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W

e all know the SMA is a wonderful
organization and, as with any organization, it is the members that make it great.
SMA’s members have a deep commitment
to the furthering of our profession. Listed in
the SMA by-laws are the following objectives
that set the foundation of the SMA:
• To promote and improve the practice of
professional municipal arboriculture
• To stimulate greater interest in the planting and preservation
of shade trees and other landscape plants
• To promote public attention to, and to develop a greater public
appreciation of, trees and other landscape plants for shade and
landscape value, and to promote cooperation in the conservation of trees and in the beautification of urban areas
• To recommend and uphold a Code of Ethics established to maintain a high level of practice by those engaged in the profession
• To initiate and support scientific investigation of problems
pertaining to municipal arboriculture and to publish the results
of such investigation
• To sponsor an Annual Meeting, and such other meetings as
may be designated by the Executive Board, devoted to the
exchange and presentation of information of interest and value
to professional municipal arborists and others interested in
improving tree planting and maintenance practices
• To administer a separate fund or funds organized exclusively for
education and research purposes relating to the practice of municipal arboriculture, and/or to work with the ISA Tree Research
and Education Endowment Fund for the same purposes.
Now you are most likely asking yourself what does this have to do with
anything. Well, to accomplish these objectives, SMA has the following
committees, designed to do just what the objectives state:
• Accreditation: Promote and establish criteria to urge communities toward the highest level of excellence that their resources
permit for their forestry program
• Exchange Program: Facilitate and promote the Exchange
Program on an annual basis as a benefit of SMA membership
• Editorial: Ensure the continuing high standard of the contents
and appearance of City Trees
• Legislative: Investigate both current and potential legislation on a
regional, national, and international level that impact urban forestry
• Web Site: Create and maintain a continuing high standard of
Web site content and appearance
• Education: Build upon existing programs and create new
programs that will promote and improve the practice of professional municipal arboriculture

A

new year and a new era at SMA. We
begin this year with four new board
members who bring new ideas, new
perspectives, and a commitment to furthering the mission of this organization.
SMA has grown to over 1400 members,
representing communities around the
world. Providing leadership to this
diverse membership is no easy task,
especially on a volunteer basis. It may
come as a surprise that SMA has no employees! We do however
contract for services, including those of the executive director
and the editor of City Trees. Both of these positions used to be
held by volunteers, but as SMA has grown, so has the need for
paid professionals.
Most of you have met, either in person or virtually, our editor
supreme, Michelle Buckstrup, 2008 winner of the prestigious
SMA Award of Merit. Need I say more to describe how we feel
about Michelle? For several years now, Chris Deis has been the
force behind the scenes who is responsible for the look of City
Trees. While he began his services through his association with
our printer, he now contracts directly with SMA for design services. Chris was responsible for the “redesign” of City Trees several years ago, but he continues to make changes (most much
more subtle) to continually improve the look of City Trees. Chris
also created the MFI logo for us when we launched that program, and has cleverly given us a “branded” look with the UFF,
SMA, and SMA online logos.
We enter 2009 with two additional service providers. Our new
Web manager, Roe Estand, has worked with us for many years
through his association with our Web provider, MemberClicks.
Now he contracts directly with SMA, bringing with him an
extensive knowledge not only of the MemberClicks system, but
also of the way Web sites work and how to make them work
harder for organizations. Roe will be working directly with the
Web site review committee, much the way Michelle works with
the editorial review committee, to further the mission of SMA
through our electronic reach to our members around the world.
Rachel Barker, former MA in Columbus, GA, has taken on the
task of helping our committee chairs develop objectives and
timelines and will be, as she describes her job, the “committee
nazi” (a la the Seinfeld series) who will help our volunteer committees be more successful. As a former SMA Board member,
Rachel brings with her a rich background in understanding the
needs of our organization and the leadership to, as she puts it,
“git ‘er done!” If you aren’t serving on a committee, now is a
great time to jump in with both feet.
Needless to say, without the efforts of our members, we cannot
accomplish much. 2009 promises to be a year of increasing our
organizational capacity as the board, Michelle, Chris, Roe, Rachel
and I join with our members in taking SMA to the next level of
success. The voice of professional forestry grows stronger!

continued page 15…
www.urban-forestry.com
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Presenting the 2009 SMA Urban Tree of the Year:

Chinkapin Oak
Photos by Steve Baskauf
except where noted

Q

uercus muehlenbergii may not roll off the tongue now,
but it surely will after winning the crown that all street
trees covet, that of the SMA Urban Tree of the Year for

2009. If you live in Zones 3-9 and have room for a large-maturing tree (Height: 40 to 60 feet; Width: 50 to 60 feet) consider
adding Chinkapin oak to your urban forest. Read what your SMA
colleagues from Albuquerque to Lansing have to say about it.
6
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Fans of Chinkapin Oak
(Quercus muehlenbergii)

Iwas surprised that

Chinkapin oak
was chosen as SMA Urban Tree of
the Year for 2009—although it was
my choice. Here is an oak that prefers alkaline soil, is drought resistant,
and is hardy to zone 5 or below! We
have several years of experience with
Quercus muehlenbergii in Ithaca and
we have been amazed. It is a little slow
to get started—not unusual for an
oak. I estimate that it is in the middle
range of oak transplant ease—not as
difficult as a white or bur oak, but
not as easy as a swamp white oak.
After the obligate sleep, creep, leap, it
truly seems to grow rapidly. For the
last few years, our Chinkapins have
been growing very rapidly with good
form. It does exceptionally well in
CU-Structural Soil, which would be
expected given the alkaline and well
drained nature of that soil. It also
does well in ordinary tree lawns. I
wouldn’t try this tree in wet, poorly
drained areas. It doesn’t seem part of
its DNA. If anything is frustrating
with Chinkapin oak, it is the relative
difficulty in finding it in the nursery
trade. With this accolade, I hope that
Quercus muehlenbergii will become a
fixture in the nursery industry and on
our streets.
Above: Whole tree in an urban setting
Opposite: Mature Chinkapin in Texas, Courtesy Texas AgriLife Extension Service

Mature leaf

www.urban-forestry.com

Leaf edge detail

–Dr. Nina Bassuk, Director of the
Urban Horticulture Institute,
Cornell University

Leaf arrangement
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Leaf underside viewed under a microscope

My

first encounter with
Chinkapin oak was at Scout
Camp in the Arbuckle Mountains
in southern Oklahoma. I learned to
identify Chinkapin oak and realized
that I was looking at leaves from trees
at the western border of its geographic
range. A bit of research revealed that
Chinkapin oak has a large range: New
England, Michigan, Iowa, Oklahoma,
Georgia and the Appalachians.
My further encounters were in the
Ozarks, in Missouri and Arkansas,
where along rural roads in forested
areas the attractive chestnut-like foliage
seems to assert itself at the edge of the
woods, in contrast to the coarser foliage
of the more common oaks. In northern
Illinois, this oak favors ravines.
A few years ago, on Morton Arboretum
grounds, I watched hundreds of very
small acorns enlarge, indicating a good
crop. On a Thursday, a great abundance of acorns was visible. When
I arrived the following Saturday to
collect, there were scarcely any acorns
to be found. Apparently birds had
cleaned out the whole crop. The very
small sweet acorns are popular with
both birds and small mammals. I have
always wondered if the early rapid disappearance of acorns had something
8

