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Watch this meeting LIVE and rebroadcast on Comcast Channels 96, 1090,   Frontier 

Channel 6071 and LIVE streamed or on-demand at www.simsburytv.org 

 

 

OPEN SPACE STEWARDSHIP AND POLICES WORK GROUP  

November 2, 2022 

5:00 P.M. 

Zoom 

 

SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA 

 
 

 

Call to Order 

1. Adoption of August 3, 2022 Minutes 

2. Update on Co-Branding Opportunity with Hometown National Park 

3. Update on Website Resources 

4. Update on Schulz Park 

5. Update on Trap Rock Ridge Enabling Legislation 

6. Native Plant Policy Discussion 

 

Adjournment 

http://www.simsburytv.org/
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Open Space Stewardship & Policies Work Group 

Wednesday, August 3, 2022 

4:30 PM – In Person 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES – DRAFT 

PRESENT: Margery Winters, Karyn Cordner, Susan Masino, Erin Leavitt-Smith and Helen 

Peterson 

ALSO PRESENT: Tom Tyburski, Director of Culture, Parks and Recreation and Thomas Roy, 

Director of Public Works, were also in attendance. 

 

CALL TO ORDER: Ms. Winters called the meeting to order at 4:41 p.m. 

1. Approval of Minutes 

Ms. Cordner moved to approve the minutes of July 6, 2022 Open Space subcommittee 

workgroup; Ms. Masino seconded the motion; the motion passed unanimously. The 

minutes were accepted. 

2. Discussion on Hometown National Park 

Ms. Masino presented the group with handouts of examples for the layout of the website 

and a listing of possible categories. It was suggested to add the EPA watershed and an 

updated open space map to the website. The group agreed on the 2 columns of text with a 

photograph on the top right for the online format. The group discussed the potential of a 

Face Book page that would direct the public to the Hometown National Park website. Ms. 

Peterson inquired if there is a way to know how often the site is visited to which Mr. 

Tyburski stated there is a feature to see how many views the site would get.  

3. Discussion on Pinchot Sycamore 

The Pinchot Sycamore should be added as a landmark on the website.  

4. Discussion on Open Space Template Format and Topics 

Ms. Masino would like to do a fact sheet on the different topics with links, she shared 

examples with the group. Ms. Masino will email Mr. Tyburski regarding the headers. 

5. Discussion on Open Space and Agricultural Related APRA Requests 

Mr. Tyburski explained the process for the APRA requests. He has a template that he has 

used in the past that he will circulate to the group. The deadline to have the template 

completed is January 1, 2023. The group discussed prioritizing the different issues such 

as invasive plant removal. The group agreed that another meeting is required where 

everyone will come with a list of issues. The next meeting will take place on September 

7, 2022 at 4:30 pm.  

 

Adjourn 

The meeting adjourned at 5:51 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jackie Lachance 

Committee Clerk 
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1. Title of Submission:   Traprock Ridge Legislation Research 

 

2. Date of Board Meeting: TBD 

 

3. Individual or Entity Making the Submission:  

Franklyn Barrueco, Town Manager Intern 
 

4. Action Requested: 

No motions are in order. 
 

5. Summary of Submission: 

 
After reviewing the Board of Selectman Meeting Minutes from 1994 to 1999, the 
Simsbury Zoning Regulations, Simsbury Subdivision Regulations, Planning 
Commission Meeting Minutes from 1994 to 2005, Zoning Commission Meeting 
Minutes from 1994 to 2005 and the Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes from 
1994 to 1998, it appears to me that the Town has made no explicit mention 
concerning PA 95-239 AN ACT CONCERNING PROTECTION OF RIDGELINES. 
 
I did not research the B.O.S. Meeting Minutes from 1999 onwards or the 
Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes from 1998 onwards in the interest of 
time. Simsbury mentions ridgelines generally, to describe the Town’s authority over 
them. There are multiple times the word “ridgeline” is mentioned in the following 
documents and it is mostly used to state that they are to be preserved. 
 
The closest mention to this legislation is found in the 2017 POCD, under What We 
Want to Protect – Maintain And Enhance Community Character, Strategy 7.4 
Preserve and enhance the scenic characteristics of Simsbury, Goal B 
Ridgelines/Hillsides, Action Item 1 states that “Simsbury will establish, maintain and 
enforce regulations to protect hillsides and ridgelines and the scenic views to and 
from these areas” (pg. 52). 
 
In the subdivision regulations, the only times ridgelines mentioned are in Section 3.19 
where it states that the purpose of these regulations are to “maintain characters of 
Town’s ridgelines” (amended 9/22/87); in Section 6.5 it mentions that the 
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“Commission shall include ridgelines” (amended 9/22/87). I don’t remember which 
Commission it’s referring to. And looking at the 2018 version, Section 9 Subdivision 
plan requirements; Section O: Additional Plan Requirements mentions ridgelines.  
 
The 1998 version of Simsbury’s Zoning Regulations in Article 10: Special 
Regulations; B: Single Family Open Space Cluster Zone mentions ridges (amended 
July 21, 1997). Lastly, the 1994 POCD mentions ridgelines under Open Space & 
Recreation, Policy 1: Objective B. 
 
In the 2007 POCD, there are multiple references to ridgelines and “trap rock”. Under 
What we Want to Protect, Natural Resources, Policy 1, Objective D: Protect trap 
rock ridges and steep slopes (grade over 20%) from development (pg.13). Under 
Policy 8, Objective I: Maintain unfragmented wildlife corridors along the trap rock 
ridges on both the east and west side of town and actively seek to preserve parcels of 
open space that will provide linkage between these two systems (pg. 19). Under How 
We Want to Grow, Housing, Policy 3, Objective 1/2: Mentions ridgelines are to be 
unobstructed (pg. 121).  
 
In the 2017 POCD, under What We Want To Protect- Natural Resources, Strategy 
5.3, Policy A, Action Item 1 states “Simsbury will protect trap rock ridges from 
development” (pg. 28). Under What We Want to Protect – Open Space, Strategy 6.2, 
Policy A, Action Item 3 states that “Simsbury will seek to establish “greenway” 
systems along the trap rock ridges on both the east and west side of town” (pg.35). 
 
An interesting find, all the Land Use Commissions met for an Educational Session on 
January 30, 1996. In this meeting they discussed governing statutes for municipal 
planning and zoning and state regulations. The reference materials included in this 
meeting could possibly prove useful for further research regarding this topic. 
 

6. Financial Impact: 

None 

 

7. Description of Documents Included with Submission:  

A) 2007 POCD 

B) 2017 POCD 



Native Plant Policy for Municipal Landscapes, Town of Simsbury 
(Based on Newtown Policy) 

PURPOSE 

The purpose of this policy is to establish minimum standards for the use of native plants in the Town of 
Simsbury for municipal properties. A native plant is defined as one that lives or grows naturally in a 
particular region without direct or indirect human intervention. It is part of the balance of nature that 
has developed over hundreds of thousands of years in a particular region or ecosystem, (USDA Natural 
Resources Conservation Service).  For a tree, shrub, herbaceous perennial or ornamental grass to be 
considered native to our region, it must be indigenous to the Northeast. The Town recognizes the 
necessity to maximize the use of native vegetation to protect and restore natural habitats and a healthy 
ecosystem. 

