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As I have discussed before in this 
column, advocacy is one of the 

primary goals of the SMA. Without 
effective advocacy, elected officials 
may not be aware that on a daily basis 
we provide vital services to their con-
stituents. By failing to educate them, 
we run the risk of becoming irrel-
evant to their legislative agenda.

So that we may become better advocates, our SMA mid-year 
Board meetings have been conducted in Washington DC for 
the past three years. We have made dozens of contacts with 
legislators and government officials that have the ability and 
the power to impact resources and funding that are vital to 
the success of urban and community forestry programs.

But it’s not enough for the SMA Board to advocate for more 
resources and funding. To truly be effective, ALL of us must 
become informed and effective advocates for our issues if 
we hope to have long-term success. So how do we become 
better advocates?

First, remember that there’s strength in numbers. The SMA, 
with over 1,500 members, has an effective pool of poten-
tial advocates. That, along with the partnerships we’ve 
formed with the Sustainable Urban Forest Coalition—the 
International Society of Arboriculture, the American Public 
Works Association, the Arbor Day Foundation and many other 
organizations—exponentially expands our ability to become 
effective advocates.

So, as organizations we have a huge potential for advocacy. As 
individuals we can be effective advocates as well by knowing 
our legislators and their staff. Develop a friendly relationship 
with your local, state, and federal legislators. Don’t wait until 
an important bill is in your legislator’s committee to develop 
these contacts. Start the relationship building process early. 
President Lyndon Johnson once said, “Make friends before 
you need them.”

However, as advocates we must be careful because the word 
“advocate” is sometimes perceived as conveying a tone of 
harshness, unreasonableness, or selfishness. The reputation of 
advocacy, and advocates, for urban forestry issues may suffer 
or improve depending on our approach. For this reason you 
will soon see fact sheets and legislative agendas on the SMA 
Web site. These will be important tools for you to use to build 
the relationships that are crucial to effective advocacy.

If you don’t know your legislative representatives visit the 
SMA Web site (www.urban-forestry.com), where you’ll find 
a “Write to Congress” link. Simply type in your zip code and 
you will be directed to your legislative representatives. If 
you’ve already developed a relationship with your legislators, 
keep up the effort. If you have not yet started, begin today! 

President’s Message
George Gonzalez

Executive Director’s Message
Jerri J. LaHaie

If not us, who? When the SMA 
Board first held its mid-year meet-

ing in Washington DC, it was a 
new experience for everyone to 
set up appointments with elected 
officials, develop key talking points, 
and craft a “leave behind” handout. 
It wasn’t all that easy and it wasn’t 
all that pretty. But like most things, 

practice makes perfect, and this year’s visits were down-
right smooth. 

The Sustainable Urban Forests Coalition, of which SMA is 
a member, had prepared a position paper in support of 
funding for U&CF, which we adapted for our congressio-
nal visits. During our meetings, we spoke to congressper-
sons about U&CF and the local projects that have been 
completed in their districts. While it may seem daunting 
to meet with elected officials in our nation’s capital, it is 
easy to talk about trees in our cities and the role munici-
pal arborists play in managing them. It is important to let 
our elected officials know how dollars they appropriate 
realize direct benefits for their constituents. What we 
have learned is that our elected officials are eager to hear 
this message and are grateful to make a contact that they 
can look to for additional information. 

While other non-profit groups have done this for years, 
SMA has not taken an active role in advocacy. As 
President Gonzalez points out, advocacy can have a 
less than positive connotation. An advocate is defined 
as “one who seeks to influence political decisions and 
policy,” but sometimes advocates are seen as influencing 
merely for their own gain, at the expense of others. As 
professional managers of the urban forest, SMA members 
cannot rely upon anyone else to carry their message to 
decision makers. While others can speak to the benefits 
of trees, numbers of trees planted, the importance of 
greening our cities, etc., no one else can articulate the 
role of the municipal arborist in planting and maintain-
ing our communities’ urban forests. Municipal arborists 
speak on behalf of cities and towns of all sizes. Who bet-
ter understands the challenges of maintaining our urban 
natural resources? 

SMA will be working toward helping our members be 
better influencers by providing the tools, skills, and net-
works that will lead to successful advocacy. With this new 
effort underway, we encourage all of our members to fol-
low the Board’s lead and step outside your comfort zone 
into becoming a better advocate. It’s time to raise the 
professional voice of municipal forestry. If not you, who?
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Arriving in Belo Horizonte, Brazil three days prior to the 
Urban & Utility Arboriculture Conference allowed time 

to tour the city with Agnus Rocha Bittencourt, city arbor-
ist for Belo Horizonte. The city has a population of over 
three million people and 235,000 trees. Nine districts 
are managed independently of each other yet are under 
one director and staff. This has allowed for a quicker 
response to public concerns; however, it has created dif-
ferent pruning, maintenance, and planting procedures in 
each district. Strict ordinances specify that only munici-
pal arborists may prune public trees. 

Belo Horizonte has few planter strips. Sidewalks in 
most residential and older commercial areas are nar-
row, three to four feet (.9 to 1.2 m) in width. The side-
walks share space with utility poles and large canopy 
trees planted at thirty-foot (9-m) spacing. Many center 
planter strips between the traffic lanes are only two 
feet (61 cm) wide, with large trees surviving in incred-
ibly harsh conditions. Tree planting is a high priority—if 
there is a space, a tree will get planted. Belo Horizonte 
is truly Tree City Brazil.

The health and vigor of the trees rank high. Root struc-
tures have escaped confined spaces, uplifting sidewalks 
and curbs. From my perspective, the root challenges out-
weigh the pruning conflicts with utility lines. Root issues 
do not appear to be as high a priority as in the U.S. or 
Canada. Pedestrians accept the raised sidewalks and 
just deal with the situation. I wish we had a little of the 
same attitude towards the rights of trees in the U.S. 
Monocultural planting is not common; the majority of 
streets are planted with three to four different species.