Leaf margin

Leaf venation

T

to do with poor availability of nurshe Village of Wilmette, Illinois
ery stock. Fortunately, Chinkapin oak
began planting Chinkapin oaks
nursery trees have been increasingly in 1993 and is happy to see them sucavailable in recent years.
ceeding in our municipal parkways.
We don’t have any large diameter
Chinkapin oak has always been my
trees yet (12” DBH is the largest), but
favorite oak because of its versatility.
we look forward to watching them
It is a tough tree, tolerating a wide
continue to thrive. I have seen some
range of soils in nature, but favoring
large Chinkapins in southern Illinois
soils of limestone origin. Young trees
and they are quite majestic.
often have dominant central trunks
during their early years. Large trees Chinkapin oaks are drought and pest
with spreading branches sometimes tolerant and can handle the high pH
may be seen in parks of cities in the soils common along our municipal
Midwest. Its spreading roots need streets. Though theirs is not a specunconfined space.
tacular fall leaf color, I still appreciate
the yellow to brown color as the leaves
Chinkapin oak is a promising but
persist on the tree. The serrated leaf is
not well-known species for urban use.
a contrasting shape to other oaks we
As with most oaks, fall planting of
find here in northern Illinois.
small trees with a generous circle of
double ground mulch (3 to 4 inches The tree is not a fast-growing species,
deep), promotes much needed fine- which is good, as the species allocates
root proliferation, a valuable asset resources to being a strong-wooded,
in the following spring and summer. structurally sound tree. I look forward
Special care is important during the to incorporating more Chinkapin oaks
first growing season (mostly watering, into our already diverse urban forest
trunk protection and mulch).
and hope that other communities in
northeastern Illinois consider doing
Chinkapin oak is a worthy choice for
so as well.
Urban Tree of the Year.
–George Ware, Dendrologist Emeritus,
The Morton Arboretum, Lisle, IL

–Kevin Sorby, Village Forester, Village
of Wilmette, Illinois
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Buds

Acorn

Native Range • Courtesy US Forest Service

Flowers

Young bark

Mature bark

Iwas first aware

of Chinkapin during my school and timber days and
loved the leaf color, look and feel of
the bark, and smell of the cut wood
as my increment borer or chainsaw
worked. As I moved from Illinois to
Arkansas to Tennessee, I continued
to see it in many sites and found it
very useful in the city environment.
At the same time, Chinkapin growing in residential yards did very well,
providing shade and wildlife food,
still reminding me of the forest. Now
in Albuquerque, I find it does well
here too! It likes our parks, and I am
recommending Chinkapin to homeowners to hopefully get it planted
more widely. From Midwest forests
to the sandy, high pH, salty soils
of Albuquerque, Chinkapin makes a
great Tree of the Year.
–Nicholas Kuhn, Albuquerque City
Forester, Municipal Specialist, SMA
Board Member
www.urban-forestry.com

Atree that grows from

Vermont
to Texas, with no particularly
serious pests and few specific soil
requirements is bound to get “found
out” sooner or later. So it is with
Chinkapin oak; long known for producing straight boards, fence posts,
whiskey barrels and railroad ties, it is
now entering a new phase of notoriety
in its role as an urban street tree. One
would be hard pressed not to notice
the rich texture of the bark or the
movement of the leaves fluttering in
the slightest breeze. At maturity there
is even a slight resemblance in its vaselike habit to the American elm.
We are excited about using Chinkapin
oak as a street tree; I am encouraging
commercial developments to use it in
their designs.

My over-riding thought

is that
Chinkapin oak has a wide natural range but does not occur in great
quantities in Michigan. It survives and
grows well here but is hard to find in
nurseries. For Chinkapin to be more
available, more cities need to put the
tree on their bid list—and, magically,
in five years more nurseries will have
them. We had to do this with baldcypress to make it more available.
Of course, I recommend bare-root
planting of all oaks, just like any other
tree. We proved in Lansing that we
could expect excellent survival numbers. This proved the tales wrong
about oak as being only transplantable by B&B.
–Robert A. Cool, President, MFC, Inc.,
Lansing, Michigan

–Lorri Berkley Grueber, Arborist &
Horticulturist, City of Lake Saint
Louis, MO
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C

hinkapin oak is definitely one

of the hardier trees in our area. I
love how the foliage is tinged pinkish
green in the spring, then shiny and
glossy green in the summer, and then
sports great fall color. It is a handsome
medium-sized tree, 30- to 50-feet tall,
great for plantings in smaller residential neighborhoods. The City of New
Braunfels has about 40 Chinkapin
oaks planted in our parks and a half
dozen around our City Hall, and
about hundred planted on private
property. The summers here are very
dry and very hot and the Chinkapin
oak is extremely heat tolerant. It is a
compact tree with good branch structure and moderate growth. We use it
to add diversity to the landscape in
group plantings and as shade trees in
our parks near walks-ways. Its growth
habit reminds me of the swamp chestnut oak of East Texas that I admired
a lot but the Chinkapin oak can grow
on a wide variety of soils from the
heavy clay gumbo to sandy loam and
rocky limestone conditions.

F

ound in Zones 3 through 9A, Chinkapin oak was designated as a

Texas Superstar in 2004 by Texas
A&M University. On our campus, we
have found it is ideal to have larger
growing trees in the landscape for the
benefit of the students. Chinkapin
oak is one of the few larger oak species
that is drought tolerant after establishment, and it requires very little
supplemental irrigation. This is desirable because our average rainfall is a
As a young tree Chinkapin oak, a mere 10-15 inches per year.
member of the white oak family, generally exhibits a straight central leader Finally, chlorotic leaves associated
and requires minimal pruning, leaving with high pH soils are a non-issue
the urban forester’s time and resources with the Chinkapin, leading to a
more aesthetically pleasing campus
to be used elsewhere.
landscape.
Chinkapin oak has been an excellent
choice for Midland College due to The number of positive items listthe lack of surface roots and little or ed above and the outcomes we have
no pests or diseases of major concern. experienced at Midland College lead
There have been no invasive tenden- me to conclude the Chinkapin oak is
cies with seedling or root suckers as the best choice for Tree of the Year.
can be seen here with other oak species. Oak wilt is present in our area; –Terry Kirkland,Grounds
however, the white oaks appear to Superintendent, Midland College,
Midland, Texas
have a certain resistance.
Chinkapin oak (also spelled chinquapin) has one of the broadest ranges among oak species in the United
States. This, combined with exceptional drought tolerance and adaptability to an urban setting, both in
parks and as a street tree, is the basis
for my nomination of Chinkapin oak
as Tree of the Year.

–Kelly A. Eby, Urban Forester, City of
New Braunfels, Texas
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Regardless of where you work in
the ﬁeld, the Consulting Academy
can bring you to a new level of
competence in your career.
—STANLEY OKA, City and County of Honolulu, Hawaii

2009
Academy

Consulting
February 24-27, 2009

������������������������������������

Co-sponsored by Florida Chapter ISA
www.urban-forestry.com
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Z-133 Standards Update
by Mike Dirksen, SMA Representative to the ASC Z-133, thattreeguy1@yahoo.com

The Accredited Standards Committee to the Z-133 Standards
for Arboriculture Operations Safety Requirements met on
October 30, 2008 in Providence, Rhode Island. This was the
first meeting under the new membership format in which voting
members were selected from a membership committee. There
have been some recent concerns from the American National
Standards Institute’s administration about how the Z-133 was
carrying out their meetings. One of the main concerns was the
balance of the committee members—i.e., too many voting members in one category who could possibly sway a voting outcome.
The newly selected committee appears to be more balanced and
streamlined than in the past.
The committee is preparing to embark on the latest revision of the Z-133 standard and establish task groups—formally known as subcommittees—to address the current safety
needs in our industry. The task groups consist of Aerial Lift
Operations, Chain-saws and Portable Hand Tools, Climbing
and Cordage, Cranes, Electrical Hazards, General Safety and
Work Zones, Hand Tools and Ladders, Plant Health Care,
Removal and Rigging, Saddle Construction and Lanyards,
Vehicular Operations, and two new task groups, Training and
Government Regulations. The task groups are open to anyone
who might have an interest in a particular category and would
like to participate in the revision process. If there are any SMA
members who would like to participate in a task group member,
please contact me.
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he Urban Forest Foundation and the Society of Municipal
Arborists (SMA) are proud to announce the birth of a new
partnership that will advance the cause of urban forestry in
many ways. The Urban Forest Foundation (UFF) is a new organization affiliated with the SMA. The UFF will be building upon
some projects and programs initiated by the SMA, as well as
developing new programming to address research and training
needs within the profession. The UFF will also promote better
public understanding of the value of urban trees and of professional management of these valuable assets.
In the near future, the UFF will work with the SMA to improve and
fund the popular Municipal Forestry Institute (MFI). The MFI has
become an extraordinary success story in just a few years, and
has produced over 200 graduates to date. It will be held again
in February 2009 in South Carolina. The Foundation will also
focus on expanding funding for the Arborist Exchange Program,
a unique SMA program that allows municipal foresters to experience urban forestry from a colleague’s perspective by trading
visits and seeing firsthand how other communities operate.
www.urban-forestry.com

