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Welcome New Members!
Name
Arthur G. Clesen
David Hayes
James Kirby
Roger R. Ross
William R. Haney
Alan Baratta
Dale E. Herman
Peter H. Rice
Richard J. Synnestvedt
Andrew Belter
Brian Johnson
Daniel L. Yore
David B. Shaw
David M. Lefcourt
Dean Kahl
Denice F. Britton
Dennis P. McLaughlin Jr.
Eric A. Gilsrud
Erik Stadsvold
Gregory J. Parker
Hugh C. Whitehead
J. Keith Finch
James Tresouthick
Jennifer Stringer
John Bellon
Jonathan Jorgenson
Kristina Engel-Bitner
Mark V. Baker
Mark Stevens
Mark Younger
Michael Claymore
Michael McLaughlin
Michael A. Schwarze
Milan Davis
Nathan Slack
Pierre B. Erhard
Richard Trout
Ryan M. Brayfield
Sibylle Menendez de Llano
Steve Clayton
Tony V. Medeiros
William J. Caplinger
William R. Scott, Jr.
Bryan Tassey
Cabot J. Cameron
Charles E. Drechsler
Charles Filmer
David A. Talavera
Glenn E. McDonald
Hunt O. Riddle
Ian Brown
James Dykstra
James LeMyre
John Bertinelli
John Rousseau
John Nowak
Johnny Aguila
Jon Andersen
Lena Marion
Nicole Elizabeth Rygiel
Ramie Pierce
Rich Schaffer
Robert D. DeBrock
Ryan McCaughey
Ryan Matthew Thomas
Scott Asplundh
Simon Leong Lian Chuan
Stephen Nickel
Sue A. Mottl
Tara Norback

Organization
Arthur Clesen Inc.
Dave Hayes

City
Wheeling
Fullerton
Louisberg
Ross Tree Care
Homer Glen
B. Haney & Sons Inc
Lombard
West Palm Beach
Fargo
Princeton
The Care of Trees
Bryn Athyn
City of Fontana California
Alta Loma
Boone
Brentwood
Shaw Tree Surgeons Inc.
Cincinnati
City of Cambridge
Cambridge
City of Madison
Madison
Britton Tree Services Inc.
Paradise
A Cut Above Tree Service
Brookfield
City Of Billings
Billings
Town of Parker
Parker
Landmark Tree Care & Construction
Anaheim
Fairfax County Urban Forestry Div.
Fairfax
City Of Winston-Salem
Winston Salem
Village of Homewood
Homewood
City of Greenville
Greenville
Klamath Falls
Norsk Grunner
East Stroudsburg
Kris Bitner Horticultural Consultants
Houston
City of Austin
Austin
City of Elmhurst
Elmhurst
City of Evanston Parks & Forestry
Evanston
CRST Prairie Management
Eagle Butte
A Cut Above Tree Service
Brookfield
Mike’s Tree Company LLC
Pillager
Casey Trees
Washington
City of Ventura
Venturs
Professional Arborist
Wenham
Albany
City of Surrey
Surrey
NYC Parks & Recreation
Little Neck
White Rock
Shelter Islan
City of Crescent City
Crescent City
City of Casper Urban Forestry Section
Casper
City of Atwater
Atwater
Druid Tree Service Inc
Nashville
City of Redwood
San Mateo
Davis
Public Works Tree Dept
Culver City
City of Surrey
Langley
Advanced Tree Inc
Kill Devil Hills
City of Milwaukee
Milwaukee
Foothill Tree Service
Placerville
City of New York Department of Parks & Rec. Bronx
Arrow Tree Service
Old Tappan
Town of Whitby
Whitby
Mount Vernon
Santa Monica City-Open Space Mgmt.
Santa Monica
South Ogden City Parks & Recreation
Ogden
Tisa D.O.O.
Ljubljana
Bayou Caddy Trucking
Waveland
Tacoma
Village of Carol Stream
Carol Stream
Lee County B.O.C.C.
Lehigh Acres
Clovis
Luray
Asplundh Tree Expert Co.
Willow Grove
TEHC Group
Singapore
Alaska Community Forestry Program
Anchorage
City of Stow
Stow
City of Branson
Branson

www.urban-forestry.com

State
IL
CA
NC
IL
IL
FL
ND
NJ
PA
CA
NC
CA
OH
MA
WI
CA
WI
MT
CO
CA
VA
NC
IL
AL
OR
PA
TX
TX
IL
IL
SD
WI
MN
DC
CA
MA
CA
BC
NY
BC
NY
CA
WY
CA
TN
CA
CA
CA
BC
NC
WI
CA
NY
NJ
ON
IL
CA
UT
SL
MS
WA
IL
FL
CA
VA
PA
SG
AK
OH
MO