INTENT 

It is the intent of this policy is to maximize the use of appropriate native plants on municipal properties 
to help mitigate the effects of habitat loss and fragmentation from development and the proliferation of 
non-native/exotic plantings in our town landscapes. Native plants are important for maintaining healthy 
ecosystems. In observing this policy, we acknowledge that: 

a) the native plant policy is consistent with the 2017 Simsbury Plan of Conservation and 
Development. 

b) native wildlife has coevolved with native plants which are essential to the health of our local 
ecosystems.  

c) native plants are critical for the life cycles of many native insects which are the base of the 
local food web. 

d) native plants are critical to the health and survival of native pollinators and songbirds.  

e) all native plants must be protected to preserve the genetic diversity that evolved in our 
region. 

f) use of native plants in developed landscapes will help create pathways between our 
developed landscapes and open space areas 

g) native plants promote healthy watersheds by filtering pollutants, stabilizing banks and 
providing food for macroinvertebrates that in turn feed fish and other aquatic species. 

h) in addition to being adapted to our environmental conditions, native plants contribute to a 
“sense of place” and connect us to our land's heritage. 

i) we must educate residents on native plants and their importance to native pollinators and 
other wildlife in our ecosystem. 

j) we have a responsibility to future generations to support, maintain, and improve our natural 
environment. 

 



DEFINITIONS 

Straight species or wild-type native plant is a plant that occurs naturally in a particular region. It has not 
been cultivated by human intervention. These plants have co-evolved over time to develop complex and 
essential relationships with pollinators, birds, and other wildlife species in a given ecological community. 
Every effort should be made to use straight species of native plants that are local ecotypes. 

Non-native plants, also called exotic or alien plants, are not naturally found in our local area. Many are 
imported from similar climates in Europe and Asia. They have been introduced by human intervention 
(intentionally or accidentally) and include agricultural crops, ornamental plants, naturalized plants 
(including invasive species). A naturalized plant thrives without human intervention but can never be 
considered “native” since it has not evolved to provide the same benefit here as it would in its own 
country of origin. 

While many non-native plants are benign for aggressive spread, they dominate our landscapes. As 
development increasingly encroaches on our wild places, our native flora is being replaced by exotic 
plants and lawns. Loss of native flora threatens healthy ecosystems, a balance essential for all life 
including our own. 

Invasive plants are non-native plants recorded on the CT Invasive Plant List. The list includes plants 
prohibited by state statute, plants having potential for invasive spread, and invasive species with 
cultivars yet to be evaluated for invasive characteristics. Invasive plants are able to establish on many 
sites, grow quickly, and spread to the point of disrupting plant communities or ecosystems. Planting of 
any plant listed on the CT Invasive Plant List is prohibited by the Town of Newtown Ban on Invasive 
Plants, Oct. 24, 2017 A SEPARATE INITIATIVE?.  OR  Planting of any plant listed on the CT Invasive Plant 
List is prohibited in business and industrial zones by the Town of Canton, under Section 7.1.C. of the 
Zoning Regulations, item 7. In the Farmington River Overlay District, under Section 6.3.E., “Uses 
Permitted by Zoning Permit,” item 2.c., when any work is done, invasive plants must be removed. DO 
WE HAVWE SIMILAR LANGUAGE IN SIMBURY ZONING REGS?  

Native cultivars or nativars can be hybrids, (products of two or more plants intentionally selected by 
breeders and crossed to create certain traits), or they may be clonally-produced copies of one particular 
wild-type plant. While these are technically the same species as wild-types, they may represent only a 
fraction of the natural diversity of the species. 

When plants are selectively bred for a particular trait(s), (changing flower or foliage color, weeping form 
or creating double flowers), the result is often cultivars that have lost what made them attractive to 
important pollinators and beneficial insects and may even lack the nutrition needed to sustain them. 

POLICY REQUIREMENTS 

This policy will be a minimum standard and will apply to all new plantings of trees, shrubs and other 
plants planted on municipal properties. It also applies to seeds used in place of plants. The policy applies 
to any replacement plantings, including but not limited to trees, shrubs, and perennials felled by storms, 
disease, redevelopment/expansion, or other reasons. 

Trees 



Due to the high wildlife value of native trees, 100% of new and replacement tree plantings on municipal 
properties will be native to the Northeast. Many trees, when not harmed by storms, disease, injuries 
from equipment, etc., can live for hundreds of years. They should be considered permanent parts of a 
landscape. Many native trees support hundreds of insects and the birds and wildlife species that 
consume those insects. Non-native trees do not support this diversity. 

Shrubs 

New and replacement shrubs will be a minimum of 85% native for municipal properties. There are a 
great variety of native shrubs to fit all growing conditions and aesthetic desires. Every effort should be 
made to select native shrubs. 

Native shrubs also support a high number of insects and many produce berries or other fruit that are 
important fall and winter food for birds. 

Grasses 

New and replacement grass plantings will be 100% native for municipal properties. Due to the large 
number of seeds grasses produce and potential to spread by wind, only native grasses may be planted. 
Some ornamental non-native grasses that were commonly planted are believed to be detrimental to our 
ecosystems. Fountain Grass (Pennisetum alopecuroides). for example, is an emerging invasive threat in 
some areas. 

Groundcovers 

New and replacement plants intended as groundcovers will be 100% native for municipal properties. 
These low-growing plants spread quickly and form a dense cover. 

Herbaceous Perennials 

New and replacement herbaceous perennials will be a minimum of 75% native for municipal properties. 
There are a great variety of native perennials to fit all growing conditions and aesthetic desires. Every 
effort should be made to select native perennials. 

Every effort should be made to select and plant straight-species of native plants that are local ecotypes. 

Care should be taken to source plants and seeds that have not been treated with neonicotinoids. These 
pesticides are deadly to pollinators. 

There are native trees and plants for every site condition. The Connecticut Native Plant and Sustainable 
Landscaping Guide https://nofa.organiclandcare.net/connecticut-native-plant-and-sustainable-
landscaping-guide/ provides a list of suitable plants.  Other planting suggestions for Connecticut may be 
found on these websites: National Wildlife Federation Native Plant Finder, 
https://www.nwf.org/nativeplantfinder/; Native Plant list for CT at https://www.plantnative.org/rpl-
nes.htm.  These and other such sites contain comprehensive lists of native plants for different uses and 
includes resources and more information on native plants. 

EXCEPTIONS 

This policy does not apply to plants grown for food, lawns, green roofs, or other applications that have a 
clear reason to use non-native plants. 

https://nofa.organiclandcare.net/connecticut-native-plant-and-sustainable-landscaping-guide/
https://nofa.organiclandcare.net/connecticut-native-plant-and-sustainable-landscaping-guide/
https://www.nwf.org/nativeplantfinder/
https://www.nwf.org/nativeplantfinder/
https://www.plantnative.org/rpl-nes.htm
https://www.plantnative.org/rpl-nes.htm


This policy does not apply to annual plants since they complete their life cycle within one growing 
season.  

Existing trees and other plants will remain unaffected by this policy. For any trees or plants replaced for 
damage or any other reason, replacements must be native species as specified in policy requirements. 

Existing Invasive tree species on the CT Invasive Plant List will require removal. 