Other highlights of the meeting included a presentation by Dr.
John Ball titled, A Survey of Accidents of U.S. Tree Workers. There
was some very detailed and revealing information regarding tree
worker accidents and fatalities, which Dr. Ball will be publishing.
Dr. Brian Kane from the University of Massachusetts presented
on research regarding arboricultural equipment, particularly
on the improper use of toothed ascenders. Dr. Kane showed
how ascenders can literally rip through a rope during rigging
and climbing situations. He asked the committee to consider
this research when updating the Z-133 standards. Dr. Kane’s
research will be published in the January 2009 Arboriculture
and Urban Forestry journal.
Acting Deputy from OSHA Patrick Kapust presented on
Citation Guidance Related to Tree Care and Tree Removal
Operations. There has been considerable information given to
OSHA enforcement officers to help them determine the differences between tree care and logging operations, and which
citations apply. There is still discussion of OSHA adopting
the ANSI Z-133 standards, but it doesn’t sound like it will be
anytime in the near future. David Marren, attorney for Bartlett
Tree Expert Company, discussed legal issues relating to tree
worker safety and stressed the importance of our Committee
establishing a working relationship with OSHA.
It was a very productive and enlightening meeting. I encourage
anyone who would like to get involved with this revision of the
Z-standard to contact me.
Look for more information soon regarding additional UFF initiatives to better train urban foresters for today and tomorrow, and
to foster greater appreciation for the benefits of sound urban
forestry practices. The president of the UFF is Stephen Shurtz
of Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Shurtz is a past president of SMA.
The vice-president is Greg Ina, of the Davey Resource Group.
The Foundation’s first gift has already been received, as SMA
past president Andy Hillman of Ithaca, New York sent $500
contributed by local colleagues in memory of Lee Oplinger, a
forestry technician from Ithaca who passed away in 2008. The
Foundation is grateful to the generous people of Ithaca who
chose to remember Lee so appropriately.
The UFF represents a unique opportunity for urban forestry
professionals to honor or memorialize people of significance
in the field. Since UFF is a tax-exempt organization, your gift
will enhance educational opportunities for other professionals
while building a stable funding base for many of the important
programs initiated by the SMA.
Making a donation to the Urban Forest Foundation is as easy
as visiting the SMA Web site, where an online donation form is
available. I hope you will take advantage of this ongoing opportunity to support your profession.
—Stephen A. Shurtz, UFF Chair
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National Surveys of Laws and Regulations
Pertaining To Utility Vegetation Management (UVM)
by Stephen Cieslewicz and Will Porter, CN Utility Consulting Inc.

2. Public Safety
When trees interfere with power lines, there is always the
threat of unsafe exposures to the public. For example, a
fallen power line, due to a limb failure, can be a hazard to the
public until the utility company repairs it. When children
or adults climb trees close to energized conductors, there is
a serious electrocution hazard. This problem also extends
to agricultural workers who routinely harvest produce from
trees adjacent to overhead power lines. While the most effective method in preventing these occurrences comes through
public education, employee training, and worker safety laws, a
UVM program also contributes to mitigating these hazards.
3. Fires
Arcing between any part of a tree and a high-voltage conductor has the potential to occur if the physical separation
between them is reduced. If, for example, arcing does occur
between a twig and a high-voltage line, there is the possibility
that the twig can ignite and fall to the ground. If flammable
material is present on the ground, it could cause a fire. While
the incidence of fires caused by tree and power line conflicts
is not high, the potential for huge fires still exists.
In an effort to mitigate the likelihood of each of these problems,
utility companies have developed programs to manage vegetation adjacent to their energized facilities. These efforts involve
such activities as tree pruning and removal, chemical and
mechanical vegetation control, and public education programs.
More than two billion dollars is spent annually in the United States
on managing vegetation around energized power lines.

U

tility Vegetation Management (UVM) programs are one
of the largest maintenance functions of electric utility
companies. It is estimated that well in excess of two billion
dollars is spent annually in the United States on preventing
vegetation from conflicting with energized power lines, and for
three good reasons:
1. Electric Service Reliability
It is generally accepted that the majority of electric power
outages occur when trees, or portions of trees, grow or fall
into overhead electric power lines. While many of these
outages cannot be prevented (due to storms, heavy winds,
etc.) a good portion can, and are, mitigated by managing the
vegetation before it becomes a problem.

14

Trends in UVM Regulatory Requirements

CN Utility Consulting has twice performed an industry survey
in order to better understand UVM regulatory requirements
and trends. The first survey was completed in the year 2000 and
the second in 2006. During the first survey the dominant rule/
requirement in the industry was NESC 218. At that time, few
states had requirements other than to comply with the NESC,
and few states perceived any problems associated with not having more stringent standards. However, it now appears that the
level of oversight and regulation is in the process of changing.
We believe that the industry is seeing an increase in the regulations related to UVM. This will definitely happen for all
transmission voltage UVM programs (given the relatively new
FERC requirements) and will also likely happen to distribution
programs at various levels, and on a state-by-state basis.
The reason for these changes relates to the higher level of
City Trees

scrutiny placed on UVM activities by regulators at both the
federal and state level. This renewed focus comes as a result of
high-profile tree related incidents such as the 2003 Northeast
Blackout, various significant ice storms, and the 2005 hurricane
season in the southern United States. These incidents, and others, have raised red flags for regulators.
Some examples of UVM becoming a more visible issue for
regulators are found in:
• September 7, 2004 Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s (FERC) Report to Congress on
UVM issues
• November 16, 2004 National Association of
Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC)
Proclamation regarding UVM
These documents (available on the Web) provide insight into
how regulators now perceive the threats associated with tree
and power line conflicts.
Jurisdiction Issues and an Overview of Existing UVM
Requirements Regulatory oversight of UVM operations can
come from several entities.
• For Distribution Voltages: Oversight of utility
maintenance and operational activities is usually
provided by State Public Utility Commissions.
• For Transmission Voltages: Oversight of utility maintenance and operational activities is
provided by the Federal and regional agencies or
organizations.
• For UVM Fire Prevention requirements (all
voltages): Oversight can occur at the local, state
or federal level
Each of these entities and the current general requirements are
discussed in a longer paper, which you can order at: http://
cnutility.com/2006_uvm_regulatory.htm. For any related questions, you can send an email to steve@cnutility.com or visit
www.cnutility.com.
…continued from page 5

• Nomination: Solicit and receive nominations
from the membership for all officers and Executive
Board members elected by the membership
Our objectives are attainable! I challenge each one of you to go to the
SMA’s Web site, www.urban-forestry.com, and check out the committee
listings or contact me at dhartman@cityofclevelandtn.com and volunteer
to serve on one. The time commitment does not overwhelm you—and
it will help to improve the SMA and thus improve each of our cities.

www.urban-forestry.com
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Planting Large Trees:
Controversial Examples from China
Story and photos by Henrik Sjöman

In the plant nurseries of Europe

there is a fantastic range of tree species available in a wide variety
of sizes. The use of large-caliper trees is becoming
more common, with the aim of creating a quick mature
impression at installation. This trend is also occurring
in China, where I spent 2008 studying the Chinese
approach to arboriculture.
With its rapid urbanisation, China has a huge demand for
new green areas and for large-caliper trees. The northern and central areas of the country experience severely
hot and dry summer conditions, so established urban
vegetation plays a great role in urban climate mitigation.
Tree-clad areas of cities quickly become meeting places
where people can gather, away from the hot sun.
The Chinese practice a technique for establishing large
trees that is distinctly different from what we are accustomed to in Europe and North America—and one with
which you may not agree, but I imagine you will find
interesting nonetheless. I observed this practice widely
used in every city in north and central China I visited.
The method of establishment used in China for large
trees is generally referred to as ‘cut all branches off’,
which is exactly what happens, along with removing
most of the root system before planting (see picture).
This handling of trees may appear cruel and brutal to
us, but perhaps we can still understand the motivation
behind the method.
One of the main arguments for this form of establishment
is financial. In the new areas that are being developed
there are already large existing trees, and through this
method these trees can be re-used instead of being
disposed of. This makes the material costs very low
compared with buying large-caliper trees from a nursery.
The establishment costs are also low with this method,
because no large cranes are needed for moving or planting. Since these trees have greatly reduced crowns, the
need for tree supports is also not as great. It must be
admitted in this calculation that the cost of labour in China
is extremely low (USD 100-150/month), which means that
it is cheaper to employ a large number of people than to
invest in large, expensive machines that would otherwise
be needed for planting large-crowned trees.
The negative aspects of this establishment strategy
are rather obvious. The aesthetic value of this type of
establishment is rather low, since a planting of huge
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Tree-lined median