Application for Membership in the SMA
Please completely fill out and mail this INVOICE with payment to:
Danielle N. Easton , Membership Coordinator
International Society of Arboriculture
P.O. Box 3129
Champaign, IL. 61826
1-888-472-8733 x205
deaston@isa-arbor.com
Tax I.D. No: 31-1020171. Please make your check payable to:
The Society of Municipal Arborists
Be sure to check which type of membership you are applying for.
Descriptions of memberships are listed below.
Types of Memberships (check one)
❐ Corporate ($140)

❐ Professional ($75)

❐ Senior ($40)

❐ Student ($40)

List employees under the corporate membership at $25 each below.
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

Descriptions of Memberships
Professional – Persons actively engaged in municipal arboriculture or in related fields
such as: city forester, city arborist, shade tree commissioner, tree warden, or any persons officially in charge of city street or park tree planting and management, or their
assistants. Also, county, state, or federal employees who are charged with responsibility of assisting municipalities with arboriculture needs. Non-commercial people in
fields related to arboriculture, such as: landscape architects, scientists, and managers
of arboretums can apply. Annual dues are $75.00.
Senior – This subcategory of Professional membership includes retired municipal
arborists. Annual dues are $40.00.
Student – This subcategory of Professional membership includes full-time students of
a college or horticultural school, enrolled in arboriculture. Annual dues: $40.00.
Corporate – Membership for commercial companies representing products and services of the arboriculture field. Corporate members are entitled to one voting member,
and employees of the company are entitled to discount non-voting memberships at
$25 a year. Annual dues are $140.00.
Your Name: __________________________________________________________
City or Company: ______________________________________________________
Office Address: ________________________________________ Zip + 4 __________
Home Address if preferred: ______________________________ Zip + 4 __________
Phone: (

) ______________________FAX: (

) _______________________

E-mail: ______________________________ City Population: __________________
Job title, or if student, your major:_________________________________________
Please make your check payable to: “The Society of Municipal Arborists”
I, the undersigned, wish to apply for membership in the Society of Municipal Arborists. I
agree to observe all the rules of the Society and to participate as I am able in furthering its
objectives.
Applicant’s Signature
________________________________________________________ Date __________
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Arbor Day Snapshot:
Surrey, British Columbia
Photos Courtesy City of Surrey

As part of its overall Releaf Program, Surrey, BC has held
tree-planting events in April and October for the past 16
years. Surrey first adopted an annual Arbor Day event in
2005 as part of Releaf Days. Each year on the first Saturday
in May, Arbor Day is observed with a one-day community celebration event featuring the planting of 50 large shade trees.
The event also features free children’s activities, crafts, mascots, face painting and refreshments. Each year, a different
community park is chosen as a location for the event, which
encourages another community in Surrey to be involved.
Residents are also encouraged to observe Arbor Day by
planting trees on their own private property. Surrey also has
a Maple Leaf Day tree planting event in September.

What’s a party without cake? Celebrating Surrey’s first Arbor Day
event, Royal Kwantlen Park, May 2005
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Local residents help Douglas-fir and Sasquatch plant a weeping willow (Salix babylonica) at Surrey’s first Arbor Day, Royal Kwantlen
Park, May 2005.

www.urban-forestry.com
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City Trees

(left top) Douglas-fir takes a break from giving out tree seedlings to
get a hug from a happy participant! Cloverdale Athletic Park, May
2007
(left bottom) Planting an American ash (Fraxinus americana) tree to
help shade playing fields and pathways at Cloverdale Athletic Park,
May 2007

������ ������������
klynnurseries.com
Visit our website
Sales Staff
Availability*
Hot List*
Klyn Catalog 2008*
Quote Form
Photo Gallery
E-mail addresses
About Us
Directions
*Contact us for user name and password

Participants of all ages get in on the action to plant a London plane
tree (Platanus x acerifolia) at Cloverdale Athletic Park, May 2007.