Large ficus tree planting in Belo Horizonte 

Municipal Arboriculture in Brazil
Story and photos by Steve Nimz, Consulting Arborist, Honolulu, Hawaii

Municipal Arboriculture in Brazil
Story and photos by Steve Nimz, Consulting Arborist, Honolulu, Hawaii

I would like to thank Companhia Energe’tica 
de Minas Gerais (CEMIG) for inviting and 
sponsoring me to speak at the Urban & 
Utility Arboriculture Conference, my host 
Pedro Mendes Castro, agronomist forester 
for CEMIG, and Pedro’s wife Karla. 



www.urban-forestry.com 7

The original city was designed for 500,000 people 
and has a strong European influence. Old photographs 
show narrow sidewalks with trees planted in the street 
adjacent to the curbing and electrical lines in the center 
of the street. This design allowed for full-canopy trees 
with minimum impact to buildings and electrical lines. 
Then “progress” occurred and the city expanded to over 
three million people. New streetscape designs favored 
automobiles. Utilities were moved onto the narrow side-
walks along with the large canopy trees, resulting in con-
flicts with electrical and communication lines. Sound 
familiar? The utility poles are concrete, approximately 
ten feet (3 m) shorter than in the U.S., adding to the 
conflict between wires and branches.

Positives? Decurrent trees are in the majority and adapt 
well to directional pruning. The tree species are hardy 
and appear to survive well in adverse conditions. The 
public accepts the trade-off for uplifted sidewalks in 
order to preserve the tree crown and beauty contributed 
to the city. Negatives include intensive maintenance to 
provide wire clearance for reliable service; many areas 
require biannual pruning. The local utility, which cur-
rently prunes 75,000 trees twice a year, is working with 

Creative sidewalk design is ubiquitous in Belo Horizonte. 

Belo Horizonte, Brazil, is home to three million people and 
235,000 trees.
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Tree roots heaving sidewalks is much more accepted in Brazil than 
in the U.S. 

A street converted to a park in Belo Horizonte 

Steve Nimz checks out the berries of the acai tree. 

the municipality on tree replacement programs. The 
utility also utilizes coated compact high-tension wiring in 
new installations to minimize conflicts with tree crowns. 
It also uses tree inventories and field hand-held devices 
to update and schedule work.

The municipality of Belo Horizonte has 701 green spac-
es, 57 major parks, and 260 green areas and parks 
under construction. Adopt-a-Park and street programs 
have been instituted and well received. CEMIG is one of 
the participants. 

Together, Belo Horizonte and CEMIG are committed to 
addressing the challenges addressed in this confer-
ence of over 250 participants. The Society of Brazilian 
Arboriculture, under the leadership of Pedro Castro and 
with the assistance of the ISA, is introducing pruning 
and safety standards not only in Belo Horizonte but 
throughout Brazil via newsletter and a great book which 
translates arboricultural terms into Portuguese. Cities 
like Belo Horizonte and dynamic individuals like Pedro 
Castro make Brazil an exciting and informative center 
for arboriculture.   

Street trees in tight medians
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Optional Pre-Conference Workshop 
Urban Forest Management Plans (all day Saturday October 11, 2008) 
 Walt Warriner, City of Santa Monica, CA (separate fee applies) 

Pre-Conference Tour – Sunday afternoon October 12, 2008 

• San Diego Urban Forestry Tour

Educational Sessions  
Monday October 13 – Wednesday noon, October 15, 2008

Scheduled Topics and Speakers:

Keynote Presentations

• The Future of Urban Forestry – It’s More than Trees
 Ed Barlow, Futurist and Consultant, Creating the Future, 

St. Joseph, MI

• Innovation, Research and Tools for Addressing the Future of 
Urban Forestry
 Dr. David Nowak, Research Scientist, US Forest Service, 

Syracuse, NY 

• The Future of Urban Forestry is Urban Natural Resource 
Stewardship
 Michael Rains, Director, US Forest Service Northeastern 

Research Station, Philadelphia, PA (invited)

Connecting Urban Forestry with Sustainability

• Can Urban Forestry Provide Carbon Offset Trading 
Opportunities?
 Ted Dodge, National Carbon Offset Coalition  

• Urban Forest Carbon Reporting Protocols 
 Greg McPherson, US Forest Service Center for Urban 

Forest Research

• Linking Trees and Air Quality on the Ground
 Dana Karcher, Davey Resource Group and Andy Trotter, 

West Coast Arborists 

• Environmental Strategies for Municipalities
 Nick Kuhn, City of Albuquerque, NM

Join municipal arborists and urban foresters 
from around North America at the 44th Annual 
SMA Conference and Trade Show, hosted by the 
California Urban Forests Council. Our theme this 
year is “The Future of Urban Forestry–It’s More 
Than Trees.” We’ll kick off the conference with 
noted futurist Ed Barlow and follow him with some 
of the most innovative thinkers and presenters in 
our profession. Session topics will cover a variety 
of contemporary issues such as Sustainability, 
Natural Disasters, Collaboration, Innovative 

Thinking, and Urban Forestry Advocacy. This 
year we are featuring an optional pre-conference 
workshop on Urban Forest Management Plans in 
addition to all the traditional features of an SMA 
conference, like an outstanding trade show, an 
annual awards banquet, and a local urban forest-
ry tour. Mark your calendars now and plan to join 
us in sunny San Diego. Conference registration 
materials will be available on-line at the SMA Web 
site later this summer. Hope to see you there!

The 44th Annual SMA Conference and Trade Show

The Future of Urban Forestry–It’s More than Trees
October 12-15, 2008  •  San Diego, California

Tentative Conference Schedule and Program
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P.O. Box 347, Santa Margarita, CA 93453

 jmmccabe@davey.com
Phone: 805.438.1502
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1500 N. Mantua St., Kent, OH 44240

urbantrees@davey.com
Phone: 800.828.8312

Resource is Our
Middle Name

 ince our inception in 1992, Davey Resource Group has been the 
leader in urban forestry consulting services. Our team of ISA Certified 
Arborists and highly trained scientists has both the experience and 
cutting-edge technology necessary to help you succeed in managing 
and understanding your urban forest. 