‘telegraph poles’ probably does not have the same
perceived value as a group of large luxuriant trees. The
normal process for us in Europe in all structural pruning is to preserve a growth pattern that is typical of the
species. The more brutal approach of removing almost
all the branches from the tree in China removes this
species-typical growth pattern. After the tree is planted,
it begins to produce an enormous amount of epicormic
shoots, which means that the tree does not regain an
appearance typical of the species for a very long time, if
ever. This means that most streets and squares where
such trees have been established are very similar to
each other, regardless of species. This ruthless pruning
of branches and roots also renders these trees very
susceptible to various pests and diseases.
In a study by Yang and McBride (2003), tree establishment using the Chinese method was investigated on
three streets in Beijing. These results showed that
approximately 50% of the 750 trees included in the
study were developing well one year after planting. The
study also showed that the larger the tree at planting,
the better the establishment. This can be explained
by the bigger reserves of energy in larger trees, giving
them a better opportunity to develop successful shoot
and root growth. However, because the study took place
one year after planting, it’s difficult to draw conclusions
about long-term sustainability of this method.
The success of the Chinese approach varies by species.
Many species have their main energy reserves in their
root system, which makes them less suitable for this
City Trees

Large trees with severely reduced root and leaf crowns are transported by flatbed truck.

Extreme root reduction before transplanting

The “cut off all the branches” technique means that trees can be
handled less by machinery and more by China’s abundant labor
force.

www.urban-forestry.com

Prepping a tree to be moved
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Typical epicormic shoot growth a year after trees have been topped

Replanting trees that have been moved using manual labor

method. Other species with a large energy reserve in
stem tissues have a greater chance of establishing by
this method. In the above-mentioned study, only plantings of Styphnolobium japonicum and Fraxinus chinensis
were examined.
Other species I have seen established by this method
include Koelreuteria bipinnata, Platanus x acerifolia,
Firmiana simplex, Salix babylonica, Acer buergerianum,
Acer truncatum, Albizia julibrissima, Ligustrum lucidum,
Prunus cerasifera ‘Nigra’, Paulownia tomentosa and
Ailanthus altissima.
By contrast, trees that are still moved with full crowns
by heavy machinery include Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Ginkgo biloba, and Magnolia spp.They are, in my
observation, being planted in smaller numbers than
the above-mentioned species on which the “cut all the
branches off” technique is employed.

Further reading
Yang J. & McBride J. 2003. A Unique Technique for Street Tree
Planting in Beijing. Arboricultural Journal 27:1-10.
Crown regrowth one year after transplanting using the “cut all the
branches off” technique
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Henrik Sjöman is a lecturer and researcher with the Swedish
University of Agricultural Sciences, Department of Landscape
Management, Design and Construction.
City Trees

We’re Growing FAST

because the trees
we water do too!

Cut watering labor
by 2/3rds!
Dramatically
increase survival
rates and vigor,
even in drought!
Plant trees in
places (and at times)
you never thought
possible!

Available in 15, 25, 35 and 45 gallon
capacities, with costs ranging from
$7 to $18.

Call today to find out more!

(800)951-8123
www.urban-forestry.com

Designed by:

SO-5437A

19

Partners Updates

Repositioning Urban Forestry as a Fiscally Responsible Investment
by Paul D. Ries, Urban & Community Forestry Program Manager, Oregon Department of Forestry

The uncertain state of the economy has been making
headlines for months. Cities, states, and the federal
government are staring down some stark financial realities. Where does this leave urban forestry? Certainly
not waiting for a government bailout! Given the current
economic crisis, what is the correct response of urban
foresters? Perhaps this crisis represents an opportunity
for our profession, an ideal time to reposition urban
forestry as part of the solution to community problems.
Urban forestry will never get the funding it needs and
deserves as long as it is seen as just another city
expense—instead of the necessary investment that it
should be. The bottom line is that urban forestry must
be repositioned as a strategic and fiscally responsible
investment in order to survive as a city service.
It is time we adopted a new urban forestry motto;
how about Urban Forestry is a Fiscally Responsible
Investment. This sums up the key message we need to
get across in today’s economic climate. We need to help
city officials and voters understand that it is not about
trees—it is about what trees provide. We must help
people visualize the value and importance of the trees
around them. How should we do this?
As urban foresters, we need to get better at telling stories. If you cannot generate a true story to make your
point, you can devise an analogy or ask people to visualize something. For example, imagine you are trying to
convey this point to a city councilor. Try this script, the
purpose of which is to help the Councilor think about
urban forestry in different terms, to reposition it in their
minds. In preparing for this conversation, research data
to back up your story.

B on list A. Neighborhoods or business districts with
canopies of mature healthy trees are rarely economically depressed or crime-ridden. That should tell you
something about the influence of trees on the quality
of life in our cities. Trees influence crime rates and
economic development; that is why we should invest
in trees, even at this crucial economic time.
Is repositioning urban forestry an easy thing to do? Of
course not—if it were, you probably would have done it
already. It may not be easy, but it is necessary. Many
urban forestry programs will be facing serious reductions or even elimination if or when the current financial
situation trickles down to the local level. If you start
thinking differently about your urban forestry program,
your stakeholders and decision-makers will think differently about it too. You can start by connecting urban
forestry to current events to keep it relevant. Like what
I did with this column. What do you have to lose?

3 WAYS TO SAVE
CALL 800 - 525 - 8873
> CLICK sherrilltree.com
> DRIVE to Vermeer Stores
>

Question from City Councilor: Why should we fund
trees when there are so many other pressing needs
in our city?
Municipal Arborist: When was the last time you
saw an economically depressed and crime-ridden
neighborhood or business district with A) boardedup windows, strewn trash, broken glass, overgrown
vegetation on vacant lots, or abandoned vehicles,
AND with B) a beautiful canopy of mature shade
trees gracing both sides of that same street? Quite
frankly, you rarely if ever see A & B together. That
should tell you something about the influence of item
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SMA Membership Application

Welcome New Members!
Name

Organization

Mark J. Drow
Alfred H. Remyn
Todd Mastrobuoni
Lee Pui Sum Joseph
Tanja Grmovsek
Roxanne N Carty
Marvin Coverson
Stanley Wayne Elms
Stephen Mayer Prée
Patti H. McLeod
Peter D. Smith
Fredy J. Escobar
Victor Gonzalez
Michael Kelley
Steven P. Haigh
Lori D. Henderson
Kevin J. Greene
Louis Shepherd
Dean P. Rodia
Deborah C. Swanson
Donna Anderson
David D. Hunter
James C. Synnestvedt
Harrison L. Armga
Jeff A. Sitarz
James M. Doyle, Jr.
John K. Walters
John Joseph Faucher
Brooke Daitl
Chris Foote
Ron A. Morrow
Richard E. Abbott
Daniel J. Osborn

City

Oak Creek
WI
Orange
CA
Harvest Lawn Care
Fair Lawn
NJ
Yuen Long
HK
Nega dreves Arborist Tanja Grmovsek s.p. Maribor
SI
ArborEden Tree & Garden
Ottawa
ON
Columbus Consolidated Government
Columbus
GA
City of Fullerton
Fullerton
CA
U.C. Berkeley
Richmond
CA
Southwest Ranches FL
Texas Forest Service
Bryan
TX
Jireh Tree Care LLC
Hialeah
FL
Anaheim
CA
City of Sparks
Sparks
NV
Guardian Tree & Lawn Care, Inc.
Roselle
IL
Evanston Parks & Rec
Evanston
WY
Florida State Universtiy
Sarasota
FL
NaturalCarbonCredit.com
Altamonte Springs FL
City of Costa Mesa
Costa Mesa
CA
Plymouth County Extension
Hanson
MA
UMBC
Towson
MD
David Hunter, Consulting Arborist
Forest Grove
OR
Synnestvedt Trädvård
Eskilstuna
SE
City of St.George
Saint George
UT
Sitarz Landscape and Maint.
Winfield
IL
Wellesley College
Jamaica Plain
MA
Horseshoe Bay
TX
Rumney
NH
City of Victoria
Victoria
BC
Skaneateles
NY
Urban & Comm Forester DNR
Cedar City
UT
Kent
OH
Nevada City
CA

State

WANT TO WRITE FOR

CITY TREES?