KLYN NURSERIES, Inc.
3322 SOUTH RIDGE RD. • P.O. BOX 343
PERRY, OHIO 44081

TELEPHONE: (440) 259-3811
FAX: (440) 259-3338
1-800-860-8104
Web Site: klynnurseries.com
A group of children digs in to plant a bigleaf maple (Acer macrophylllum) tree, one of 50 large shade trees planted at Surrey’s
Cloverdale Athletic Park, May 2007.

www.urban-forestry.com

E-Mail: klyn@klynnurseries.com
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Partners Updates

Issues in ARBORICULTURE

Issues of Scale

by Phillip Rodbell, U.S. Forest Service

F

or the U.S. national Urban and Community Forestry
Program, communities remain the basic indicator of
performance. The assumption is that if communities
have trained staff, quality tree protection ordinances or
policies, strong tree commissions or nonprofit action,
and management plans in place, urban trees and forests in the U.S. will be enhanced and their many benefits sustained for generations to come.

instance, are only a fraction of the ecological forest that
provides so many benefits to society. To make a greater
impact through our management activities, perhaps we
should set priorities to plant only large-maturing trees
specifically for energy conservation and storm water filtration, or to leverage private efforts that will double our
impact. Steady movement in this direction would show
more quickly the impact of U.S. federal investment.

To accomplish this, the national program has pumped technical and financial assistance through the state forestry
agencies to generate local interest and action in maintaining and enhancing trees and forests. Through this effort,
states report we have made progress assisting more than
6,300 (30% of potential) communities to initiate, develop,
and ultimately sustain their tree care programs.

Our work with tree commissions and nonprofit groups
to inventory and assess tree condition builds community resilience in times of natural disaster and rapid
change. This cadre of volunteers must be nurtured
locally, educated perhaps as part of a state and national network of “citizen foresters” trained in early pest
detection and rapid response. That would truly advance
our capacity to shape the future forest for generations
to come. It also makes for a great story that would
more clearly illustrate the federal role of national systems development and maintenance.

Again, the assumption is that federal funds have made
a difference in these 6,300 communities and in the
lives of the 162.3 million residents who live in them.
After 15 years of public investment, the results are in
and policymakers are generally underwhelmed with the
results at the national scale. Locally, we may have made
a difference, but nationally, it appears hard to see.
The challenge has always been to tell a national story
from all the many positive, local results—the “points
of light” in communities across the country. Research
shows that trees make a difference, but do community
programs make a difference? Has our national effort
contributed to improving tree cover and associated
benefits at a measurable scale?
It is exactly this—scale—that must be communicated
and used to paint a colorful and robust picture of our
work together. For example, we have produced thousands of local inventories and management plans,
yet we have been unable to merge the data in a comprehensive way to tell policymakers that our valuable
urban forests are more healthy and resilient in the U.S.
because of the federal investment. We can do better,
and we must.
From my perspective, we need to target our resources
effectively to achieve the greatest impact at the broadest scale within each of our domains. Street trees, for
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Efforts to win tree and forest protection policies at the
county scale could pay huge dividends, building public
support at a broader scale and affecting many communities at once and forever. Older urban communities
with limited storm water capacity would benefit greatly
from subdivision development activities outside their
jurisdictions that retain trees and forests. Every community should be studying opportunities to protect their
greater watersheds and the forests that sustain them.
For example, New York City is investing in watershed
conservation in a bid to effectively avoid building new
filtration systems. The federal role here is one of catalyzing and replicating successful models through and
among the states and the communities they serve.
Beyond single county efforts, participating in multicounty metropolitan organizations is the next higher
scale where we can make a difference assessing the
quality of open space and protecting current use of
remnant and productive forests. This is where our
shared expertise in arboriculture and forestry begins
to domino and influence the health and sustainability
of whole regions. Further, participating in efforts to
identify and protect the ecological benefits of vast
natural areas in newly defined “mega-regions” (like the
City Trees

Research shows that trees make a difference, but do community
programs make a difference? In the U.S., has our national effort
contributed to improving tree cover and associated benefits at a
scale great enough to merit continued federal investment?
Photo: Phillip Rodbell