ENFORCEMENT 

This policy shall be implemented, administered and Town departments will be held in compliance with 
it, by the Town Manager ?? 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Interesting article: 

https://www.newtownbee.com/06282022/conservation-commission-tackles-invasive-plant-crisis-at-
fairfield-hills/ 



  

Native Shrubs: Guide to 
Landscape Uses 

Hedge, screen or border 

 Aronia arbutifolia (red chokeberry) 

 Aronia melanocarpa (black chokeberry) 

 Cephalanthus occidentalis (buttonbush) 

 Cornus amomum (silky dogwood) 

 Cornus racemosa (gray dogwood) 

 Cornus rugosa (round leaf dogwood) 

 Morella pensylvanica (northern bayberry) 

 Physocarpus opulifolius (eastern ninebark) 

Cultivars: Diablo®; ‘Luteus’; Summer Wine™ 

 Rhododendron maximum (rosebay) 

 Rhus copallina (shining sumac) 

 Rhus typhina (staghorn sumac) 

Cultivars: ‘Laciniata’; Tiger Eyes® 

 Sambucus canadensis (elderberry) 

 Vaccinium corymbosum (highbush blueberry) 

 Viburnum dentatum (arrowwood viburnum) 

 Viburnum trilobum (American cranberrybush) 

 

Native shrubs can be used to create attractive, sustainable landscapes that blend naturally with the surrounding flora. 

Landscapes composed of native plants are considered sustainable since native shrubs do not pose the threat of intro-

ducing new species to an area. When established in landscape sites similar to their natural habitat, native shrubs require 

little maintenance, are well adapted to local soils and climates and attract beneficial wildlife to the garden. The informa-

tion in this guide describes landscape adaptability which may extend beyond what is expected for a species based on its 

natural habitat. However, these recommendations are based on findings from applied research. For more information 

contact Jessica.Lubell@uconn.edu  

by Jessica Lubell       

Dept. Plant Science and Landscape Architecture 

Sambucus canadensis 

Above: Viburnum dentatum 

Left: Physocarpus opulifolius Diablo® 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Above: Aronia arbutifolia 

Right: Morella pensylvanica 

Morella pensylvanica 

Cornus rugosa 

Morella pensylvanica 

Viburnum trilobum 

Hedge, screen or border continued 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Low groundcovers 

 Arctostaphylos uva-ursi (bearberry) 

 Juniperus horizontalis  (creeping juniper) 

Cultivars: ‘Blue Chip’; ‘Mother Lode’; ‘Wiltonii’ 

 Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ (fragrant sumac) 

Foundation or low, mass plantings 

 Clethra alnifolia (summersweet) 

 Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

 Cornus sericea (redtwig dogwood) 

 Corylus americana (American filbert) 

 Corylus cornuta (beaked filbert) 

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Eubotrys racemosa (sweetbells) 

 Ilex glabra (inkberry holly) 

 Ilex verticillata (winterberry holly) 

 Itea virginica (sweetspire) 

Cultivar: ‘Little Henry’ 

 Juniperus communis (common juniper) 

 Kalmia latifolia (mountain laurel) 

 Morella pensylvanica (northern bayberry) 

 Myrica gale (sweet gale) 

 Physocarpus opulifolius (eastern ninebark) 

Cultivars: ‘Dart’s Gold’; ‘Donna May’; 

‘Nugget’; Summer Wine™ 

 Potentilla fruticosa (bush cinquefoil) 

 Spiraea latifolia (meadowsweet) 

 Spiraea tomentosum (steeplebush) 

 Vaccinium angustifolium (lowbush blueberry) 

 

Juniperus horizontalis  

Prunus pumila var. depressa 

Comptonia peregrina 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Potentilla fruticosa 

Diervilla lonicera 

Cornus sericea Juniperus communis 

Itea virginica 

Vaccinium angustifolium 

Foundation or low, mass plantings continued 
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Comptonia peregrina 

Spiraea tomentosum 

Sunny slope (low plants) 

 Arctostaphylos uva-ursi (bearberry) 

 Ceanothus americanus (New Jersey tea) 

 Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Juniperus communis (common juniper) 

 Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ (fragrant sumac) 

 Spiraea tomentosum (steeplebush) 

 

Sunny slope (tall plants) 

 Rhus copallina (shining sumac) 

 Rhus typhina (staghorn sumac) 

 Rhus aromatica (fragrant sumac) 

Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ 

Rhus typhina ‘Tiger Eyes’ 

Rhus copallina 
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Evergreen 

 Ilex glabra (inkberry holly) 

 Juniperus communis (common juniper) 

 Juniperus horizontalis (creeping juniper) 

 Kalmia latifolia (mountain laurel) 

 Rhododendron maximum (rosebay) 

Shady slope  

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Kalmia latifolia (mountain laurel) 

 Rhododendron maximum (rosebay) 

 Viburnum acerifolium (maple leaf viburnum) 

Diervilla lonicera 

Rhododendron maximum  

Ilex glabra 

 

Juniperus horizontalis 

Rhododendron maximum 
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Dry, full sun 

 Aronia arbutifolia (red chokeberry) 

 Aronia melanocarpa (black chokeberry) 

 Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

 Cornus racemosa (gray dogwood) 

 Corylus americana (American filbert) 

 Corylus cornuta (beaked filbert) 

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Juniperus communis (common juniper) 

 Juniperus horizontalis (creeping juniper) 

 Morella pensylvanica (northern bayberry) 

 Potentilla fruticosa (bush cinquefoil) 

 Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ (fragrant sumac) 

 Rhus copallina (shining sumac) 

 

Juniperus communis 

Rhus copallina 

Morella pensylvanica 

Corylus cornuta 

Diervilla lonicera 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Dry, full sun continued 

Morella pensylvanica 

Diervilla lonicera 

Corylus americana 

Above and below: Aronia melanocarpa 

Above: Comptonia peregrina 

Below: Aronia arbutifolia 
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Dry, part shade 

 Amelanchier stolonifera (running serviceberry) 

 Aronia arbutifolia (red chokeberry) 

 Aronia melanocarpa (black chokeberry) 

 Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

 Corylus americana (American filbert) 

 Corylus cornuta (beaked filbert) 

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Kalmia latifolia (mountain laurel) 

 Viburnum acerifolium (maple leaf viburnum) 

Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Kalmia latifolia  

Comptonia peregrina 

 

Aronia arbutifolia 

Aronia arbutifolia 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

 

Well-drained, full sun 

 Aronia arbutifolia (red chokeberry) 

 Aronia melanocarpa (black chokeberry) 

 Cephalanthus occidentalis (buttonbush) 

 Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

 Cornus amomum (silky dogwood) 

 Cornus racemosa (gray dogwood) 

 Cornus sericea (redtwig dogwood) 

 Corylus americana (American filbert) 

 Corylus cornuta (beaked filbert) 

 Diervilla lonicera (northern bush honeysuckle) 

 Ilex glabra (inkberry holly) 

 Ilex verticillata (winterberry holly) 

 Itea virginica (sweetspire) 

 Juniperus communis (common juniper) 

 Juniperus horizontalis (creeping juniper) 

 Kalmia latifolia (mountain laurel) 

 Morella pensylvanica (northern bayberry) 

 Myrica gale (sweet gale) 

 Physocarpus opulifolius (eastern ninebark) 

 Potentilla fruticosa (bush cinquefoil) 

 Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ (fragrant sumac) 

 Rhus copallina (shining sumac) 

 Sambucus canadensis (elderberry) 

 Spiraea latifolia (meadowsweet) 

 Spiraea tomentosum (steeplebush) 

 Vaccinium angustifolium (lowbush blueberry) 

 Vaccinium corymbosum (highbush blueberry) 

 Viburnum dentatum (arrowwood viburnum) 

 Viburnum cassinoides (withrod viburnum) 

 Viburnum nudum (smooth viburnum) 

 

Aronia arbutifolia 

Cornus racemosa 

Physocarpus opulifolius ‘Donna May’ 
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Well-drained, full sun continued 

Viburnum nudum  Spiraea tomentosum 

Morella pensylvanica 

Cephalanthus occidentalis Myrica gale 

Viburnum cassinoides 
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Moist, full sun 