Whether communicating the importance of the urban forest to key 
decision makers or the public, our customized services provide 
essential resources to help you achieve your goals.

After all, Resource is Our Middle Name.

Our Services Include:

~ GIS-based street and public tree inventories
~ Management and master plans

~ Tree management software
~ Contract forestry and training

~ Storm damage assessment and emergency response plans
~ STRATUM and UFORE inventories and reports

S

www.daveyresourcegroup.com

Lessons Learned from Natural Disasters

• When Trees Attack–The Media Storm after the Wind Storm
 Elizabeth Walker, Sound Tree Solutions, and Sarah 

Griffith, WA Dept. of Natural Resources

• If a Tree Falls in a Storm, Does It Make a Cause?
 Owen Croy, City of Surrey BC Parks

• Fire in the Urban Forest
 Dana Karcher, Davey Resource Group, and Darla Mills, 

CA Dept. of Forestry & Fire Protection

Advancing Urban Forestry through Collaboration

• A Perfect Marriage: Non-Profit/Municipal Collaboration 
 Laura Bauernfeind, City of Los Angeles Recreation & 

Parks, and Paige VanRiper, TreePeople

• Advancing Urban Forestry Programs through Non-Profit & 
Municipal Partnerships
 Ruth Williams, TREE Davis, and Rob Cain, City of Davis, CA

New Ideas for Advancing Urban Forestry Programs 

• Tool Kit to Guide the Creation of Local Urban Forest 
Strategic and Management Plans
 Andy Trotter, West Coast Arborists

• Selling Urban Forest Benefits in Small Cities
 Ian Hanou, NCDC Imaging & Mapping

• Beyond i-Tree: Using i-Tree Results to Advance Your 
Program 
 Scott Maco, Davey Resource Group  

• Integrating Urban Forestry and Municipal Planning
 James Schwab, American Planning Association  

• Managing Municipal Greenspaces to Produce 
Environmental Services
 Robert Young, University of Oregon  

• Tree Campus: A New Partnership Opportunity
 Dan Lambe, National Arbor Day Foundation  

Advocating for the Future of Urban Forestry 

• Navigating the Political Process —Thoughts for the Next 
Generation of Tree Managers
 Dave Dockter, City of Palo Alto, CA Planning Dept.   

• Looking beyond Trees–Planting the Seeds of Legislative 
Advocacy
 Martha Ozonoff, California ReLeaf, and Andy Trotter, 

West Coast Arborists  

• Cultivating a Generation of Urban Forestry Advocates
 George Gonzalez, City of Los Angeles  

Hotel Information

Marriott San Diego Mission Valley
8757 Rio San Diego Drive
San Diego, CA, 92108, (619) 692-3800
Single/Double $129/night • Ask for the SMA room block.
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Steve Cothrel is the Superintendent of 
Parks & Forestry for Upper Arlington, Ohio. 
He is a Certified Arborist and Municipal 
Specialist, and a Past President of SMA.

Chris Donnelly has been an Urban Forester 
with the State of Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection since 1998 and 
Urban Forestry Coordinator since 2000. 
He keeps bees and is active with the 
Connecticut Tree Protective Association.

Winfried Funke is City Arborist for Bottrop, 
Germany. 

Agnus Rocha Bittencourt is City Forester for 
Belo Horizonte, Brazil. 

Dena Kirtley is City Arborist and Tree 
Program Manager for the City of West 
Sacramento in California. She has been 
working to improve urban forests in com-
munities throughout northern California since 
1993. 

Steve Nimz has been a Certified Arborist 
since 1970 and is President of Steve Nimz 
& Associates LLC, consulting arborist ser-
vices in Honolulu, Hawaii.

Jeff Shimonski is an ISA Certified Municipal 
Arborist and is Director of Horticulture 
at Jungle Island in Miami, Florida. He 
also runs a consulting company, Tropical 
Designs of Florida.

Matthew Wells is Program Manager for 
Trees & Sidewalks at the New York City 
Department of Parks & Recreation. He has 
a BS in Landscape Management from 
the University of Reading, U.K. and spent 
many years working as a London Tree 
Officer. He is a Certified Arborist and also 
holds the Arboricultural Association’s Tech. 
Certification.

James C. Schwab, AICP, is Senior Research Associate and 
Manager of the American Planning Association Hazards 
Planning Research Center and Co-Editor of the APA publication, 
Zoning Practice. 
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Designed by:

SO-5437A

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)

thought
possible!
you never

( )800 951-8123
Call today to find out more!

Available in 15, 25, 35 and 45 gallon
capacities, with costs ranging from
$7 to $18.
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Have you ever had one of those days when you feel 
more like the headwaiter at an expensive restaurant 

than anything else? More and more city foresters are 
getting that feeling as they match wits with the wily 
white tail deer. White tails are beautiful reminders of 
nature’s adaptability as they expand their range and 
population into many suburban neighborhoods, to the 
delight of some residents and the dismay of others.

As beautiful as deer are to many folks, they are 
also destructive. Although predators such as Cougars, 
Vipers, and Jaguars (that’s Mercury, Dodge, and Jaguar, 
respectively) struggle to keep deer populations in check, 
autos are simply no match for the white tail’s fecundity. 
Indeed, deer-vehicle collisions are a common, deadly, 
and expensive example of the damage deer can cause.