Northeast Corridor or Southern California) would place
our industry in a position of leadership as cities begin
to merge across the landscape.
These opportunities highlight several important roles
for urban and community forestry at a variety of scales.
Capitalizing on these opportunities and sustaining
them requires that we demonstrate results at all scales
and communicate these results in a timely way.
The work you do in your own community to develop
innovative programs that improve the quality of the forests and the quality of life for millions of residents is
important and substantive. It is a driver for what we do
at the state and national levels. With your help we can
show that local programs make a difference and the
federal dollar is wisely invested to nurture and sustain
this work.
If you have examples that demonstrate the success
of your programs across a variety of scales, or ways
that federal funds have made a difference in your communities, I would like to hear from you. Contact me at
prodbell@fs.fed.us and we’ll make this discussion part
of a dialogue within City Trees.
Phillip Rodbell is a certified arborist and manager of the U.S.
Forest Service Urban and Community Forestry Program in the
21-state Northeastern Area.

Note: The goal statements shared in the January/February
2008 City Trees Partner Update by Phillip Rodbell of the US
Forest Service were draft, and not considered agency policy
guidance. The goals should be used as ideas only to generate discussion and dialogue among readers and members
of the SMA.
www.urban-forestry.com

Providers of progressive urban forestry
management services to a national client base.

Feature Service: STRATUM
Did you know that the US Forest
Service shareware software STRATUM:
• can generate important cost /
benefit statistics that inform your
current program?
• is an important tool for maintaining
or garnering increased budgets?
• is used periodically to gauge
change over time?
Do you have the time to learn the
software and input your data?
Natural Path can map and provide output reports from STRATUM for most
municipal tree inventory data in less
than one week. Make a difference.

Natural Path Urban Forestry
www.naturalpathforestry.com
email: natpath@earthlink.net

(773) 699-7284
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State Urban Forestry Coordinators

Protecting the Chesapeake Bay with Urban Tree Canopy
by Michael F. Galvin, Supervisor, Urban & Community Forestry, Maryland Department of Natural Resources

O

ur Maryland program is pursuing valuation of ecosystem services provided by urban tree canopy
(UTC) on three fronts:
• Use of UTC as a mitigation device in the
Chesapeake Bay restoration strategy (welldeveloped and implemented);
• Use of UTC as a mitigation device in the
State Implementation plan for ozone nonattainment for Baltimore and Washington,
D.C. airsheds under Clean Air Act rules (very
recently adopted); and,
• Use of UTC as an offset (carbon sequestration and energy avoidance) under the
Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative voluntary cap-and-trade system (currently advocating for adoption).

Water
The Chesapeake Bay Program is a complex partnership between the federal government, multiple state
and local governments, non-profits, and individuals. It
seeks to restore the health of what was once one of
the world’s most productive estuaries. The Bay is the
largest estuary in U.S., approximately 200 miles (322
km) long and varying in width from 3.4 to 35 miles (5.4
to 56 km). The Bay watershed covers approximately
64,000 square miles (165,759 square kilometers)
and includes the District of Columbia and parts of six
states: New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland,
Virginia, and West Virginia.
The restoration effort addresses the three major issues
related to the decline in the Bay’s productivity: nutrient
over-enrichment, dwindling underwater Bay grasses, and
toxic pollution. In December 2003, the Chesapeake Bay
Executive Council (the governors of the participating
states, the mayor of the District of Columbia, and the
federal government) signed a new directive that “... recognizes that urban tree canopy cover offers stormwater
control and water quality benefits for municipalities in
the Chesapeake Bay watershed and can extend many
riparian forest buffer functions to urban settings.”
The directive commits the states, by 2010, to work with
at least five local jurisdictions and communities in each

28

Urban Tree Canopy is a powerful mitigation device in the
Chesapeake Bay restoration strategy. Photo Courtesy Chesapeake
Bay Foundation/cbf.org