 Aronia arbutifolia (red chokeberry) 

 Aronia melanocarpa (black chokeberry) 

 Cephalanthus occidentalis (buttonbush) 

 Cornus amomum (silky dogwood) 

 Cornus racemosa (gray dogwood) 

 Cornus sericea (redtwig dogwood) 

 Eubotrys racemosa (sweetbells) 

 Ilex glabra (inkberry holly) 

 Ilex verticillata (winterberry holly) 

 Morella pensylvanica (northern bayberry) 

 Myrica gale (sweet gale) 

 Sambucus canadensis (elderberry) 

 Spiraea latifolia (meadowsweet) 

 Spiraea tomentosum (steeplebush) 

Moist, part shade 

 Clethra alnifolia (summersweet) 

 Cornus amomum (silky dogwood) 

 Cornus racemosa (gray dogwood) 

Cephalanthus occidentalis 

Eubotrys racemosa 

Ilex glabra 

Cornus sericea 

Clethra alnifolia 
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Native Shrubs: Guide to Landscape Uses 

Native shrub combinations 

 

Cornus rugosa (round leaf dogwood) 

Comptonia peregrina (sweet fern) 

Juniperus horizontalis  (creeping juniper) 

 

Physocarpus opulifolius Diablo® (eastern ninebark) 

Rhus typhina ‘Tiger Eyes’ (staghorn sumac) 

Rhus aromatica ‘Gro-low’ (fragrant sumac) 

 

Rhus copallina (shining sumac) 

Ilex glabra (inkberry holly) 

Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 

Viburnum trilobum (American cranberrybush) 

Potentilla fruticosa (bush cinquefoil) 

Prunus pumila var. depressa (creeping sand cherry) 

 

Cornus sericea (red twig dogwood) 

Itea virginica ‘Little Henry’ (sweetspire) 

Arctostaphylos uva-ursi (bearberry) 

 

Viburnum dentatum (arrowwood viburnum) 

Ilex verticillata (winterberry holly) 

Spiraea tomentosum (steeplebush) 

Select nurseries offering native shrubs 

Broken Arrow Nursery, Hamden, CT 

Earth Tones Native Plant Nursery, Woodbury, CT 

Fiddlehead Creek Nursery, Fort Ann, NY 

Planters’ Choice, Newtown, CT 

Pierson Nurseries, Biddeford, ME 

Prides Corner Farms, Lebanon, CT 

New England Wetland Plants, Amherst, CT 

White Oak Nursery, Geneva, NY 

Woodland Trails Wildflower Nursery, Eastford, CT 

 

Places to see native shrubs in the landscape 

Coastal Maine Botanical Gardens, Boothbay, ME 

Connecticut College, New London, CT 

Earth Tones Native Plant Nursery, Woodbury, CT 

Garden in the Woods, Framingham, MA 

Woodland Trails Wildflower Nursery, Eastford, CT 

Wild Juniperus communis and Spiraea latifolia 

atop Mt. Megunticook, Maine. 
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2 Native Plantings

Introduction
Local governments across the United States are developing 
policies and plans to react and adapt to climate change.1 As 
local governments begin to address climate change through 
law and policy, one strategy that may be effective at achieving 
both mitigation and adaptation is increasing vegetative 
landscapes in underutilized urban, suburban, and rural areas 
that are controlled by the local government. Municipalities 
have increased vegetation through a variety of means, but 
one that has not been widely used in the United States is using 
native plantings in medians. While there are challenges to 
implementing such a policy, there are also many benefits that 
may arise from using this strategy as a mitigation tool.

This paper proposes that Hartford, Vermont use native planting 
species on medians, green belts and shoulders to enhance its 
stormwater management and flood mitigation. Using native 
planting will enhance the aesthetic and natural beauty of 
Vermont whilst also encouraging sustainable landscapes that 
will last for many generations. Hartford, Vermont is used as 
an example to describe the potential challenges, benefits, 
and policy structure that may be used to implement such a 
mitigation technique. However, this proposal can apply to any 
municipality or state-owned highway system in Vermont and 
across the United States.

This paper will discuss challenges that local governments 
face in managing stormwater and flood mitigation and the 
benefits of native planting in reducing the impacts of those 
issues. This paper will discuss the implementation process 
and considerations each local government must make in 
undertaking a native planting project. Finally, this paper will 
use examples from other local governments with successful 
native planting procedures and projects.
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Challenges faced by local 
governments in managing 
stormwater
Local governments face many barriers in implementing 
climate policies to address adaptation and mitigation, from 
rising administrative costs to decreased revenue streams 
and competing public interests in project funding. The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has predicted that by 
2020 over 45% of U.S. water infrastructure will be in “‘poor,’ 
‘very poor’, or ‘life elapsed’ (older than its predicted life span) 
condition,”2 and as extreme storms and severe weather changes 
begin to put increased stress on cities’ water infrastructure, 
local governments will have to make difficult decisions on how 
to adapt to these changes in weather patterns while dealing 
with aging and inadequate infrastructure.3 This section will 
discuss the budgetary restraints facing local governments, 
the difficulty in maintaining or improving aging stormwater 
infrastructure, and the potential for higher risk of flooding due 
to increased water runoff.

a. Increasing costs, decreasing revenue for stormwater   
infrastructure maintenance

One of the biggest barriers to increasing community resilience 
through local policy is cost. Through decreases in local tax 
revenues, increased service demands, and cost of infrastructure, 
local governments often struggle to balance local budgets and 
find funding for these types of projects.4 As local governments 
experience decreases in sale, income and real estate tax 
revenue, local services and programs are selected based on need 
and constituent interest in order to best utilize what funds are 
available.5 While adaptation and mitigation measures may be 
desired by the local government or citizens, when dealing with 
a variety of other municipal costs and a limited budget, local 
governments may prioritize other programs and services first.

With many programs and services vying for the same funding, 
local governments may struggle with adequately supporting 
stormwater management and flood mitigation practices or lack 
flexibility to respond when issues arise. As cities and towns 
become more developed and there is an increase in the area of 
impervious surfaces (such as paved surfaces, rooftops, buildings, 
roads), rather than being absorbed into the ground, stormwater 
runs off the land and requires municipal intervention.6 

Most municipalities collect and discharge their stormwater 
runoff through municipal separate storm sewer systems into 
local water bodies.7 However, as stormwater loads increase, 
municipalities are struggling to adequately maintain their storm 
sewer infrastructure to deal with a higher volume of runoff, 
leading to an overload of the system and increased flooding 
and pollution runoff into nearby waterways.8 And as federal 
and state funding to help pay for improvements and upkeep 
is cut, local governments increasingly must decide between 
providing necessary services, like paying teachers’ salaries, with 
funding stormwater maintenance, which often garners less 
public support.9 Indeed, a 2019 program proposal by Vermont’s 
governor cut by almost 10% state funding for municipal 
stormwater upgrades, putting pressure on local governments to 
maintain infrastructure without fiscal support from the state.10

b. Risk of flooding

Decreased effectiveness of stormwater management, in addition 
to other environmental factors and increased vulnerability of 
water systems through climate change, also makes flooding a 
serious issue that many local governments are beginning to 
be forced to address. Changes in waterways, increased runoff, 
and extreme storm events that are projected to get worse over 
time11 all contribute to flooding events that cost communities 
billions of dollars of damage annually.12 Floods have been shown 
to have the highest cost of any natural disaster in the United 
States in terms of lives and property lost,13 with the impacts 
falling disproportionately on the most vulnerable populations 
in a community.14 And as climate change exacerbates weather 
events, floods are projected to continue to increase in frequency 
and severity, putting pressure on governments to protect 
their communities from loss of life and property,15 as well as 
protecting waterways and wildlife habitats.16 In a state like 
Vermont, which is prone to flooding events that create millions 
of dollars of damage in infrastructure, contaminate waterways 
and soil, damage communities, and cause huge agricultural 
losses, municipalities need to have mitigation policies in place 
to create resilient communities.17 The challenge lies in creating 
a mitigation solution that does not exacerbate the budgetary 
struggles many local governments already face.
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Our proposal is for the town of Hartford, Vermont. However, 
this ordinance should be able to apply to any municipality 
in Vermont and beyond. The main goal of our proposal is to 
provide recommendations for moving forward with a native 
planting project or improving upon existing areas with native 
planting. The primary areas include medians on highways and 
large roads, road shoulders, and green belts. However, this 
recommendation may also apply to green belts and sidewalks 
owned privately, either residentially or commercially. The 
recommendations do differ for private and public lands.