Application for Membership in the SMA
Please completely fill out and mail this INVOICE with payment to:
Danielle Deck , Membership Coordinator
International Society of Arboriculture
P.O. Box 3129
Champaign, IL. 61826
1-888-472-8733 x205
ddeck@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.

The rewards are many,

Your Name: __________________________________________________________

if not monetary.

Office Address: ________________________________________ Zip + 4 __________

Send an e-mail to City Trees
Editor Michelle Buckstrup at:
CityTrees@rochester.rr.com
and request the
Writer’s Guidelines.
www.urban-forestry.com

City or Company: ______________________________________________________

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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Abundant Water, Abundant Trees
Urban Forestry in Roswell, New Mexico

John Chisum, the “Cattle King of the Pecos,” with Roswell City Hall in background

As an undergraduate at Texas Tech, Ken Smith
was 19 credits shy of his degree in Restaurant,
Hotel and Institutional Management when he
acted on his lingering doubts about his field
of study. He moved to Springfield, Missouri to
work in the landscape and tree care business,
earned an AAS in Landscape Management, and
became a passionate certified arborist. From
2002 to 2005, Smith worked as a project manager for a Roswell landscape company before
he was hired in 2005 as parks superintendent
by the City.

Now, Smith directs 22 full-time employees in the
maintenance of 485 acres of parks, 80 acres
of open space, 8.8 miles of trails, sports fields,
municipal grounds, and a 15-acre bird sanctuary
and nature center. His budget averages around
$1.7 million. Smith supervises a three-man crew
in pruning and removal operations and a five- to
seven-man crew in tree planting operations. He
oversees a greenhouse, nursery, and tree farm
of 3,500 to 4,000 trees. Smith drafts designs
for landscaping and irrigation plans for Roswell’s
parks and facilities.

When did Roswell first start having a dedicated a Natural Resources Committee under the Parks &
urban forestry program? How has the program Recreation Commission. This committee is writing a
and staff expanded or changed since then?
new tree ordinance to replace the weak existing one—it
Ken Smith: Roswell began its urban forestry program 11
years ago, hiring a part-time urban forester on contract.
When I came on in 2005, the urban forester retired
and the duties were transferred to me. The program
has changed quite a bit since I started. I have formed
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only covers trees in Roswell’s historical district. I want
to amend and augment the ordinance to include ANSI
A300 standards and Best Management Practices for
tree care companies and requirements that the companies employ certified arborists.
City Trees

Roswell’s Cahoon Park

Roswell tree crew working on a Priority 1 removal of Siberian elm
(Ulmus pumila) in Poe Corn Park

Kentucky Street in Roswell’s historical district; trees on the left
Siberian elm (Ulmus pumila) and trees on the right are American
elm (Ulmus americana)

Roswellians planting the state’s millionth tree in a Millionth Tree
celebration put on by Tree New Mexico ... a Chinkapin oak
(Quercus muehlenbergii) that was grown at the City nursery from
seed collected at the foothills of Capitan mountain, 40 miles west
of Roswell.

In 2006, I requested funding for a park tree inventory
and got it. Davey Resource Group did the inventory and
management plan. This was a huge step in the care of
our greatest of all assets—trees.

tation (our annual rainfall is from three to 13 inches). I
use as many drought- and alkaline-tolerant species as
possible, but all new plantings, native or otherwise, are
installed with sub-surface drip irrigation.

What are the unique challenges of urban forestry
in Roswell? The unique pleasures? What are some
misconceptions MAs from other parts of the U.S. Another challenge is trying to educate those in the tree
& Canada might have about urban forestry in your care companies to prune properly. Most all of them are
topping trees—some out of ignorance, some so they
neck of the woods?
KS: One of the challenges here is our heavy clay soils
with high pH and low organic matter. As a result, iron
and sometimes, manganese, get tied up in the soil,
making them unavailable to trees such as red oak and
sycamore. It’s not a city-wide issue, but I do end up
applying a fair amount of chelated iron.
We get a lot of spring windstorms with very low precipiwww.urban-forestry.com

can fill up their truck with limbs to make a buck. Having
an ordinance with some teeth would help me in that
respect!

One of the unique pleasures of urban forestry in
Roswell is our weather. As I write this, on November
4, it is 80 degrees with a clear blue sky. We have mild
temperatures throughout the year but have four distinct
seasons.
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Roswell, New Mexico Quick Facts
Human Population:

app. 55,000

Street Tree Population:

app. 25,000

Park Tree Population:

7,123

UF Budget:

$250,000

UF Staff FTEs:

4

I take pleasure in attempting to change the perceptions
in other departments, like engineering and public works,
about trees. In trying to show better ways to design
sidewalks and planting pits for street trees. I gather
information on structural soil, porous asphalt, and the
like and take it to the engineers, hoping one day they
use such treatments on new projects. They don’t always
have a positive response, but I’m persistent. I’m grateful for the opportunity to really make a difference in how
our urban forest is managed.

I think a common misconception is that Roswell is a
hot, barren desert with nothing but scrub brush, cactus,
and UFO memorabilia. In fact, Roswell is a place with
a rich history, home to huge farming (including pecan
and dairy), oil, and gas industries. The City has tens
of thousands of trees, and it sits atop one of only two
rechargeable aquifers in the nation. In other words, we
have plenty of water!

What gives you extra pride when you think about
your city forestry program?
KS: One of the things I take pride in is our tree growing
operation. I’m trying some new American & Chinese elm
cultivars because they do so well here and am experimenting with some trees that I think will do great, like
caddo maple (Acer barbatum (saccharum) var. caddo)
and a baldcypress (Taxodium distichum) from an alkaline seed provenance.
Some of the best performers in our parks are Afghan
pine (Pinus eldarica), several varieties of lacebark elm
continued page 38…

Goldenraintree (Koelreuteria paniculata) in 18” growbags in the nursery should be ready for planting in a year.
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ANSI A300 Update for SMA Members
by Gordon Mann, Urban Forest Services Director, Sacramento Tree Foundation

Thank you for the privilege of serving as your representative
to the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) A300
Committee. It is exciting and rewarding to help develop new
standards and update existing ones. The A300 process requires
standards to be reviewed and updated on a five-year cycle. I give
a big “Thank You” to our members that submit comments during standards review. The standards are living documents and
need to evolve as our awareness grows through practice and science. Comments may be sent to me, to your representative from
ISA, ASCA, ASLA or other associations you may belong to, or
to the A300 committee Secretariat Bob Rouse of TCIA.
When I receive your comments, I will contact you to acknowledge receipt and, if needed, to better understand your thoughts.
Comments sent directly to the Secretariat are presented to the
full committee and receive a written response. Comments presented by committee representatives are recorded in the meeting
minutes and a response is provided by the representative.
ANSI A300 Part 1: Pruning and Part 4: Lightning have
been recently reviewed and updated; highlights follow. Part 2:
Fertilization and Part 5: Construction Management are under
review. The section on Fertilization will be sent out again for
public comment after updates from the current comment period. Two new sections are being considered: Part 8: Roots and
Root Area Management and Part 9: Tree Structure Assessment
and Risk Assessment. Companion best practice guides are also
under development.

