
Code and Ordinance Reviews   

Case Studies and Findings   



Minnesota 

• The  Environmental Sustainability Clinic at the 

University of Minnesota Law School worked 

with the Washington Conservation District to 

review and analyze local ordinances 

• The law students created an ordinance 

assessment tool, reviewed 20 local 

government ordinances in Washington and 

Chisago Counties, and developed model 

ordinance language 

• One element of a Statewide “Minimal Impact 

Design Standards” project   
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Sustainable Development Codes: 
Reviews of Community Codes 

and Ordinances in Illinois 

Dennis Dreher 



Illinois Code Reviews 

• Recent watershed plans for Hickory Creek 
and the Lower DuPage River emphasized 
development policies and ordinances 

• Ordinances from 16 communities in the 
watersheds were evaluated to determine 
the extent to which the codes and 
ordinances would allow or encourage the  
sustainable development approaches 

 



Ordinance Review Topics 

• Comprehensive Stormwater Standards 

– Stormwater drainage and detention 

– Soil erosion and sediment control 

– Floodplain management 

– Stream and wetland protection 

• Natural Area Protection and Management 

• Landscaping Standards 

• Impervious Area Reduction: Street and Parking 
Requirements 

• Conservation Design: Zoning/Subdivision Codes 



Ordinance Checklist References 

• NIPC Facility Planning Area Nonpoint Source Management 
ordinance checklist 

• Blackberry Creek Watershed: Zoning Code Analysis and 
Ordinance Language Recommendation Report (Kane 
County, 2004) 

• U.S. EPA Water Quality Scorecard 

• Center for Watershed Protection, Better Site Design (Code 
and Ordinance Worksheet and related publications) 

• Progressive provisions of local municipal ordinances, 
countywide stormwater ordinances, and other 
conservation design ordinances 

• NIPC/CMAP Ecological Planning and Design Directory  

 



What Communities Were Reviewed? 

• Frankfort 

• Homer Glen 

• Joliet 

• Mokena 

• New Lenox 

• Orland Park 

• Tinley Park 

• Will County 



Communities Reviewed 
Lower DuPage River Watershed 

• Bolingbrook 

• Channahon 

• Crest Hill 

• Joliet 

• Minooka 

• Naperville 

• Plainfield 

• Romeoville 

• Shorewood  

• Will County 

 



Results: Stormwater Drainage and 
Detention 

(11 checklist items) 

• Most municipal ordinances require control of the 
2- storm and discourage in-stream detention 

• Few ordinances mandate naturalized, BMP-
based detention designs 

• Some ordinances encourage natural drainage 
practices (e.g., bio-swales), but none require 

• Will County ordinance is primarily focused on 
flooding concerns, not water quality, hydrology, 
and aquatic habitat 



Recommendation:  Naturalized Detention Basins 

• More effective at 
removing 
stormwater 
pollutants 

• Can enhance site 
aesthetics and 
habitat 

• Discourages 
nuisance goose 
populations 



Results: Soil Erosion and Sediment 
Control 

 (8 checklist items) 

• Several ordinances have comprehensive SESC 
principles and explicit requirements for soil 
stabilization, sediment control, and conveyance 
channels 

  Compost-based BMPs 

• Compost Blankets 
• Filter Berms 
• Compost Filter Socks 

 



Results: Natural Area and Open Space 
Standards  

(9 checklist items) 

• Most communities do not require any special 
protection of natural areas, such as prairies, 
woodlands, or steep slopes 

• Several communities have requirements for 
protection and management of natural 
areas in “conservation developments” 



Results: Landscaping Standards  
(12 checklist items) 

• Most communities do not encourage or require 
native landscaping (except for naturalized 
detention) 

• Most communities require landscaped areas in 
parking lots, but none encourage/require bio-
swales or natural landscaping 

• Several communities have tree protection 
ordinances with tree replacement provisions 



Results: Impervious Area Reduction  
(14 checklist items) 

• Most communities don’t have provisions for narrow streets 
(exception: Will County’s 24’ standard for local streets) 

• Parking standards – stall size and number of spaces -- vary 
significantly among communities 

• Permeable paving is NOT explicitly recognized as an option in 
most communities 

• Several communities allow for shared parking to reduce new 
parking requirements  

• A few have flexible parking provisions to encourage 
downtown re-development 

• Detention credit not always provided for stone layers 
beneath permeable pavement 



Results: Conservation Design Standards  
(5 checklist items) 

• Most communities allow for flexible subdivision 
designs via “planned development” provisions 

• Very few communities have specific provisions for 
conservation development 

– Will County has specific requirements for percentage of 
open space, ranging from 30-60 percent, in its 
conservation subdivisions  

• Recommendation:  Consider Will County, Plainfield, 
and Homer Glen ordinances as models 



Evaluation Results and 
Recommendations Can be Found at: 

• Hickory Creek Watershed Plan 

– Chapter 3 and Appendix C 

– http://www.hickorycreekwatershed.org/learn/plan/  

 

• Lower DuPage River Watershed Plan 
– http://www.dupagerivers.org/WatershedPlan.htm  
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