First, the town of Hartford, Vermont, should use Act 250 
language in their town and regional plans. Using Act 250 will 
help incentivize and promulgate more native planting projects. 
The projects will have a greater chance of receiving permit 
approval from the Vermont Department of Transportation and 
will have quicker and more efficient planning process because 
the project will have already gone through the permit phase.

Second, the town of Hartford should create mandatory 
native planting for new zoning, regional planning, roadway 
improvement or building for publicly owned land. Native 
plantings should be required on the shoulders of the roadways 
as well as on the green belts at issue. The town should use the 
resources available to them already in their code for distance 
and spacing between native plantings. Some further research 
on height, utilities, and ice/snow maintenance may be needed 
for the plantings. The town should also include a persuasive 
recommendation for private, commercial properties. All new 
buildings that are on a roadway should have the option to 
plant native plants. Similarly, the town should provide new 
residential buildings the option of native plantings as well.

The town of Hartford already has many sections of their 
ordinances that discuss plantings, landscaping, and other 
improvement categories. Using the language already created 
will help the town define the native planting requirements for 
each property type. Further, the ordinance itself should either 
amended to include language on native planting. The details 
on native planting should be included in the town and regional 
plans. The town already has a Zoning Board, Conservation 
Commission, and Planning Commission. To avoid frustration, 

one committee should be in charge of the process of native 
planting and should provide access to information about native 
planting for interested private owners.

This proposal reflects a policy towards using native planting 
to benefit the town and the owners of the property through 
stormwater management, flood mitigation, carbon emissions, 
and more. The proposal highlights a policy geared toward 
mitigating current environmental conditions in Vermont. 
Whilst our policy has been geared primarily towards how the 
town may apply native plantings, it is also geared towards 
the changing climate in Vermont. Native plants will help 
mitigate the large-scale changes to stormwater runoff and flood 
mitigation as the temperature changes in Vermont. Further, 
native plants work towards mitigating these issues for future 
generations. Using the plantings today as a new project will help 
improve and clean the landscape for the future generations.

a. Local Policies as a Framework: Hartford, VT

Hartford has many policies that already encourage planting and 
landscaping of trees and other plants in its code and ordinances. 
In all the ordinances listed, Hartford allows that in some 
instances planting might either be required or encouraged. 
Plantings and landscaping come up in the following sections of 
the Hartford code and ordinances.

First, under Hartford Code Ch. 200: Subdivision Regulations, 
Art. IV. §200-21(B), Hartford provides that shade trees may 
be required during site preservation and improvements in 
subdivisions.18 Hartford’s code relays that the Commission “may 
require suitable hardwood shade trees […] to be planted along 
streets where trees do not exist.”19 The code determines the size 
of the tree and the distance it must be from the street.20 This 
section of the code creates a permissive authority to allow tree 
plantings in places where they might not be planted otherwise.21 
Further, the code specifies the distance from the road, the size 
of the tree, and the type of the tree (here maple, ash or oak) that 
may be planted.

Second, under Chapter 260: Zoning, Art. III. §§ 260-24 and 
260-27, the code outlines landscaping in terms of access and 

Our Proposal
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parking and under a general landscaping heading. Both of these 
sections highlight the fact that the plant should not be invasive 
to Vermont and selected for the special conditions of the lot 
(which may include snow treatment, plowing, or other issues 
specific to the area).22 Section 260-27 provides more specificity 
and highlights that the plants may be trees, shrubs, lawns, 
flowers, crops, pasture, meadow, wetlands and forests.23 Further, 
Section 260-27 requires proper maintenance of the plants after 
they are planted.24

These three sections of the Hartford code portray a strong 
starting place to create native planting on medians, shoulders 
and green belts along roadways. Hartford has already 
determined the proper distance to reduce collisions and 
maintain proper lighting. Further, Hartford has indicated what 
type of plantings may be used, and that once planted the plants 
must be properly maintained.

An ordinance like the ones Hartford has already scribed would 
be suitable for native plants on medians. The ordinance should 
include distance, lighting, special circumstances (snow, plowing, 
etc.), what type, and that it should be properly maintained. 
Further, the ordinance should follow Hartford in that it should 
be permissive, but not required.

b. Vermont: Act 250

Vermont’s Act 250 is a strong starting place for a local authority 
to begin using median strips, shoulders and green belts as 
a place to plant native species. Vermont’s Act 250 provides 
permits for local authorities to improve portions of the land 
under ten criteria.25 Act 250’s procedure involves a hearing 
with the District Environmental Commission.26 The Commission 
consists of three members and evaluates the permit application 
under the ten criteria.27 After the hearing, the Commission 
determines whether the approve the application or to have a 
recess to a later date for more information.28 The Commission 
approves most permit applications if the application satisfies 
the ten criteria.

The ten criteria are: 1) Air and water pollution; 2) water supply; 
3) impact on water supply; 4) erosion and capacity of soil to hold 
water; 5) transportation; 6) educational services;

7) municipal services; 8) aesthetics, scenic and natural beauty; 
9) impact of growth and; 10) local and regional plans.29 A plan to 
incorporate native planting on the medians of major roadways, 
on the shoulders or on the green belts would absolutely satisfy 
the criteria under Act 250 to get a permit. The criteria that 
native plants will impact the strongest are 1) air and water 
pollution; 4) erosion and capacity of soil to hold water and; 8) 
aesthetic, scenic and natural beauty.

First, the native plants will aid air and water pollution. Native 
plants act as flood deterrents and could absorb carbon.30 Not 
only will the native plants help prevent floodwater runoff, but 
the native plants will also help with air pollution as well. Due to 
the plants’ location on roadways, a major source of pollution, 
the plants will act as a deterrent to air and water pollution.