In addition, deer look at our diverse and pampered 
landscapes as giant smorgasbords, thoughtfully laid 
out for their dining convenience. Many foresters and 
landscapers have quietly (or not so quietly) cursed the 
species after suffering a nocturnal raid by a hungry herd. 
Hungry deer can cause serious damage fast. When deer 
populations substantially outgrow their habitat’s carry-
ing capacity, a distinct browse line results, with virtually 
all vegetation below the browse line exterminated. The 

results are shocking to view, and ecologically disas-
trous. Fortunately, there are many references available 
that offer tips on selecting deer resistant plants to 
reduce feeding damage in the landscape.

Perhaps most destructive from the city forester’s point 
of view is the male deer’s habit of rubbing on sapling 
sized trees during autumn rut. As bucks grow their 
annual set of antlers, the young antler tissue is covered 
with velvet (fuzzy skin). Once the rack is grown, bucks 
have an irresistible urge to rub the velvet off in prepara-
tion for mating season. One- to two-inch (2.5- to 5-cm) 
caliper trees are perfect for this!

One frisky buck can lay waste to a nice young tree with 
breathtaking speed. Among other indignities, I once 
had a seven-foot tall arborvitae reduced to a seven-inch 
tall arborvitae overnight. The fact that it occurred just 
15 feet (4.5 m) outside the open bedroom window just 
made the sight all the more painful the next morning. 
The experience also led me to thoughts of revenge. 
However, I quickly realized that staying up all night to 
ambush the stealthy perpetrator was impractical for a 
lazy guy like me. 

Instead, I pondered my dilemma and eventually realized 
that most references regarding deer preferences and 

Rubbed the Wrong Way?
Story and photos by Steve Cothrel, Superintendent of Parks & Forestry, Upper Arlington, Ohio

White tail deer at home along an urban creek 
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damage prevention dealt with feeding and plant taste—
a useless quality in my case. Rubbing is all about plant 
size and texture. True, some repellants and fencing may 
also discourage rubbing, but as a lazy guy, I’m not inter-
ested in hanging bags of human hair or bars of soap on 
my trees. Rotten egg sprays and other smelly repellants 
sound, well… repellant on my landscape trees (or on 
trees in city parks). Ditto for aluminum pie tins, bells, 
and other unsightly hardware. And my dog is old and 
has a gimpy leg.

Finally, after a few years of fruitless pondering, a 
potential solution appeared in my own back yard, in the 
form of the lowly sumac. I had planted a few starts of 
staghorn sumac (Rhus typhina) to bring some bright 
red fall color into a corner of the autumn landscape. 
As they grew, their pithy, pubescent stems with long 
compound leaves quickly reached heights of six to ten 
feet (2 to 3 m), and then slowed as new suckers and 
sprouts popped up nearby. My few root cuttings became 
a patch, and then a thicket of colorful sumac. 

Then lo and behold, the thicket also became the focal 
point of the neighboring bucks’ rubbing hobby. There 

Staghorn sumac (Rhus typhina) patch in winter

was clearly something about the light-wooded, fuzzy 
staghorn sumac stems (so named for their resemblance 
to a velvet-covered antler) that attracted their attention 
and drew them away from other saplings nearby. This 
selective rubbing has continued for years now, and 
because the sumac continuously sends up new sprouts 
from its roots, there are always stems available in the 
ideal rubbing size range of about one-half to one inch 
(12 to 25 mm) diameter.

I’ve also noticed that colonies of staghorn sumac along 
a bike path I frequent draw regular rubbing as well. 
Thus, if you are plagued by rubbing bucks, consider 
trying to establish some sumac to draw the deer away 
from other specimen trees. Despite its fantastic red fall 
color and interesting terminal fruit, staghorn sumac and 
its relatives are not good choices for the refined land-
scape, as they are a bit coarse, messy, and very happy 
to spread out as they enjoy your hospitality. Of course, 
there is nothing refined about the alternatives—fencing, 
pie tins, or bags of hair in the landscape—either.

Even with its flaws, there’s no doubt in my mind that sumac 
has saved me considerable money and aggravation in my 
struggle to establish new trees. Sumac grows fast, toler-
ates poor soils, and isn’t the least bit bothered by periodic 
visits from the biggest of bucks. In fact, I’m now introduc-
ing it into some City parks where I hope it will serve the 
same role, soothing the amorous stag’s horn.    
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My background is in gardening and land-
scaping, but for the past five years, I’ve 

worked in urban tree care in Bottrop, Germany. 
I’ve always sought further education in the 
field, so I was keen to participate in the SMA 
Arborist Exchange. In late August, 2007 I was 
hosted by Welland, Ontario Forestry Foreman 
Aurelio Magazzeni. In the fall, I hosted Aurelio 
here in Bottrop. 

I would like to share some of the impressions 
of my stay in Canada, with pleasure.

The city of Welland has approximately 50,000 
inhabitants and lies in the south of Ontario, 
close to Niagara Falls. The forestry department 
consists of five people, including Aurelio. Brian, 
Grainger, Vincent, Camon, and Aurelio are all 
ISA Certified Arborists. From the first working 
day, they integrated me very well. I was worried 
about the language barrier, but my fears turned 
out to be groundless. I knew enough techni-

cal terms in English, and our 
botanical language was suf-
ficiently similar, that we were 
able to communicate. 

The first morning, Aurelio took 
me to City Hall, where I was 
introduced to the mayor, city 
planner, safety expert, and so 
on. After a short official greet-
ing and photos for the press, 
we went out to survey a London 
planetree (Platanus x acerifo-
lia) with exposed roots. These 
roots had been damaged so 
severely that the stability of 
the tree was compromised. 

Aurelio and his team let me 
participate in the takedown of 
the London planetree from the 
bucket truck. It was a luxury to 
be able to close a street to do 
the work, because in Bottrop 
we frequently have to work 
around ongoing traffic on busy, 
narrow streets. My task was to 
cut off the top of the tree, then 
the crew would rope or fell the 
remaining trunk and branches. 
I had seen this kind of rope 
work in training videos and the 

like, but it was truly impressive to see it done 
live. My Canadian colleagues were surprised to 
learn that in Bottrop, no crown parts are roped. 
The Welland team was fast and worked very 
well together, with safety first. Each man could 
perform a variety of functions as needed. At 
the end of my exchange, to my total surprise, 
I received two wonderful carved cups from this 
London planetree. 