(4) Palm Pruning and Utility Pruning are separate sections for writing
specifications and are not considered an Objective or Method.
Table of major changes to the revised ANSI A300 Part 1:
Pruning and ANSI A300 Part 4: Lightning Protection Systems.
This outline is an informative review only. Individuals, companies, and
organizations should read and review these standards in their entirety.
Not all changes are included in this outline.
PRUNING STANDARDS – 2001

PRUNING STANDARDS–2008

Part 1 Pruning 2001 Edition

Part 1 Pruning 2008 Edition
Page i: Table of Contents expanded
Page ii: Foreword–Expanded explanation of ANSI, how to
apply and use standards
Page iii: New ASC A-300 Mission Statement

Page 1: Purpose Section 2.1
– purpose to provide standards
for developing specifications

Page 1: Purpose 2.1–to provide performance standards for
developing written specifications

Page 1: Definitions
Section 4.0

Page 1: Definitions Section 4.0–deletions and changes to
certain definitions for consistency with pruning standard,
scientific terminology, green industry dictionary

Page 5: Pruning Objectives
Section 5.5- Pruning objectives
shall be established

Page 6: Pruning Objectives Section 6.0–Pruning objectives
include more guidance on types of objectives that shall be
established

Page 5: Section 5.6 Pruning
Types for Clean, Thin, Raise
and Reduce

Page 7: Pruning methods (types) Section 7.0 – This section
has been renamed and moved in the standard. This section
now follows a review of pruning styles

Page 6 – 7: Specialty Pruning
Section 5.7 to 5.8

Page 6 – 7: Section 6.2 – 6.64 – This section has
eliminated references to specialty pruning and has been
expanded to include Structural, Restoration, Vista/View,
Espalier, Pollarding, etc.

Page 7: Palm Pruning
Section 5.8

Page 7: Palm Pruning Section 8.0–Palm pruning section has
been moved to this section with new diagrams.

Page 7: Utility Pruning Section
5.9- 5.9.3

Page 8: Utility pruning Section 9.0–9.4 – Utility pruning section is no longer listed as a specialty pruning type has been
moved to the referenced section above in the standard.

Page 9: Annex A: Informative
References

Page 10,11, 12: Annex A, B and C is expanded. Annex A
includes three cut method description, Annex B includes
example Specification writing guideline and examples and a
pruning specification flowchart, and Annex C includes ANSI
interpretations of Shall and Should language.

Lightning Protection Systems
Standards –2002

Lightning Protection Systems Standards–2008

Part 4 Lightning Protection
Systems –2002 Edition

Part 4 Lightning Protection Systems –2008 Edition

– gordon@sactree.com
Thanks to Peter Becker of Bartlett for developing the summary chart.
The most significant updates to Part 1: Pruning.
(1) The purpose of the standards is to require written specifications for tree
work, to “provide performance standards for developing written specifications for pruning.” These written specifications must comply with the A300
standards. Specifications may be written in many formats that suit one’s
agency, such as work order, report, or bid proposal. Many municipalities
currently have wording such as, “Work must be performed to A300 Pruning
Standards.” This is not sufficient.
This wording should be modified to read, “Work must be performed to
specifications written in compliance with A300 Pruning Standards.” Adding
the specification statement, “All work shall be completed in compliance
with A300 pruning standards” avoids the need to include each A300
General section clauses such as safety, inspections, and cuts in the written specifications. We do need to provide the details: Scope, Objective,
Method, Location, Density, and Size (see Annex B for examples).
(2) Pruning Objectives, Section 6, includes more guidance as to how the
pruning objectives should be stated such as Risk Reduction, Manage
Health, Clearance, etc., and the purpose for the pruning, such as
Structural, Restoration, View, Espalier, Pollard.
(3) Pruning Methods, Section 7, used to be listed as “types” and now lists the four
methods as used to accomplish objectives: Clean, Raise, Reduce, and Thin.
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Page i: Table of Contents expanded
Page ii: Foreword–Expanded explanation of ANSI, how to
apply and use standards
Page iii: New ASC A-300 Mission Statement
Page 32:
Definitions Section 4.0

Page 2: Definitions Section 45–deletions and changes to
certain definitions for consistency with the standard, scientific terminology, green industry dictionary

Page 34: Materials and
General clauses Sections 46.5
and 46.5.1

Page 4: General 46.5.1.1 – Lightning protection systems
shall be specified to achieve the established objective

Page 37: Annex A, B and C:
Informative References

Page 9: Annex C has been expanded to include
Interpretations for tree lightning protection systems, purpose, reason and objective. Guidance is established for
legal reasons to provide consultation to other lightning
protection standards or practices beyond the scope of work.
These are included as normative references in Section 44.
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Virginia Tech Announces New Web Site
“Stormwater Management: Using Trees and Structural
Soils to Improve Water Quality”

Providers of progressive urban forestry
management services to a national client base.
www.cnr.vt.edu/urbanforestry/stormwater
The site offers a suite of technology transfer resources
for implementing the stormwater management practices developed as a part of the project, Development of
a Green Infrastructure Technology that Links Trees and
Engineered Soil to Minimize Runoff from Pavement, initially funded by the USDA Forest Service under advisement from the National Urban and Community Forestry
Advisory Council in 2004.The project was led by faculty
in the Forestry and Horticulture Departments at Virginia
Tech and included collaborators from Cornell University
and the University of California at Davis.

The site includes:
• A 55-page downloadable how-to manual
designed for stormwater engineers, urban foresters, public works departments, low-impact
development practitioners, grass-roots organizations, and others: Managing Stormwater for
Urban Sustainability using Trees and Structural
Soils, 2008. Eds. S. D. Day and S. B. Dickinson.
Virginia Polytechnic and State University,
Blacksburg, VA
• A 10-minute visual presentation with accompanying notes for presenters to introduce the concept of trees as stormwater management tools
and the structural soil system to developers,
city councils, tree boards, landscape architects,
stormwater managers, and other practitioners
• Highlights from the construction of each of four
demonstration sites around the country
www.urban-forestry.com

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?
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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Results of the Municipal Tree Ordinance Survey
by Janet Huber, Arboriculture Educational Products
Coordinator, International Society of Arboriculture

M

unicipal arborists and city administrators often seek
out information regarding the development and writing
of municipal tree ordinances. When presented with the task
of writing a new ordinance or revising an outdated one, the
challenge can be intimidating without guidelines or templates
specific to the subject area.
One factor in the growing need for ordinance-writing resources
is a performance measure instituted by the USFS Urban &
Community Forestry program that makes it an objective for
states to increase the number of communities that establish tree
ordinances. A number of resources are currently available to those
involved in the development of tree ordinances; however, the effectiveness and accessibility of these resources have not typically been
measured. In late 2006, the International Society of Arboriculture
(ISA) teamed with the Society of Municipal Arborists (SMA)
and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) to spearhead a project that
would assemble and clarify the effectiveness of existing ordinancewriting resources, and then identify resource and/or training
needs that can be developed to aid communities.
The first step in this project was to compile an inventory of
existing tree ordinance-writing resources. A comprehensive list
of 21 published and/or online reference documents was created,
and a survey was developed to gauge the usefulness and effectiveness of these available tools, as well as the general awareness
of their existence.
The survey was distributed nationally to municipalities in the
United States and Canada, and nearly 500 responses were
received. A rather disconcerting result was that not one of the
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resources listed was familiar to 50 percent or more of the survey
respondents. Of the 21 resources listed, the top two publications with which the survey respondents had the highest level
of familiarity were:
• Tree City USA Bulletin #31: Tree Protection
Ordinances – National Arbor Day Foundation (47.7%)
• Tree City USA Bulletin #9: How to Write a
Municipal Tree Ordinance – National Arbor Day
Foundation (45.5%)
However, when asked which resources were the most helpful
when actually put to use, the respondents gave the highest rating
to Guidelines for Developing and Evaluating Tree Ordinances by
P.C. Bell, S. Plamondon, and M. Rupp. Tree City USA Bulletin
#9 and Tree City USA Bulletin #31 took second and third place,
respectively. While nearly 50% of the respondents specified a
familiarity with the Tree City USA publications, more than
60% of those who completed the survey were unaware that the
remaining 19 resources on the list were available.
The third element of this survey was to determine the type of
resource that would provide the most significant assistance in
developing a new ordinance. Instructional text, including guidelines and step-by-step processes, were considered quite helpful,
although a greater majority of respondents indicated that the
most useful resources were those that provided templates and
samples of ordinance text that were directly related to the subject matter. Respondents commented that since specific needs
of a community vary from municipality to municipality, a comCity Trees

Surprisingly few survey respondents were aware that there are so many tree-ordinance-writing resources available, but this
ISA-SMA-USFS collaborative survey was a first step in getting the word out.
www.urban-forestry.com
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bination of resources such as instructions and templates may be
required to develop an effective ordinance, since some reference
materials for ordinance-writing are often basic and nonspecific.

hands-on training would be helpful, while others encouraged
networking with other municipalities as a resource for finding
applicable ordinance templates.