Second, native plants will have a positive impact on erosion and 
the capacity of soil to hold water.31 Native plants will occupy a 
space commonly mowed down and instead incorporate a strong 
root system that takes in water and carbon to reduce its impact. 
A median or shoulder will have more strength against erosion 
with native planting in place than without.32 Native planting 
absorbs more water and reduces the ability of runoff and 
erosion through building the soil’s capacity.33

Third, native planting will have a positive effect on aesthetics. 
Medians are infrequently seen as places for aesthetics. 
Incorporating native plants, such as flowers among other shrubs 
and grasses, will increase the appeal of medians and shoulders 
along the roadways.
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Benefits of native planting

Native plantings, or plant material that originates in and 
is native to a specific geographic region,34 can help local 
governments mitigate some of the difficulties faced. Traditional 
landscaping tends to favor the same plants across a variety of 
sites to create an identical look regardless of location, while 
native plantings emphasize plants grown naturally at each 
location.35 And encouraging theses native plantings in medians 
can help mitigate some of the issues inherent in traditional 
median landscaping, such as drainage issues leading to increased 
need for road work,36 as well as the challenges discussed above 
that local governments may face. This section discusses the 
economic benefits, stormwater management improvements, and 
flood adaptation capabilities of incorporating native plantings 
in medians, as well as touches on additional aesthetic and 
ecological benefits of this proposal.

a. Efficient and economical landscaping

For local governments that struggle to balance their budgets, 
promoting native plantings may be a more cost-effective 
strategy than traditional landscaping. The EPA has found that 
“the combined costs of installation and maintenance for natural 
landscape over a ten year period may be one fifth of the costs 
for conventional landscape maintenance,” as native plantings 
require almost none of the maintenance inputs necessary for 
traditional landscaping.37 The cost of traditional landscaping 
maintenance often include labor- mowing, trimming, mulching- 
as well as water

upfront cost of installing native plants on a plot can be higher 
than re-seeding existing traditional landscaping, the long-term 
cost of native planting has been shown to be lower than upkeep 
on traditional plantings.39 Even with native prairie expenses 
including “seeding, planting plugs, mulching, and maintenance 
costs” of installing the new system, the EPA has found that 
native prairie costs 56% less than turf to install in a new area 
and can provide significant savings on maintenance costs over 
a period of five years.40 Furthermore, simply paving the median 
could be more costly than either traditional or native planting, 
with one estimate stating that a median “20 feet wide and one 
mile long costs $200,000 to asphalt,” while seeding native 
species would be about 5% of the cost.41And green infrastructure 

such as native plantings can also help slow deterioration of 
existing pavement, saving money on street maintenance 
and reducing upkeep cost of city streets by anywhere from 
15-60%, depending on the type of planting used.42 Long-term 
reduction in maintenance costs may be an effective tool for local 
governments to reduce expenditures and balance budgets.

b. Effective stormwater management

Native plantings provide other financial and environmental 
benefits besides reduction in maintenance costs. For 
local communities that are struggling to maintain their 
stormwater management systems, natural landscaping can 
help accommodate storm and flood waters as the deeper root 
systems of native plants increase the capacity of the soil to 
store water.43 An EPA study found that native plants infiltrate 
stormwater at a rate of 7.5 inches per hour, compared to an 
infiltration rate of 0.29 inches per hour for traditional sidewalk 
grass.44 Using native plants to absorb stormwater can be an 
effective technique to reduce the load on aging storm sewer 
infrastructure, as these plants increase the water storage 
capacity and absorption rates where they are planted.45 Natural 
drainage through native plantings can not only reduce runoff 
and increase water retention but also can be more cost efficient 
to install when compared with updating or replacing storm 
sewer systems.46 As local governments look to manage the 
increased volume of water running off impervious surfaces, 
native landscaping may be a more efficient and cost-effective 
alternative to replacing sewers.47

c. Flood mitigation

For local governments and communities in states like Vermont 
that experience flooding in part due to changes in floodplains 
and waterways, native vegetation can provide assistance in 
mitigating the challenges inherent in flooding. As discussed 
above, native plants have a higher absorption capacity than do 
traditional plantings, providing valuable infiltration services. 
Additionally, native landscaping is often designed to mimic 
natural hydrology to slow water flows, spread water over a 
larger area, and sink the water into the soil rather than move 
it elsewhere.48 This increased absorptive capacity significantly 
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helps reduce water runoff, which can lead to fewer flooding 
incidents as well as assist in managing water if a flood were 
to occur, mitigating potential damage.49 As climate change is 
projected to worsen flooding incidents and extreme weather 
in the future,50 native vegetation can be a valuable asset for 
local governments to use as an adaptation tool to a changing 
ecosystem.

d. Additional benefits

Choosing plants that are adapted to the local climate and soil 
conditions can also be beneficial in that they provide shelter 
and food for wildlife, promote biodiversity and require less 
water.51 Native vegetation has also been shown to provide water 
quality enhancements, recreation, air purification, and carbon 
sequestration, improving the environment in a myriad of ways 
besides reducing runoff and managing water.52

Native plantings can act as a carbon sequestration tool, 
absorbing carbon dioxide from the air and storing it in 
vegetation and soil, acting as a strategy to offset carbon 
emissions and mitigate climate change.53 Additionally, while turf 
grass requires about one inch of water per week in the summer, 
native plants conserve water once planted and require little to 
no watering in summer months, allowing local governments 
to reduce water consumption54 as well as greenhouse gas 
emissions through reductions in energy use for water treatment 
and pumping.55 Likewise, no need for mowing can improve 
the environment through a reduction in noise and carbon 
pollution as fewer mowers and lawn care equipment emit into 
the air.56 The lower maintenance and energy costs, as well as 
the ecological benefits of absorbing greenhouse gasses, allows 
native vegetation to act as a powerful climate mitigation tool.

Additionally, native plants provide vital habitat and food for 
birds and important pollinators, including “hummingbirds, 
native bees, butterflies, moths, and bats,”57 mitigating the 
impact of urban structures on wildlife and providing a higher 
level of biodiversity to the area than where non-native plants 
are used.58 Furthermore, runoff has been shown to carry 
contaminants, such as toxic, manmade chemicals, into bodies 
of water- native plant root systems help “hold harmful or 

toxic substances in place,” reducing water pollution in nearby 
bodies of water and watersheds.59 The additional environmental 
benefits to native planting, while potentially difficult to quantify 
financially, can help cities improve urban spaces and mitigate 
the challenges of a changing climate.
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Potential costs with native 
planting on medians

a. Public vs. Private Land Ownership

Any project that changes the landscape or includes a new 
landscaping guideline will need to adhere to the ownership of 
the property. A privately-owned property and a publicly owned 
property will have different requirements and may change the 
status of the recommendation. The state can require publicly 
owned land to use native planting.60 The state may only be able 
to recommend or incentivize native planting on private or 
commercially owned land.61

First, if the land is publicly owned, meaning the state has 
ownership and title over the property, it is the state’s own 
persuasive authority to build new or improve upon existing 
highways and medians.62 The title of the land is to the state and 
it would be the state’s own choice to require itself to improve or 
build new medians on the land.63 Further, if the land is in public 
trust, then the state may have further requirements or duties to 
improve upon the land for current and future generations.64 The 
state has greater leeway with requiring publicly owned land, 
such as highways, shoulders, and green belts to be improved 
upon.

Second, if land is privately owned the state has less authority on 
whether they can require owners to improve the land or put in 
new native plantings.65 For residential property, the state should 
use recommendations and persuade the owner to use native 
planting.66 Further, the state should educate the private owners 
on native planting and its benefits as well as provide tools for 
the owners to build on their own accord.67 Tools may include 
databases, recommendations, and providing other information 
on costs and benefits. For commercial properties, the state also 
may be unable to require the owners to use native planting.68 
However, a commercial property owner may be more likely to 
follow a recommendation if there are incentives to use native 
planting. Incentives may include providing information on 
improved quality of the land which may in the long run reduce 
maintenance costs.

b. Economic Considerations

The cost of native planting is significantly lower than asphalting 
a new median or maintaining turf. Typically, a 20-foot-wide, 
1-mile long median costs the state around $200,000 to prep, 
asphalt, and does not include the price of maintenance of the 
area.69 In contrast, native planting is significantly cheaper, yet it 
is not without costs. A median with native planting is typically 
around $10,000.70 The price includes purchase of the seeds, the 
planting itself, and the typical first year of maintenance. Overall, 
planting native plants is about 5% of the cost of asphalting the 
median instead.71 If the state has already developed a median 
without planting in the center, then the cost is even less.