I took particular note of the differing approach-
es to safety between Welland and Bottrop. The 
Canadians wear leg protection but don’t neces-
sarily have protection in the boots. In Bottrop 
we wear trousers that have built-in protection 
and boots that have protection against chain-
saws. On the other hand, full-body harnesses 
are carried in Canada in bucket trucks. In 
Germany we use telescoping work platforms 
rather than bucket trucks. With bucket trucks, 
the speed for getting up is higher, so I was 

Exchange host Aurelio Maggazeni (left) and participant Winfried Funke 

My Exchange Week in Welland, Canada
by Winfried Funke, City Arborist, Bottrop, Germany 
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The Welland, Ontario urban forestry staff gear up for a work day. 

Canada’s reputed oldest sugar maple, (Acer saccharum) in Pelham, Ontario
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Winfried Funke notes that in his city of Bottrop, Germany, there isn’t enough room on 
streets to allow bucket truck work. 

aware of the greater danger 
of falls. Also, in Germany we 
don’t use chainsaw lanyards 
very much from platforms—
generally, only climbers use 
them. In Welland, chainsaw 
lanyards were used from the 
platform as well. In Canada, 
a universal safety helmet is 
used by the crew. In Germany, 
we are prescribed the so-called 
“Bergsporthelme,” a special-
ly designed helmet. Finally, 
I noted that in Welland, an 
extensive bucket truck safety 
check is done daily. 

Aurelio arranged for a variety 
of after-work tours. In addition 
to the visit to Niagara Falls and 
a jet boat ride with the crew, he 
took me to the butterfly house 
in the Niagara Parks Botanical 
Garden. He also took me to 
see gigantic poplars, (Populus 
spp.) black walnuts, (Juglans 
nigra) and other impressive 
trees in Fort Erie. In Pelham, 
we saw the 80-feet-tall (24 m) 

u n s u r p a s s e d Unsurpassed—the energy, exchange, inspiration and views you’ll experience at the 2008 ASCA Annual Conference. 
Connect with other like-minded and ambitious professionals like yourself for the finest learning in arboriculture!

Save the date now! Look for more information beginning September at www.asca-consultants.org/conferences.html. 

2008 ASCA Annual Conference
��������������������������������������������������������������������

Co-sponsored by
ISA Western Chapter &

Rocky Mountain Chapter
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Funke and Maggazeni managed to overcome language barriers 
during their exchanges. 

500-year-old “Comfort Maple,” believed to be 
the oldest sugar maple (Acer saccharum) in 
Canada. 

I am grateful for the contact Grainger made for 
me to meet with a Tree Doctor-Canada owner 
to learn how one cuts trees utilizing cranes. 
I thank all the Welland staff, and especially 
Aurelio, for hosting me and making my experi-
ence so rich. This was a great and very inter-
esting exchange. To me it was invaluable to 
learn new approaches and to apply this new 
knowledge to my own work.    
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On January 19, 2008, after months of planning 
and hundreds of Neighbor to Neighbor con-

tacts, more than 80 volunteers assisted in planting 
over 211 new trees in the Broderick neighborhood 
to regain shaded tree-lined streets. This was the 
largest tree planting in West Sacramento history 
and the largest neighborhood planting in the six-
county region this year. 

Tree Tune Up in Arlington Oaks 
Neighborhood 

On February 9th, Arlington Oaks did their first 

West Sacramento Tree Care and Planting Events

Historic Tree Planting Event 
by Dena Kirtley, Tree Program Specialist, City of West Sacramento • Photos by Tracy J. Thomas

West Sacramento Mayor Christopher Cabaldon and Tree Program specialist Dena Kirtley plant a tree. 

annual Tree Care Day. It began with a short outdoor 
class on the five steps to correctly prune young 
trees. Residents then joined small block teams to 
get hands-on experience working on trees under 
the supervision of a tree care professional. The 
30 people who attended pruned and mulched 
over 120 trees and applied more than five tons of 
mulch. Neighbors were given a 15-point checklist 
for tree care that summarized ISA care standards. 

For more information about either of these events, 
go to www.cityofwestsacramento.org/cityhall/depart-
ments/pcs/Tree_Program   
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Volunteers planting in the Broderick neighborhood

Neighborhood organizer Alan Hirsch demonstrates proper stake 
installation in the Broderick neighborhood of West Sacramento. 
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SMA Membership Application Welcome New Members!
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 per-
sons 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 responsibil-
ity 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 ser-
vices 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 __________