state to complete an assessment of urban forests,
adopt a local goal to increase urban tree canopy cover,
and encourage measures to attain the established goals
in order to enhance and extend forest buffer functions
in urban areas. The directive also encourages increases
in the amount of tree canopy in all urban and suburban
areas by promoting the adoption of tree canopy goals
as a tool for communities in watershed planning.
In Maryland, the largest urban area, Baltimore City, was
also the first city in the Bay watershed to adopt a UTC
goal. Baltimore committed to double their canopy by the
year 2036. Next was our capital city of Annapolis, which
pledged to increase UTC from 41% to 50% by 2036.
Thirty-seven additional Maryland communities subsequently committed to adopt a UTC goal. The Chesapeake
Bay Executive Council hopes to increase the number of
participating Bay communities to 120 by 2020.
How could cities accurately and efficiently quantify existing and potential tree canopy at the fine spatial scale
required for accurate work in urban areas? Maryland
Department of Natural Resources used high-resolution
remote sensing and developed techniques to interpret
it for existing and potential UTC. U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) Research and the University of Vermont Spatial
Analysis Department built on that work and combined
the UTC vegetation maps with fine-scale GIS data,
including parcel-level data including ownership infor-

City Trees

Resources
Chesapeake Bay Program: www.chesapeakebay.net
i-Tree: www.itreetools.org
Maryland Department of Natural Resources,
Chesapeake Bay Urban Tree Canopy Goals:
www.dnr.state.md.us/forests/programs/urban/
urbantreecanopygoals.asp
Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative: www.rggi.org
TreeBaltimore:
www.ci.baltimore.md.us/government/recnparks/
treeBaltimore.php
mation. This allowed for social strategies and tactics
based on land-use and ownership types, which is crucial to implementation in a community as diverse as a
large city. These findings allow communities to develop
detailed, customized strategies by specific areas of
interest, such as riparian areas, councilmanic wards, or
school districts.

Air
The Clean Air Act includes a provision that non-attainment areas (areas that are beyond approved levels of
a regulated pollutant) submit State Implementation
Plans (SIPs) to EPA that detail how they will manage the
regulated pollutants and come into attainment. Ozone
(smog) is a regulated pollutant.

avoidance device under RGGI. Though sequestration
may come to mind initially, the avoidance benefit is actually two to five times higher on a dollar value basis. If
those benefits could be stacked (sequestration + avoidance = total offset credit), use of UTC as an offset could
be economically viable.
Afforestation as an offset is not economically feasible
on a widespread basis in Maryland due to land values.
However, by subtracting out land values (urban trees can
be planted over improvements without an easement on
the land to remain as forest) and adding in avoidance
values, trees become an offset that could realistically
garner private sector interest and investment.
A means of accounting for sequestration and avoidance
is needed. The i-Tree tools software suite provides a
peer-reviewed, nationally standardized platform for this
purpose. We are proffering its use as the accounting
mechanism for crediting trees planted under the RGGI
program.
Michael F. Galvin, RCA
Supervisor, Urban & Community Forestry
Maryland Department of Natural Resources-Forest Service
580 Taylor Avenue
Annapolis, MD 21401
(410) 260-8507
mgalvin@dnr.state.md.us

Work by USFS Research has demonstrated the effect
of UTC on ozone. USFS researchers have been meeting
with officials in Maryland for many years to evaluate the
feasibility of using UTC as a mitigation device in SIP for
ozone non-attainment.
In 2007, after many meetings and model runs, Maryland,
Washington D.C., and Virginia became the first states
in the country to include trees as a mitigation device in
SIPs for ozone non-attainment. The strategies specified
in the SIPs include measuring and tracking changes in
canopy cover, conducting public outreach, and developing and monitoring programs to manage and enhance
canopy cover.

Carbon
The Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) is a voluntary cap-and-trade system established by a number
of mid-Atlantic and northeastern states in the absence
of the USA’s participation in the Kyoto protocols.
Afforestation is currently listed as a qualifying offset
(something creditable a polluter can do to offset emissions) under RGGI; UTC is not. We are advocating for
the use of UTC as a carbon sequestration and energy
www.urban-forestry.com
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Partners Updates

