plus labor.  

o Staff Response:  A study of current mitigation fees may be warranted in the future. 

• Consider counting new shrub plantings, in addition to new trees, as credit for 

mitigation. 

o Staff Response: For Tree Mitigation requirements, shrubs do not meet the intent of 

replacing lost tree canopy or caliper inches. 

• Provide list of recommended tree species for areas along sidewalks/trails, tight spaces, 

parking lots, in front of buildings, etc. Certain tree species, as they grow, will cause 

damage to the sidewalk or other public/private improvements, or cover buildings that 

may want to showcase. Having a list of recommended tree species for these situations 

may facilitate design of site. 

o Staff Response: This is something that can be incorporated in the updating of the 

Preferred Plant list. 

Friday February 5, 10:30am 

• Landscape Architect (LA) agreed that Tree Amendments are good for Tree Preservation 

but can be frustrating when looking at large industrial site.  

o Staff Response: In agreeance 

• If existing trees in the ROW are not counted as existing, then do I still have to mitigate 

them? What about new Overall Transportation Plan (OTP) roads? Might this also extend 

to utility work? 

o Staff Response: Mitigation is required for removed trees within the R.O.W., Mitigation is 

required on OTP roads as well as utility work projects. This is a current requirement; no 

changes are proposed. 

• Third tree class is great for developers! Helps with costs on sites that may be former 

farmland and have been let turn fallow. These sites tend to have trees that land in the 

lower protected tree class. 

o Staff Response: In agreeance 

• Can the Preferred Plant List be updated to include more low water users? TAMU has a 

great low water user list.  

• Limits on turf in SBW.02 do not make developers happy, but would make LAs and 

designers happy. Can temporary irrigation be used to establish native turf species? 

o Staff Response: In agreeance on turf limitations; Current UDC irrigation requirements 

allow for 3 options; no changes are proposed to the requirements. 
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• Synthetic turf would be great to not have to be screened. Especially true on 

playgrounds, sports fields, K-12 facilities, daycares, etc. – this creates safety issues. Some 

new glass and buildings materials can create heat that can melt artificial turf. 

o Staff Response: Screening requirements for playscapes, sports fields, and other similar 

recreational fields have been adjusted to not hinder safety issues. 

• In street yards, could we use more 3 gallon or 1-gallon shrubs to meet planting 

requirements? It can be difficult to find 5 gallons plants with heavy demand on 

suppliers.  

o Staff Response: Current UDC minimum planting requirements for shrubs are 1 gallon, 

no changes are proposed to the requirements. 

• Ornamental trees can still block signage. Can more shrubs be used instead of ornamental 

trees?  

o Staff Response: UDC would just provide flexibility on location on ornamental trees that 

should address this concern. 
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