Name Organization City State

Bryan J. Spencer City of Oconomowoc Parks & Forestry OCONOMOWOC WI

Charles .W Campbell Campbell’s Land Services Ltd. RICHMOND BC

Daniel G. Yarnell City of Wooster WOOSTER OH

Dean Jones City of St. John SAINT LOUIS MO

Deb Powers  SEATTLE WA

Denise Yoezle  DAVIE FL

Fran Lawlor Cornell Cooperative Extension of Onondaga SYRACUSE NY

James  Phillips City of St. John SAINT LOUIS MO

James F. Zucal City of New Philadelphia NEW PHILADELPHIA OH

Jean McDermott  WEDNESBURY UK 

John J. Aiken Wholesome Landscape & Tree Care LLC EASTPOINTE MI

John P. Kilcullen Forestry--NYC Dept Parks & Recreation STATEN ISLAND NY

Katherine A. Forrer UVM Extension BERLIN VT

Kenna C. Nethken Cut’em Up Tree Care of Delaware Inc SEAFORD DE

Kurt  M. Nielsen City of Greenwood Village AURORA CO

Kyle Babicky  STEVENS POINT WI

Larry A. Ward City of Prince George Parks Division PRINCE GEORGE BC

Lee Mackin City of Winter Park Forestry Division WINTER PARK FL

Liz  Darmody  NERANG Australia

M. G. Leech Ethekwini Municipality PINETOWN South Africa

Mathew Grailich  SEYMOUR CT

Paul  Johnson Texas Forest Service HARLINGEN TX

Randolph D. Hoover Virginia Turf Management NORFOLK VA

Robert LeBlanc  WALPOLE MA

Roy Garrett Chuck’s Tree Service LONGMONT CO

Scott Lee  BARRIE ON

Shannon McGuire McGuire’s Tree Guys Ltd SUDBURY ON

Shaun P. Bowler City of Burlingame SAN MATEO CA

Stanford Landon Moore  NEWNAN GA

Terrence L. Sheldon A-1 Stump Removal & Tree Care ARVADA CO

Thomas J. Schmidt City of McHenry MCHENRY IL

Timothy Smith City of Miami Public Works MIAMI FL

Wade G. Atteberry  OROVILLE CA

Thanks to 2008 sponsors 
We thank all who participated in the silent 
auction at the 2007 SMA Conference 
in Hollywood, Florida for their sponsor-
ship of the 2008 Exchange program.

How Do I Apply?
Join SMA and obtain the application on-line at:

 www.urban-forestry.com 

Mail applications to:

Society of Municipal Arborists  
c/o Douglas Still
Roger Williams Park, 
Dalrymple Boathouse
1000 Elmwood Avenue
Providence, RI 02905

Or fax them to: (401) 941-5920 

Applications (or any questions) can also 
be sent by email to dstill@providenceri.
com. Note that due to City spam fil-
ters, you may have to send your appli-
cation twice. Answers must be clearly 
numbered, with none omitted, and all 
application instructions followed.

What Is the Deadline?
All applications must be received by 
September 26, 2008. The timeframe 
for the exchanges will be determined 
by the participants with the assistance 
of the SMA program coordinators.

What Is Required?
Participants will spend at least one full 
work week with the host city’s forestry 
department or arborist. Each partici-
pant will be required to write an article 
for the SMA journal City Trees about 
what he or she learned and expe-
rienced for the interest of the SMA 
membership.

What Is the Exchange Program?
SMA is offering an exchange program for municipal arborists locat-

ed around the world. SMA and contributing sponsors will fund airfare 
and basic expenses for professional exchanges within the next year, 

which will take place in spring or summer of 2009. Each participant 
will spend at least one week visiting and working with another city’s for-

estry department. An “exchange” may be “two-way,” meaning that paired 
participants take turns hosting the other, or “one-way,” where a selected 

participant only visits a willing host city identified and approved by SMA.

Why Sponsor an Exchange Program?
The purpose is to create a way for municipal arborists to exchange 

urban forestry expertise, management ideas and technology through 
“in-person” contact and on-site experience. What better way to find 

out how other forestry practitioners operate than to spend time with 
each other? We have much to learn from other programs in our own 

countries and around the world, and we each have much to offer. Not 
only will the program facilitate the transfer of knowledge, it will help foster 

an international community of municipal arborists.

Who Can Apply?
A candidate must be a member of SMA. One can apply immedi-

ately upon joining. A candidate must be employed within the urban 
forestry profession, preferably as a municipal arborist, for at least two 

years. Knowledge of a second language is helpful but not essential, 
although the application must be submitted in English. For a two-way 

exchange, a chosen participant (or the host municipality) must be able to 
provide lodging for the visiting participant (private homes are encouraged). 

The willingness to host a visiting municipal arborist increases the chance of 
being selected.

Exchange Program

www.urban-forestry.com apply on-line!

Municipal Arborist

How Will Selections Be Made?
Two-way exchange pairings will be made by our selection commit-

tee on a “best match” basis. The number of participants will depend 
on available funding. Selected participants will most likely be from cities 

of similar size and climate, and speak a shared language. Ideally, each 
forestry program will have or do something that the other can learn from 

– a unique or exemplary program, site condition, problem, etc. The selec-
tion committee will consider if an applicant wishes to have an exchange with 

someone from a preferred city, country, or region. Municipal arborists from 
communities participating in the Sister City International Program that propose 

an exchange with a sister city are especially encouraged to apply. One-way 
exchange selections will be based on the applicant’s programmatic needs and 

the potential for a viable learning experience.

WANT TO WRITE FOR 

CITY TREES? 
The rewards are many, 

if not monentary.
Send an e-mail to City Trees 

Editor Michelle Buckstrup at:
CityTrees@rochester.rr.com  

and request the 
Writer’s Guidelines.
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The community comprehensive plan, and the process for creat-
ing it, is a municipal arborist’s best opportunity for institution-
alizing a commitment to trees and forests from the ground up. 
The plan becomes the reference document for maintaining com-
munity character and shaping future growth and development. 

To strengthen relationships between forestry, arboriculture, 
and planning at the community scale, a new Planning Advisory 
Service report, Planning the Urban Forest: Ecology, Economy, 
and Community Development, has been created. For profes-
sional planners and commission members, it provides the 
basic principles needed to establish and maintain robust urban 
forests and green infrastructure as a foundation for long-range 
municipal planning.

The U.S. Forest Service supported the project in cooperation 
with the Sustainable Urban Forest Coalition, and specifically 
the American Planning Association, American Forests, and the 
International Society of Arboriculture. The 280-page docu-
ment includes chapters that frame issues and opportunities, 
outline general and specific principles, present more than a 
dozen case studies, and conclude with specific recommenda-
tions on green infrastructure and goal-setting for tree canopy 
cover. Appendices include existing model plans and the funda-
mentals of establishing and protecting the urban forest.