The final survey component asked the respondents to identify
the most useful delivery format for obtaining the information
they sought in regard to ordinance development: book, software, Web site, training, or other formats. The response indicated that all of these systems are viewed as quite useful, and many
believed they found the best information by blending the use of
books with software or information from a Web site. Some felt

As the ISA, SMA, and USFS team moves forward with this
project, it will further evaluate the information obtained in
this survey to determine the ordinance-writing resources most
needed. A plan will then be implemented to develop, market,
and distribute the resources and/or training necessary to better
assist communities in writing municipal tree ordinances.
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Savoring San Diego
and a World-Class SMA Conference

I

f anything, San Diego
was too nice a location for
a conference: one wonders
how San Diegans get any
work done! Even the IHOP
near the hotel was an architectural treasure with superb
landscaping. And then there’s
the proximity to mountains,
ocean, desert, and Mexico.
San Diego has to be seen in
person to be fully appreciated, but here, we endeavor
to give a taste.
Inside the conference doors,
SMAers took part in what
many described as the best
conference yet—no mean
feat, since SMA conferences are consistently excellent. Conference Chair Walt
Warriner and his team,
made up of members of
the California Urban Forests
Council, put on a superb five
days of workshops, tours,
lectures, exhibits and discussions. Southern California’s
most dedicated urban forestry folk hosted a delightful,
memorable, first-rate conference. Thanks so much, guys
and gals, we won’t soon
forget it!
www.urban-forestry.com

Palms at Balboa Park, “A Landscape of Art
and Culture” • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Art on the waterfront • Photo: Steve Cothrel

The unforgettable pool-courtyard at the Marriott Mission Valley, site of the conference
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup
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From Conference Participants…

David Bienemann, Municipal Arborist for
Bowling Green, Ohio
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Tourgoers return from seeing the famous Moreton Bay ficus (Ficus macrophylla) behind the
San Diego Natural History Museum. • Photo: Bob Benjamin

T

his conference was the best I ever

attended in the last 18 years. The
program had innovative presentations on
the future, sustainability, advocacy, and
managing urban forests. Walt Warriner’s
workshop on Urban Forestry Management
was excellent. It gave me additional tools
for my tool box in Bowling Green, Ohio.
I had opportunity to network with many
peers in the workshop and learn additional techniques in urban forestry.
The presentations on the latest technology and research with regard to urban
forestry and sustainability were very
interesting. I came away with many new
insights for my program with regard to
sustainability and urban forestry’s role in
the health of the community.
Overall the conference left me with fresh
new ideas to better manage the urban
forest. I learned that urban forestry management needs to dovetail with all city
departments in the planning and budgeting process. This will help with future
sustainability of our natural resources,
so that our trees can live to maturity.
Lastly, I discovered that I need to have a
“reverse mentor” (a tech-savvy young person) to train me on texting, blogging, and
Web-based interaction! I look forward to
attending future SMA Conferences.
—David S. Bienemann, Municipal
Arborist, City of Bowling Green, Ohio
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The grand Moreton Bay fig in San Diego’s Balboa Park • Photo: Bob Benjamin
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T

he San Diego conference was

another great one in the SMA series.
I was impressed by the high levels of
instruction, interactions with exhibitors,
and professional networking and camaraderie. These conferences always offer
great opportunities to make new friends
and connect with fellow professionals
who immediately understand your triumphs and tragedies.
—Gene Hyde, City of Chattanooga
Urban Forester, Chattanooga,
Tennessee
Julie Lafferty, City Forester for Eagle, Idaho
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

M

Palms at the conference site
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

y first SMA conference felt like of Ian Hanou of NCDC. I feel one of the

a follow up to the Municipal
Forestry Institute (MFI). Although I
have had several months to decompress
from the “MFI Experience” (with Ed
Barlow on lead guitar), I find myself still
feeling overwhelmed by the scope of the
projects yet to tackle and not being sure
where to begin with some of the larger
projects that I need to do. The first day of
the conference was a workshop dedicated
to building an urban forest management
plan. Walt Warriner did an excellent job
of walking through the process and relating personal experiences. At the end of
the day I felt that I had the tools to sit
down and start the process and pave a
direction for my program. Thanks, Walt!
Ed Barlow’s talk hit home again. Although
much of what he said at MFI has been in
my mind, using technology and keeping
in the information stream struck me as a
high priority for now. I have been actively
seeking to catch up with the latest devices
and use them to be more organized, efficient, and productive with my time and
available resources. I have always been a
strong proponent of continuing education
and firmly believe that a program is only
as good as the abilities and knowledge
of those who function in it. This wasn’t
a new concept to me, but the reinforcement encourages me to push for learning
new skill sets that I might otherwise have
brushed off to do later.

Though I found value in most of the lectures (where “value” means applicability
to the scale of my program at this point in
time), I was intrigued by the presentation
www.urban-forestry.com

strongest tools supporting our programs
is showing the direct benefits and values
of the UF. Available technologies should
be used, if possible, to advocate for ramping up UF programs. The public could
be an easier sell with more data placed
before them demonstrating how they
benefit economically and environmentally. Ian talked about how this kind of
technology can be cost-shared with other
stakeholders.
Stemming from my participation in the
conference, I joined two committees,
which I feel will be turning points for
me. The editorial review committee will
give me writing and editing experience
that will improve my abilities to communicate to the public and also to be
closely involved with current topics of
discussion. I will also help on the legislative committee and channel my passion
for urban forestry where it really needs to
be heard. Having been a foreign exchange
student in high school, the opportunity
to participate in an arborist exchange
is more than interesting. I just have to
decide where I want to go. This decision
will hinge on finding a community that
has qualities that I feel are in alignment
with where I want my program to be.
At the San Diego conference, I made new
friends and revisited old ones. It never
ceases to amaze me what an absolutely
cool group of visionary people urban
foresters are!
—Julie Lafferty, City Forester, City of
Eagle, Idaho

T

he 2008 San Diego SMA confer-

ence was a bittersweet event for me.
It was my last meeting as a member of the
executive board and it was another great
conference. I had the privilege of serving
as the awards committee chair and helping with the Arborists’ Café discussions.
The local committee did an outstanding
job with the Sunday tour, showing the
diversity of the area and excellent examples of urban forest issues and solutions.
At one tree preservation site, the property
owner stepped out and complimented the
city staff!
The program covered the needs of urban
forestry—more on the community and
management aspects than the tree science.
The California Urban Forests Council
attendees complemented the SMA membership. The networking camaraderie was
again the biggest benefit. I had the opportunity to talk with folks from around the
country and Canada, sometimes until the
wee hours of the morning.
The SMA provides such a rich resource
for the urban and community forestry
professionals and it really feels like home
to share time and experiences. The afternoon following the conference, several
attendees toured the waterfront spending
more quality time building old and new
friendships.
Thanks to the local committee and SMA
Education Committee for a great job. See
you in Savannah, Georgia!
—Gordon Mann, Urban Forest
Services Director, Sacramento Tree
Foundation
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Faces & Events

Marla Eddy, City Forester for Madison,
Wisconsin • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup
Davey Resource Group’s Dana Karcher
(left), Tina McKeand, and DRG mascot
Bailli • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

What Yucca filamentosa is capable of in
San Diego. • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Owen Croy, Manager of Parks for the
City of Surrey, British Columbia • Photo:
Michelle Buckstrup

Elizabeth Walker (right), Proprietor of Sound Tree Solutions Inc.,
and Sarah Griffith, Urban and Community Forestry Program
Manager with the Washington Department of Natural Resources,
presented on “When Trees Attack: The Media Storm After the
Wind Storm.” Photo: Steve Cothrel
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Dr. Greg McPherson was given an SMA
Award of Achievement for his leadership of
the Center for Urban Forest Research and
his dissemination of the STRATUM.
Photo: Steve Cothrel