Although $10,000 is the typical cost of planting with native 
plants in a median, this price can still be relatively high for 
local areas on a lower budget. In Vermont, the Department of 
Transportation covers most of the highway systems including 
the medians and shoulders on the roadways.72 However, small 
and local roads are typically under the cover of the municipality. 
73 The municipality’s planning commission or transportation 
committee will often work on developing and improving on 
the roadways.74 Further, the planning commission often has 
control over the development of driveways in residential and 
nonresidential areas.75 Ten thousand dollars may be a large 
sum for some local and municipal areas, depending on the 
socioeconomics of that area.
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c. Implementing Native Plantings on Medians

If a state or local authority is currently developing a road 
system, median, or shoulder, it is very important that the 
authority develops its plan to use native planting early in the 
project process. Typically, a transportation project has five 
major phases: 1) local planning; 2) regional planning; 3) scoping; 
4) project development and 5) construction and maintenance.76

Ideally, if an authority intends to incorporate native planting, it 
should begin to discuss doing so at the local planning phase. The 
local planning phase incorporates the local authorities, citizens, 
and other planners establishing the goals for the transportation 
system at the local level.77 Importantly, this often includes the 
landscape goals. Further, the landscaping goals will be on the 
town’s budget, and the town should plan to use native planting 
early in the process to avoid excessive costs later when the 
landscaping plans come to fruition.78

All states have a sight line requirement that extends to median 
plantings. Usually, there can be no obstacles blocking the 
driver’s view of oncoming vehicles to avoid collisions.79 The 
design of the road also changes the way that an authority may 
implement median plantings. Curved and hilled roads have 
different needs than straight, flat roads. Although there may 
be significant requirements for curved and hilled roads, the 
shoulders of roads, depending on the width of the shoulder, can 
be a viable alternative for native planting.80

Native planting can include both trees, shrubbery, grasses, 
and flowers. A mixture of many is the ideal method. Where 
trees cannot grow due to visibility issues, shrubbery, flowers, 
and grasses might be a viable alternative for the project. 
However, there are many native trees and shrubs that are grown 
specifically to be “street trees,” or trees that either have no 
branches from the trunk or clear stems can be clipped.

A village, town or even highway authority might impose 
distance requirements for plantings on either the median, 
shoulder, or the green belt next to the shoulder of the road. 
Usually, these distance requirements are for the safety of cars 

in case of collision or if the car needs to swerve in an emergency 
or accident.81 The distance requirements are very specific to the 
area and location of the proposed project. Distance might be 
based on emergency stopping areas, slope of the road, and the 
speed limit.82

Distance might also incorporate lighting issues. Trees might 
need to be spaced at a certain distance to avoid over-shading in 
certain areas.83 Lighting is not as large of an issue if the project 
instead uses shrubs, flowers or grasses. Overall, distance issues 
should account for safety. Even if the project cannot use trees 
due to distance or lighting issues, there are many other native 
plants that can be used in lieu of trees.

The second phase, the regional phase, often arises when the 
state is building a highway system, or if there is a large stretch 
of road that will go through multiple municipalities.84 Either 
way, when portions of the road may be under state control 
rather than local, the state should also use the early planning 
process to incorporate landscaping goals, such as native 
planting. The same issue at the local level may arise later for 
the regional level as well. Waiting to determine what kinds of 
plantings, landscaping ideas, and planning for those ideas might 
cause the state or municipality to front higher costs than if they 
plan early in the process.

As stated above, the ideal time to plan for native planting is in 
either phase one or two. However, the goals for landscaping 
and native planting should be recognized throughout the entire 
project. In phases three and four, or scoping and development, 
the authority should consider the planting process in their plan 
and throughout the development of the project. The scoping 
and development phases provide insight into how well the 
phases are going.85 The scoping phase is particularly helpful in 
deciding whether an alternative landscape design is needed.86 
The development phase is particularly helpful for the actual 
implementation of the native plants into the project.
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Finally, the final phase, construction and maintenance, is the 
most important in the actual implementation of the native 
planting. If a municipality or state authority planted trees, it is 
crucial to maintain them and preserve them as they begin to 
grow.87 Further, general maintenance of the newly planted area 
is necessary to ensure that the planting process is effective.88 
Often this is the responsibility of the local authorities. The final 
phase is crucial because maintenance is important in the final 
phase of the process.

d. Utilities

Many state and local authorities will run into issues with 
utility lines and pipes. Sewage and gas pipes often run under 
roadways.89 Whilst underground utility lines are uncommon, 
above ground utility lines and poles are very common. This 
poses issues particularly for trees. Pipes can be redirected 
lower underground to avoid tree roots. However, trees that are 
planted above ground might need to be clipped or cropped to 
avoid interacting with the above-ground utility lines and poles.90

Native planting does not entirely need to be concerned with 
utility lines. However, if part of the native planting process 
includes native tree species, then utility lines must be 
considered. In the case of utility lines, smaller trees might be 
preferable over larger trees or trees that have extensive branch 
systems.91 Further, as stated above, many street trees that fall 
into the native species can be used in lieu of larger trees. As 
always, a viable alternative to large trees that might impact 
visibility or interact with utility lines might be to use other 
native plants. Shrubs, flowers, and grasses can aesthetically 
impact the area as well as physically and environmentally. 
Where trees may pose too many issues with over and under-
ground systems, smaller native species may be the better suited.

e. Vermont Specific: Freezing and Snow

Vermont is prone to ground freezing from the fall through 
the spring. Deciduous trees with particularly high shading due 
to thick branching or twig patterns might cause the ground 
to freeze earlier and to thaws later.92 This is particularly 
problematic for road and driving safety. Ground freezing might 
increase ice coverage on the roads and can cause more traffic 
accidents during the winter months.93 The solution to freezing is 
to choose trees that are either smaller and have a lower shading 
impact, or to choose trees with fewer branches at the trunk or 
with a thinner Vermont also has a significant amount of snow 
maintenance throughout the winter months including road 
treatment, plowing, and snow coverage.95 These three issues 
might affect the ability of the native plant to sustain itself in an 
area with larger amounts of snow maintenance. The trees or 
plants used on the medians, shoulders or green belts should be 
viable throughout the winter months and be able to withstand 
possible plowing collisions and road treatments for snow & ice.
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There are several cities across the country that have 
implemented an ordinance or city policy to encourage natural 
landscaping or native plantings, athough few have focused 
specifically on incorporating native plantings in medians. 
Listed below are some innovative strategies used by cities to 
increase native plantings to mitigate flooding and stormwater 
runoff, as well as increase biodiversity, pollination, and reduce 
maintenance.

a. Chicago, Illinois

The City of Chicago Department of Transportation has 
implemented a Landscaped Median Project that encourages 
use of median space to plant greenery that helps collect and 
treat stormwater, as well as beautify the community and help 
combat climate change.96 With over 110 miles of landscaped 
medians throughout the city, these landscaped medians “collect 
and store stormwater, reducing the amount that enters storm 
sewers and basements.”97 While this policy does not specifically 
mandate use of native plants in the landscaped medians, the 
Department of Transportation has acknowledged that “native 
species planted in the medians provide food, water and shelter 
to birds and insects,”98 and the City of Chicago has published 
a Recommended Native Plants List to encourage the use of 
these species99 as well as a Roadway Plant List developed by the 
Department of Transportation.100