The principles are worth outlining here for your consideration 
and action. This project will only be successful if you bring 
these principles forward to professional planners, community 
leaders, and responsible commission members, and create a 
sense of urgency around their adoption and integration with 
existing and future policies and practice.

GENERAL PRINCIPLES
1. Get trees to the forefront of the planning/

visioning process
Trees should not be an afterthought in the 
planning process. Instead, because they play 
an important role in helping communities 
solve numerous problems simultaneously, they 
need high-priority attention in any community 
visioning or goal-setting process.

2. Know where you came from to know where 
you are going
To frame a community vision for the urban for-
est, planners should work together with urban 

foresters to document the history of the local 
urban forest as an ecosystem, rather than just a 
collection of trees. 

3. Seek out private and civic partners 
Although the community may have more direct 
public control over municipal lands like parks, 
the urban forest would be sparse indeed if 
parks and rights-of-way were the only places 
where trees appeared. Ultimately, true success 
in maintaining the urban forest depends on the 
continuing support of homeowners, businesses, 
and leagues of dedicated volunteers.

4. Investing in trees makes economic sense
Increasingly, communities realize that green 
infrastructure is a low-cost, long-term invest-
ment that reduces much greater expenditures in 
gray infrastructure. 

5. Urban forestry must be sustainable financially
Many communities view tree programs as cost 
centers: the goal is to hold costs down. The 
movement toward quantifying the economic 
benefits of trees at all levels (direct economic 
benefits but also indirect savings from envi-
ronmental, health, and psychological benefits) 
suggests an entirely different model focused on 
trees as a wise public investment strategy—and 
through this lens, as a profit center.

PLANNING PRINCIPLES
1. Incorporate the tree ordinance in the devel-

opment code and ensure consistency with 
other codes
Too many tree ordinances are stand-alone laws 
not incorporated into zoning, subdivision, or 
other development codes and so go unnoticed 
by the development community.

2. Collaborate with developers, environmental-
ists, and other stakeholders to draft ordinances
Planners do not know or need to know enough 
about trees to decide exactly what species is 
right in a particular setting, or how best to pre-
serve an entire grove on a development site.

Issues in ARBORICULTURE 
A Bridge to Planners
by Jim Schwab, Senior Research Associate, American Planning Association 
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3. Planned Unit Development regulations 
should include an urban forestry evaluation 
checklist or guidelines 
Developers prefer clear guidelines even if they 
involve more stringent requirements. It’s impor-
tant that communities simplify compliance 
by summarizing requirements in checklists or 
visual design guides so developers understand 
more easily what is expected.

4. Ordinances must include provisions for 
enforcement personnel 
One way to almost guarantee failure is to enact 
a program of planting and conserving trees on 
development sites without incorporating the 
resources needed for effective oversight.

5. Take an adaptive management approach to 
resources 
Regular review of ordinances and regulations 
with an eye to lessons learned ensures that new 
findings and best practices in managing the 
urban forest will be incorporated.

6. Plan for long-term maintenance of trees 
Short-term budget cuts undermine the long-
term success of urban forestry programs—
deferred maintenance results in tree die-offs. 
Long-term success needs planning and invest-
ment procedures such as audits, tree inventories, 
equipment studies, and staffing reviews.

DESIGN PRINCIPLES:
1. Use urban forestry to support other planning 

goals 
Many of the sustainable best practices that are 
changing development practice include trees, 
parks, and green infrastructure to make them 
work. Planners should actively seek these linkages 
when working on other issues and then use trees 
to support those broader public policy goals.

2. Include a green infrastructure element in 
the local comprehensive plan, but link it 
throughout other elements in the plan 
Any feature of the natural environment that 
provides ecological services to the community 
is a fit topic for a green infrastructure element. 
The community must have a full picture of the 
value and utility of its natural resources.

3. The natural environment is part of making 
neighborhoods livable 
The benefits of trees in making a neighbor-
hood livable extend beyond creating pride and 
a distinct sense of place, as important as those 
may be. Trees create a welcoming environment 
beneficial to public health and safety.

4. Make the place right for trees and then pick 
the right trees 
The wrong tree in the wrong place with inade-
quate care is doomed. Its failure can undermine 
public support for urban forestry as a produc-
tive investment.

To view and order the publication, visit:  
www.planning.org/forestry     

Municipal arborists must engage planners early enough to inte-
grate trees with future policies and practice. Embarcadero Park, 
San Diego, Photo: Brett Shoaf
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Utility Arborists Association

Partners Updates

How can utilities and municipalities work 
better together? 

Agnus Rocha Bittencourt: For governmental authorities 
and power company employees to learn from one another, 
it is essential that they keep in touch and have a good 
relationship. They should also have good knowledge of 
one another—that is, the public administration should 
know how power companies operate and vice versa. These 
goals can be achieved, for example, through seminars, 
joint inspections, and meetings where technical issues are 
discussed. It is fundamental that government officials and 
power company employees get along and that they have 
the understanding that the final goal is the well-being of 
the population, for the population needs both utilities and 
trees.

Do you have a right tree program for planting 
trees under power lines?

ARB: The municipality always chooses the species based 
on the elements present in the area to be planted with 

trees, the available space, and the goal to be reached. The 
elements are all factors that can interfere with a tree’s 
development or that can be affected by a tree’s presence—
for example, walls, hydrants, street signs, and power cables. 
Another important factor is the assessment of the area in 
relation to the traffic of pedestrians and vehicles. 

What could utilities do to better support 
municipalities within your city? 

ARB: It is important that all equipment be installed 
according to certain standards and that such standards 
take into consideration the trees already present or to be 
planted in the future in the area. The equipment should 
be installed so as to eliminate or minimize conflict with 
trees. It is crucial to know exactly where the equipment 
is (especially if it is underground), to make it compatible 
with existing or future trees, and to act in accordance with 
plans and projects previously approved by the govern-
mental authorities. These measures are very important to 

Street trees in Belo Horizonte, Brazil • Photo by Steve Nimz 

In each issue of the UAA 

Quarterly, chapter repre-

sentatives conduct inter-

views with people from 

the arboriculture industry. 