Stop the Insanity
by Ray Henning, Utility Forestry Superintendent, Austin Energy

I

t was August 8, 2007 and I was returning from attending the ISA/UAA annual meeting and an extended
vacation. As the wheels of the airplane touched the
runway in Austin, I turned on my cell phone and almost
immediately it began to ring. It was one of my work
associates with the news that no utility arborist wants
to hear: “There has been a fatality ... one of our contractor employees was electrocuted while pruning for overhead line clearance.” Hanging up the phone, I began to
think about what needed to be done; there would be
debriefings, investigations to conduct, a wake to attend,
coworkers and a family to face in their time of grief.
My mind began to race in a thousand different directions as I reflected on similar experiences from my 35
years in the utility line clearing industry. There had been
the employee who drove his company vehicle in front
of an oncoming freight train, the seasoned contractor
employee who cut himself out of the tree, the contractor
foreman who carelessly walked in front of the notch on a
large willow tree removal, the inexperienced private trimmer that came into contact with energized electric conductors—all senseless accidents. But even with all of
this experience, I seemed very unprepared for this one.
Two days later, I passed by the sad questioning stares
of my coworkers and contractor employees from the
heat of the mid afternoon Texas sun into the cool
subdued light of the mortuary. I desperately searched
for the words that could make some sense from this
senseless accident. Surrounded by the grieving family
and staring down at the cold, lifeless corpse of Juan, a
line clearance trimmer with fifteen years of experience,
I still felt that somehow this was different from all of my
other experiences.
The reason that I was so unprepared was because I had
never imagined that this would happen on my watch:
the fatal electrocution of a seasoned line clearance
employee. We—myself, the utilities that I have worked
for, my coworkers, and the line clearance contractors—
have always stressed the importance of proper respect
and safety when working around energized utility facilities. But somehow the unthinkable had happened. As
I later faced the still-questioning coworkers, the only
words that I could think of were that the only way we
can make some sense out of a senseless accident like
this is to make sure that we all learn something from it.
If we don’t, we will have made the death of this fellow
employee even more senseless.
www.urban-forestry.com

Right tree, right place is an important component of line clearance
safety. Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Several months later, during a hunting excursion, I
recounted my experience to a friend and retired utility
arborist. I asked him what message I should send in this
article that I was about to write. His response was “stop
the insanity.” I thought this to be somewhat flippant, but
as I pondered it more, I have come to see the wisdom
in his remark. We as arborists—utility, municipal, commercial, consulting—need to stop ignoring the inherent
danger of the tree-wire conflict and do a better job of
educating our senior management, city councils, property owners, city planners, architects, engineers, and others of the importance of maintaining proper clearance
between trees and energized lines so that senseless
accidents like this can be avoided in the future.
So I ask you—no, I plead with you—to join me in working to be part of the solution. We can begin by maintaining proper clearance from existing trees through
consistent and proper pruning to maintain adequate
line clearance. We can use proper line design around
existing trees when applicable. We can remove and
replace trees that cannot be properly pruned or where
lines cannot be rerouted. We can plant the right tree in
the right place. We can do all this, for Juan’s sake.
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Profile:

Tom Munn and Urban Forestry in Hudson, Ohio
Photos Courtesy City of Hudson

Springtime in Hudson on the Western Reserve Academy campus

Tom Munn

has worked for eight
years as the city arborist for Hudson,
Ohio. Before coming to Hudson, he
worked as the superintendent of
parks and public lands in Shaker
Heights, Ohio. Prior to that, Munn
worked for ACRT Inc on urban and
utility forestry projects and arborist
training seminars.

Photo Courtesy Western Reserve Academy

RSS feeds on urban forestry and
related topics to pick up the latest
news releases.

How does Hudson’s geographic
position/climate affect you in
terms of urban forestry challenges? Also, does Hudson’s climate
seem to be changing?

What’s your educational path
been like?

TM: Hudson is located in northeast
Ohio. Lake Erie can cause significant snow and ice events.

Tom Munn: I received a BS degree in
Forest Management from Michigan
Technological University in Houghton,
Michigan. I am one of many “sawlog” foresters who discovered a
career in urban forestry. I believe my
formal education in urban forestry
is ongoing and is never complete.
So, my adopted university is Ohio
State, and I attend as many ISA,
SMA, and OSU nursery short course
events as I can. I receive help from
the Ohio DNR Division of Forestry
Urban Forestry Coordinator. I have
set my Internet browser to catch

I choose salt-tolerant species and try
to influence our road salting strate-
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gies. Hudson has a lot of new development, so preservation of existing
trees and watershed protection are
key challenges. I believe tying your
urban forestry program in with the
EPA’s National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Phase
2 Stormwater program is a great
opportunity to tap into more funds
(cfpub.epa.gov/npdes).