Crucially, discretion for planting and maintenance is left 
up to the Department of Transportation, the agency most 
familiar with urban roadway conditions and with the most 
experience working with medians and other roadside areas.101 
The Landscape Median Project relies heavily on the expertise 
and knowledge of the implementing authority rather than 
mandating specific plantings that may not work in practice.102

b. Westchester County, New York

Westchester County’s Executive passed an Executive Order 
directing that “plant materials native… [to the region] shall 
be used exclusively in designing, planting, maintaining, and 
managing the landscape features of all County roadsides, parks, 
public areas, and other County properties and facilities.”103 
This Order included directions that any planting must consider 
biological needs of the site (including soil analysis), require 
little or no maintenance or water usage, and be an educational 
tool for the public to learn about the importance of native 
plants in the region.104 While the County Executive stated that 
the main purpose of the Order was to increase biodiversity, 
create pollinator habitats, and provide public awareness,105 the 
Order also acknowledges that “native plants enrich the soil by 
helping rain percolate into the soil through their root systems, 
thereby reducing erosion and water irrigation requirements 
and filtering storm water runoff, which, in turn, improves water 
quality.”106

Although the Executive Order is not specific to medians, 
roadsides and other County property is included in the Order 
and thus can be read to include medians and other roadside 
plantings.107 Importantly, this Order recognizes that requiring a 
new system of planting and new landscaping techniques may be 
ineffective without recognizing that additional knowledge and 
expertise may be necessary to assist in proper implementation 
and ensuring that those accountable for implementing new 
regulations have the technical support they need. This includes 
proposed partnerships with institutions, nurseries, and other 
growers to help with the implementation of the Order and 
provides technical guidance.108

Examples of other city policies 
implementing native planting
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c. Town of Victor, New York

The Town of Victor passed an ordinance requiring that “all 
plantings used to satisfy landscaping and landscaped area 
requirements shall be comprised of at least seventy-percent 
native plant species… the remaining 30% or less of plantings 
shall be comprised of nonnative plant species which are not 
invasive plant species.”109 While not specific to medians, 
this ordinance provides a valuable example in how some 
local governments are gradually phasing in native planting 
requirements.

In order to help facilitate this ordinance, the town government 
published a Native Plant Manual, enumerating which trees, 
shrubs, perennial and grasses would be appropriate for 
developers and contractors to use in order to be compliant 
with the 70% requirement.110 The manual also discusses 
proper planting and correct siting, stating that “energy 
savings and environmental benefits of installing plants are 
accrued indefinitely, while the cost of installation occurs just 
once… [and] benefits tend to increase over time as the plants 
grow, while maintenance costs are low to non-existent.” 
111 Additionally, the manual emphasizes that “judicious use 
of plants in the landscape is a cost-effective way to utilize 
the environmental benefits of plants… [and] bioengineered 
water control devices are far more cost effective in managing 
stormwater than man-made structures.”112 The 70-30 
requirement can be an effective way to ease developers and 
property owners into native planting without requiring full 
natural landscaping, allowing some traditional non-native 
plants while also encouraging a transition to more native 
species.

d. Eugene, Oregon

The City of Eugene has passed a city policy prioritizing native 
plants and discouraging or prohibiting non-native or invasive 
species in order increase the use of native plants on city-owned 
land through the Department of Public Works.113 Rather than 
requiring city staff to plant native species, the language in 
this policy emphasizes using native alternatives to commonly 
used landscaping species and discourages non-native plant 
use when possible, declaring that “in an effort to halt the 
intentional introduction of invasive species and to promote 
the re-introduction of native species, the City…prohibits the 
use of the most problematic and documented invasive species, 
discourages the planting of other species that are suspected 
to be problematic and encourages the use of native plants on 
all City-owned lands and projects.”114 While a less restrictive 
and more permissive policy than others, the city focuses on 
positive incentives and providing information to encourage 
staff to plant natives- even providing a comprehensive list of 
native alternatives and habitat requirements to encourage 
staff to choose plants themselves.115 This document further 
acknowledges that “while native species generally require 
less water and care than non-native species, this is only true 
when planted in the appropriate soil moisture and sunlight 
conditions,” emphasizing additional resources employees can 
use to properly choose plant species.116
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Native vegetation offers a variety of benefits with low costs 
that will aid local municipal governments in stormwater 
management and flood control. Every region in the United 
States has plants that are native to a specific area that offer 
benefits not only to issues such as stormwater runoff and 
flooding, but also for aesthetic beauty and climate mitigation. 
Vermont has many plants that are specifically adapted to the 
region and can aid local governments in developing sound 
strategies and projects to avoid climate change issues while 
improving residential life and reducing costs.

Using native plants in Vermont and across the United States will 
benefit stormwater management, decrease flooding issues, and 
will increase each region’s natural beauty with low maintenance 
and effective planting. Incorporating native planting 
throughout the planning and development phase of a road or 
highway project will support a local region’s development.

Hartford, Vermont should use resources it already has available 
to implement native planting projects. Hartford has language 
in its ordinances and code that discusses what kinds of planting 
and how they should be planted based on careful planning. 
Further, Hartford should use Vermont’s Act 250 to not only help 
plan for projects, but to receive permitting and support from 
the state of Vermont as well. As Hartford can set the baseline 
for implementing a native planting project, many other local 
and municipal governments can follow Hartford’s example and 
incorporate native planting in their own road and highway 
projects.

Overall, native planting supports regional resilience and 
sustainable highway and road projects. Using plants that 
are essential and thrive in a certain region will support the 
current ecosystems and prevent invasive species from taking 
over. Further, planting native plants supports the resilience 
of the natural ecosystem of the region. The natural ecosystem 
of Vermont has the ability to reduce stormwater runoff and 
prevent flooding. As native vegetation is incorporated into 
medians, green belts and shoulders, these plants will naturally 
prevent some of the issues currently facing local governments. 
In the long-term, future generations will see the positive effects 
of using native planting on highway and roadway projects.

Conclusion
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Appendix A 

The EPA Landscape Conversion Cost Calculator is a useful tool 
to estimate the cost of converting current landscape to more 
environmentally-appropriate and water conserving plant 
varieties. This tool can be used to illustrate long-term savings 
over time from lower water bills and lower maintenance costs, 
allowing local governments to conduct a truer cost-benefit 
analysis of converting landscapes. Having an initial, 3-year, 
6-year, 10 year, and average annual cost comparison between 
original landscape and converted landscape can provide 
valuable information to convince city officials of the cost-
effectiveness and potential savings.

Appendix B

There are many excellent native plant databases online, but a 
Vermont-specific list such as the Native Plant List can provide 
additional geographical information and more concrete 
recommendations for native plantings to a particular region. 
The Federation of Vermont Lakes and Ponds also has resources 
on native plants classified by soil and habitat type, and the 
Vermont Fish and Wildlife Department provides resources on 
native plant nurseries and where to source plants.

Appendix C

The Audubon Society’s Native Plant Database is a national 
resource that can provide specific information on native plant 
varieties appropriate for localities throughout the United 
States, and the National Wildlife Federation’s Native Plant 
Finder uses zip codes to identify the best variety of plant for the 
specific area, including which plants are best for encouraging 
pollination.

Appendix D

The Vermont Department of Transportation Landscape Guide 
is specific to Vermont but provides valuable information on 
the factors that need to be taken into account when planting 
on roadways and medians. This includes considerations such 
as visibility, plant hardiness, maintenance, and proper plant 
selection.
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