SMA Board Members—top left to right: Bob Benjamin, ISA
Liaison; outgoing President George Gonzalez, Los Angeles;
incoming President Dan Hartman, Cleveland, Tennessee; Gene
Hyde, Chattanooga, TN; Nick Kuhn, Albuquerque, New Mexico;
and John McNeil, Oakville, Ontario. Bottom left to right: Paula
Chope, Dublin, Ohio; Chris Pargoff, Livonia, Michigan, and Tami
Sadonoja, Hamilton, Ontario. • Photo: Steve Cothrel
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Darren Green, Urban Forester for
Alexandria, Louisiana
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Ian Hanou of NCDC Mapping
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Outgoing SMA President George
Gonzalez (left) gave Walt Warriner, Santa
Monica Community Forester and San
Diego Conference Chair, a President’s
Award in recognition of Walt’s efforts.
Photo: Steve Cothrel

Left to right: Gene Hyde, City Forester,
Chattanooga, Tennessee; Micah Millet,
City of San Diego; Drew Potocki, Urban
Forester for the City of San Diego
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Past SMA Presidents pass the gavel to incoming President Dan
Hartman. Left to right: Bob Cool, Bob Benjamin, Steve Cothrel,
Steve Shurtz, Lloyd Burridge, Andy Hillman, George Gonzalez.
Photo: Marla Eddy

www.urban-forestry.com

Melanie Kirk, Extension Forester at Texas
A&M University • Photo: Steve Cothrel

Canadian SMAers—left to right: Richard Ubbens, Director of
Urban Forestry, City of Toronto Parks; John McNeil, Manager of
Forestry and Cemetery Services, Oakville Ontario; Garry Durnan,
Supervisor, Parks and Open Space, Town of Ajax; Rick Lipsitt,
City Forester, Burlington, Ontario; and Tami Sadonoja, Urban
Forester, Hamilton, Ontario. • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup
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SMA Awards for 2008
by Gordon Mann

At the 2008 annual conference, SMA recognized several outstanding contributors to the Society and to urban forestry. President George Gonzalez
presented the awards in San Diego on banquet night to a rowdy, supportive
crowd. The awards are typically kept hermetically sealed to provide surprise
recognition to the deserving recipients.

Swapping stories and advice at the lunchtime Arborists Café • Photo: Steve Cothrel

The award committee consisted of Gordon Mann, chairman from California,
Jay Banks from Virginia, John Giedraitis from Texas, and Nick Kuhn from
New Mexico. We reviewed and reached consensus on the many award
nominations provided by our members. The awards committee recommendations are sent to the executive board for approval. Thank you to both
those nominating members and the awards committee for making this a
remarkable awards program.

The awards recipients are:
Award of Merit:

Michelle Buckstrup, Editor, for her work
on City Trees and for assisting with SMA
articles in other publications

Award of Achievement

Dr. Greg McPherson, for his leadership of
the Center for Urban Forest Research and
his dissemination of STRATUM

Honorary Life Membership Lloyd Burridge, for serving two years as
SMA president and hosting the Windsor
annual meeting, and for urban forestry
leadership in both Canada and the U.S.

Honorary Membership

Ray Tretheway, Executive Director of the
Sacramento Tree Foundation, for his leadership and vision building the best urban
forest

President’s Award

Lynette Short, CALFIRE Urban Forestry
Representative, for her outstanding efforts
on the San Diego conference

President’s Award

Walt Warriner, City of Santa Monica
Community Forester, for his outstanding
efforts on the San Diego conference

President’s Award

Drew Potocki, City of San Diego Urban
Forester, for his outstanding efforts on the
San Diego conference

President’s Award

Mike Palat, West Coast Arborists, for his outstanding efforts on the San Diego conference

Palmscape at night • Photo: Steve Cothrel

Old Town, San Diego • Photo: Steve Cothrel
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Grateful and Indebted
We give hearty thanks to the following individuals and companies that
helped make the San Diego conference one of SMA’s best!*

Bob Posthuma, Exhibitor, Greater Earth
Organics • Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

A grand Italian stone pine (Pinus pinea) on
the Sunday bus tour Photo: Marla Eddy

Conference Committee
Members

Conference Exhibitors

SMA President:
George Gonzalez

Engineered Watering Solutions

CaUFC President:
Brooke Peterson

The Kenerson Group
Mauget

Education: Paul Ries

Greater Earth Organics LLC

Sponsorship: Mike Palat and
Lynnette Short

USDA Forest Service

RPW Services Inc.

Davey Resource Group

Exhibits: Kevin Holman

San Diego Gas & Electric Co.

Bus Tour: Drew Potocki

West Coast Arborists Inc.

Executive Director SMA:
Jerri LaHaie

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.

Executive Director CaUFC:
Nancy Hughes

J. Frank Schmidt & Son Co.

NCDC Imaging

Additional Members:
Drew Potocki, Stan Baczynski,
Danielle Hirsch, Delia Juncal,
Vince Mikulanis

California Urban Forests Council

Conference Sponsors

The Western Chapter of
the International Society of
Arboriculture

Signature Sponsor
Davey Resource Group
Patron Sponsors
San Diego Gas & Electric Co.
West Coast Arborists

www.urban-forestry.com

Grow-Power Inc.

Conference Chair:
Walt Warriner

Event Sponsors
USDA Forest Service
– State and Private Forestry
CALFIRE

Casa del Prado, Balboa Park
Photo: Michelle Buckstrup

Amereq

Supporters
Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
NCDC Imaging
J. Frank Schmidt & Son Co.

The San Diego Regional Urban
Forests Council
The Street Tree Seminar

Society of Municipal Arborists
National Arbor Day Foundation
Urban Corps of San Diego
Maintenance Superintendents
Association of LA/Orange Area
Chapter
*Every effort was made to compile a complete list of conference supporters. If we’ve
inadvertently left your company out, please
let us know so we can acknowledge you
in a future issue of City Trees.
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…continued from page 24

Roswell’s Spring River Trail running through MIA/POW Park;
‘Shademaster’ honeylocust (Gleditsia triacanthos) on left and
Shumard oak (Quecus shumardii) on right

(Ulmus parvifolia), Chinkapin oak (Quercus muehlenbergii), bur oak (Quercus macrocarpa), Chinese pistache (Pistacia chinensis), and American and western
sycamore (Platanus x acerifolia and P. occidentalis), just
to name a few. Our species diversity is really pretty
good—Davey gave us kudos on this. We have 74 different kinds of trees growing in our parks and at the
greenhouse. We have 27% Pinus & 16% Ulmus in our
population, which is a little too high, but we are working
on mixing it up.
I’m proud of our aggressive removal program, motivated by Davey’s inventory. They deemed 221 trees as
Priority 1 Removal and 432 as Priority 2. We’ll be busy
for awhile, because we don’t have the budget to contract out the removals. We normally plant three trees
in the place of one; this means we also have to have
an aggressive planting program, and having the nursery
and tree farm gives us the ability to do this.
Another thing I’m very proud of is that Roswell has
been a Tree City USA for 18 years. Our community is
the longest-standing Tree City USA in the state. We are
on our seventh year of receiving the National Arbor Day
Foundation Growth Award, and we have plans to get to
the Sterling designation at year ten.

How do you use technology, electronic or otherwise?
KS: I am looking into the possibility of utilizing the
i-Trees suite of tools with my current park tree inventory. As I am able to get more technical information
(STRATUM/UFORE) about the benefits provided by our
trees to the public & city hall, I anticipate more funding. Some basic tools I use include increment borers,
an air excavation tool for root collar excavation, and a
10x magnifying glass. I use irrigation software for our
parks for tree drip systems and sprinklers. We have a
central-control irrigation system, housed in my office. Its
software allows me to make the necessary changes to
watering schedules for drip systems and turf.
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80-plus-year-old lacebark elms (Ulmus parvifolia) growing in
Roswell’s historical district

What has your SMA involvement meant to you?
KS: I have enjoyed being a member of SMA now for
four years. I’ve been to the last three conferences and
met some great people. The networking opportunity is
phenomenal, and to be able to discuss similar issues
with other MAs is very meaningful. I have the Municipal
Forestry Institute in the budget for 2010. I’ve heard
some excellent comments from those I know in SMA
who have attended.

Save this Date
October 4-7 2009

SMA 44th
Annual
Conference
Savannah Georgia
Details to follow on

www.urban-forestry.com
www.urban-forestry.com
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