We used to be considered Zone 5,
but are now classified as Zone 6
I don’t mind the snow and ice, but the according to the 2006 Arbor Day and
increasing road salt load degrades USDA maps. Our precipitation seems
our soils, poisons our watersheds, to be about the same annually, but
and slowly kills our trees. Last year less frequent and in greater inten(2007) was interesting. After a six- sity. For example, we had two oneinch Easter snowstorm, where we hundred-year storms in July 2003,
pounded the tree lawns with salt, resulting in two drowning fatalities.
we had a very dry spring and sum- In agreement with Murphy’s Law,
mer. Road salt brine could still be the majority of heavy storms hit on
observed near the curbs in July. The Friday afternoon—always after the
challenge of watering trees was a crews go home for the day.
real issue.

What do you love about your
job, and what would you love to
City Trees

never have to do again? What do
you wish you had more time for?
TM: I love the freedom of planning
my workday, meeting new residents,
facing challenging requests, diagnosing tree care problems, and working
with volunteer civic groups. I would
like not having to remove trees that
could have been preserved with
more foresight and cooperation from
developers and engineers. I wish I
had more time for asset management.

What online technologies do you
make use of?
TM: We try to share as much information as possible through our Web site,
www.hudson.oh.us/urbanforestry, to
help our residents find answers to
common questions.
On the City Web site, you can use
GIS to see our tree inventory, look at
pending urban forestry work orders,
or create work orders through an
online resident request system. This
online system creates a work request
that is tied in to our asset management system. Residents can also
set up their own personal account to
check the progress of their requests,
so that they now have access to
city information 24/7 without having to call in to “the right person.” I
also create numerous public service
announcements on DVD for Hudson
local access cable TV, for urban forestry education.

How has EAB, or preparing for
EAB, figured in your program?
TM: EAB continues it march across
Ohio, mainly along the expressway
routes. Our county has not yet been
identified in the quarantine. However,
we hold a couple educational seminars each year for residents and
replay these programs on our City
cable TV for public education. The
local Tree Commission is hesitant to
approve a preemptive ash tree removal program for Hudson’s 900 ash
trees. I think it’s a reflection of the
general public denial of the problem:
www.urban-forestry.com

Hudson, Ohio enjoys beautiful fall color from sugar and red maples. Photo Courtesy
Western Reserve Academy
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The Hudson Greens Tree Tour interactive map
allows users to view Hudson’s historic Village
Green and identify trees, including American
elm, sweetbay magnolia, and white oak.

City Arborist Tom Munn gives kids a tree-planting lesson.
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Hudson Quick Facts
Human Population: 22,439
Street Tree Population: 14,000
Park Tree Population:
841 forested acres
Most Common Street Trees:
Norway maple, red maple,
linden, ash
UF Staff FTEs: 1 (me!)
I contract all tree services.
UF Budget: $400,000

“It won’t happen to us!” This year
(2008) will be another one of winning
minds and hearts with continued EAB
presentations, beginning on April 19
with an ODNR EAB presentation at
Hudson’s Earth Day extravaganza.

What gives you pride about the
state of Ohio’s urban forestry
accomplishments?
TM: Ohio leads the nation with 248
(as of 2006) Tree City USA cities.
Ohio is home to Davey Tree, Nelson
Tree, ACRT, and Arbortech. The ODNR
urban foresters, OSU cooperative
extension agents, and OSU faculty
are very approachable and supportive of municipal arborists. Whether
it’s scheduling a speaker or asking
for technical help, these people are
the absolute best!

Can you talk about your citizen
forester program?
TM: I think the theme from the
Windsor, Ontario SMA conference
was team-building and forming
creative partnerships, and how a
municipal arborist can’t go it alone.
I envied Andy Hillman with Cornell in
his backyard, so I looked to involve
as many volunteers and strategic
partners as possible. I called on
Alan Siewert, ODNR Urban Forestry
Coordinator for northeast Ohio, who
taught a day-long pruning seminar.
Thirty-three citizens were trained
how to prune young city trees for
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Bucket Truck 101 on Arbor Day at Evamere Elementary School

structure. I schedule four to five outings a year for the citizen foresters.
In September, volunteers pruned 80
trees in one afternoon.

In addition to the citizen foresters, what aspects of your program are you especially proud of?
TM: Hudson was the America in
Bloom overall winner in 2005 for cities under 50,000 in population. Our
highest score in the eight evaluation
categories was for the urban forestry program. Our Arbor Day involves
over 500 schoolchildren. We have a
Hudson Public Power lineman show
each class “Why Not to Climb Trees
Near Wires” with an electrical smoking limb display. We have the urban
forestry vocational students from
Kent Roosevelt high school show
elementary and middle school students how to climb trees with rope
and saddle. A plant pathologist from
the Davey Institute talks to classes
about what makes trees sick.

You attend the SMA conferences.
Can you talk about what the
highlights of the Hollywood conference were for you?
TM: Wow! What a great location with
the broadwalk next to the ocean!
I loved the field trip at Fairchild
Tropical Botanic Garden. A key
moment for me was Dr. Michael
Raupp’s presentation, and how the
future guarantees more and more
exotic invasive insects. His overlay
of invasive insect host trees and
the most common street trees was
a real wake-up call. My homework
from Hollywood is to totally revise
Hudson’s Master Tree Planting Plan.
Here is another long-term project to
win minds and hearts, change the
process, and save the future.
Thomas Munn, RF
City Arborist , City of Hudson
1769 Georgetown Road
Hudson, Ohio 44236
(330) 342-1750, tmunn@hudson.oh.us
City Trees

Climbing lessons on Arbor Day in Hudson

In the May/June Issue of City Trees

• Profile: Urban Forestry in Adrian, Michigan
• Municipal Arboriculture in Brazil
• New Tree Introductions

www.urban-forestry.com
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Tree of Merit
Silk floss tree (Ceiba speciosa)

Ceiba speciosa flowers

Silk floss tree (Ceiba speciosa) blooms during or after leaf drop. Photos by Jeff Shimonski

The silk floss tree, Ceiba speciosa, is a tropical tree native to
Brazil and northern Argentina. In South America, where it is
often used as a street tree, it is sometimes known by common
names corisia morada or palo borracho. Well known for its
spiny green trunk, it is a stunning tree when in bloom. From
a tropical point of view, it is also a hardy tree that can tolerate
drought and light frost once established. The tree appears to be
fairly salt tolerant, and it grows well in coastal areas.
This Ceiba species was until recently known as Chorisia speciosa.
There also may be some confusion regarding the species, as the
color of the flowers on individual trees can range from light pink
to dark purple. It is always interesting to grow silk floss trees
from seed, as there is much variation in flower color and in the
amount of spines on the trunk.
In the winter or the dry season, the silk floss is deciduous. A
profusion of blooms that may last for over a month is usually
seen in the fall; however, I believe irrigation conditions and local
rainfall can affect flowering. I have seen individual trees bloom
in the spring and the fall. The characteristic blooming at the
beginning or near the end of leaf fall gives pollinators better
access to the individual flowers, which can increase fruit set.
From an aesthetic point of view, since the flowers are not mixed
with foliage, there’s a brilliant show of color. The fruit is smooth
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and green, about the size of an avocado. It will eventually split
open, and seeds attached to long white hairs will blow away in
the wind.
Ceiba and other closely related species like the baobab and the
kapok, in the family that was formerly the Bombacaceae (now
included in the Malvaceae), are easily grown from seed. I understand that they can be grown from cuttings, but I have never had
any luck with this method of propagation. Large specimen trees
relocate well, but the wood and branches are easily scarred and
broken; trees should be picked up from the bottom.
Best grown in sandy, well-drained soil with a small amount of
organic material, these trees can grow quite fast when water is
abundant. They seem to grow in spurts and sometimes develop
distinctive bottle-shaped trunks. Trees that I have grown from
seed have reached 60 feet (20 meters) in 15 years.
Jeff Shimonski, Director of Horticulture,
Jungle Island, Miami, Florida
NOTE: Trees of Merit are not suitable for every climate and
site condition. Variations in regional performance will apply.
If you are using a Tree of Merit in your municipality, please
share your experience with it on the SMA Listserve.
City Trees

Mark Your Calendar!
SMA 44th Annual

Conference &
Trade Show
October 12-15, 2008
San Diego, California
at the Marriott
San Diego Mission Valley
Reservations:
Marriott (800) 228-9290 or
www.marriott.com
Check the SMA Web site
www.urban-forestry.com
for updates

SOCIETY OF MUNICIPAL ARBORISTS
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