Here, Pedro Mendes Castro 

of Companhia Energética 

de Minas Gerais (CEMIG), 

a utility company in Brazil, 

interviews Agnus Rocha 

Bittencourt, a forester at 

Belo Horizonte City Hall. 

continued page 30…
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Providers of progressive urban forestry  
management services to a national client base.

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 out-
put 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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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

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

E-Mail: klyn@klynnurseries.com
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State Coordinators Column

An Opportunity Not to Be Missed: 
Beyond the Street Tree Inventory
by Chris Donnelly, Urban Forestry Coordinator, State of Connecticut 

Part of my job is to keep up with technological innovation 
regarding urban forestry and urban forest management and 
to pass the news along to the tree wardens and municipal 
arborists in my state. With the recent development of i-Tree 
tools and other urban tree canopy cover analysis programs, 
this is actually a pretty busy part of what I do. But how do 
I know whether what is new is helpful for folks who man-
age the trees in my state’s cities and towns? After all, new is 
not necessarily better, and change, particularly technological 
change, is often costly and stressful. 

My own baptism on this issue of technological innovation 
came around ten years ago, when I first started working 
for the State of Connecticut. At that time, I learned about 
street tree inventories, and I helped promote the concept. 
In particular, I supported the message that 100% street tree 
inventories could be one key to good urban forest manage-
ment. These inventories, done by volunteers drawn from the 
community or by professional consultants, would give a very 
clear snapshot of the condition of the urban forest. 

I recall the discussions we had about the benefits that would 
come from these inventories, about how decisions would be 

made based on identified conditions in the field, and about 
how the inventory would be linked into record-tracking 
software and so form the basis of a comprehensive manage-
ment system. We also talked about how these inventories 
would become a valuable information tool for communicat-
ing to decision-makers, thus opening the door to additional 
municipal support and funding.

Unfortunately, ten years into this, I can’t point to an extensive 
track record of success regarding these street tree invento-
ries. Yes, we have had some notable successes. I can note 
towns where inventories are integrated into Geographic 
Information Systems and are the basis of management track-
ing software—towns where some of the promise of comput-
ers in urban forestry is being realized. 

I think our better successes have been in the cities and towns 
where the street tree inventory became a vehicle for volun-
teer involvement in the program. Few activities are as good 
for engaging a dedicated group of volunteers as a street tree 
inventory. People who spend a day or so learning how to col-
lect data and then invest a couple of days into the actual data 
collection are tree advocates for life. In several communities, 

Lorenzo Bellard (left) and Phil Roth measure and assess trees on private property in Hartford, Connecticut using UFORE. 
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I have seen the inventory become the catalyst for a successful 
and wide-ranging urban forestry program—including a tree 
advisory board, a volunteer-run nursery, support at town 
meetings for the tree budget, and a formally mapped down-
town tree walk. But even in these towns, the inventory itself 
has not tended to become a basic management tool or even 
an effective communications tool in terms of capturing the 
attention and the support of the municipal managers.

So, why the lack of traction with street tree inventories? 
My sense is that inventories failed to carry the day because 
when it came down to pressing the case for trees to those 
not directly involved with trees, we were not saying anything 
particularly new. We were trying to make a quantitative argu-
ment, to convince decision-makers with numbers, without a 
solid qualitative argument behind those numbers. Our basic 
point was, “Trees are good.” Yes, trees are good, but so are 
schools, street lights, and more parking downtown. Through 
an inventory, we might show that a town has, say, 12,000 
street trees and 2,000 planting spaces. But, through an inven-
tory, can we make the case as to why 14,000 trees are better 
than 12,000 trees? Somehow, we thought the numbers alone 
would make the case, but they did not. 

That brings us to the new tools such as STRATUM and 
UFORE in the i-Tree suite, urban tree canopy cover analyses, 
and other, even more cutting-edge efforts involving social and 
ecosystem factors. The time is now for these tools, because 
they change the qualitative argument regarding urban forest-

ry, allowing us to make the case that trees are not just good, 
but vital. And, more to the point, it is not just trees in general 
that are vital, but specific trees in specific locations. 

Folks who have worked with a STRATUM or UFORE 
analysis know that you can get a lot of very specific informa-
tion through the use of these tools. These tools can be used 
to describe how the trees in a community are contributing 
to air pollution reduction, carbon sequestration, changes in 
energy use, and so on. This information is broken out by tree 
species, size—even part of town or type of surrounding land 
use. Through STRATUM, one can calculate the costs and 
benefits of an individual tree to the community. This is pow-
erful stuff, with a great deal of potential to influence decision 
makers in our cities and towns.

The debate regarding global warming, greenhouse gasses, and 
energy consumption has come into much clearer focus, with 
people at the local level developing a greater interest in steps 
they can take locally to have a positive effect. In that spirit, 
folks are discovering the trees right outside their doors. City 
mayors and town managers and their constituents want to 
know about the function and value of the trees in their cities. 
This is information that they are waiting for us to give them. 
Now that we have the tools, we should do just that. We have 
both the opportunity and the audience to make the case that 
the vitality of the urban forest is central to the vitality of the 
city. It is an opportunity we don’t want to miss.  
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SMA’s own Nina Bassuk, who directs the Urban 
Horticulture Institute at Cornell University, is the 2008 
recipient of the Scott Medal, given annually since 1930 
by the Scott Arboretum of Swarthmore College. Bassuk 
joins the company of past awardees like Liberty Hyde 
Bailey, Michael Dirr, and J.C. Raulston for their contribu-
tions to horticulture nationwide. 

With her students, Bassuk developed CU-structural 
soil, which permits tree roots to survive in compacted 
soil under pavement. Bassuk, 56, grew up in New York 
City. “I feel working on street trees and urban trees is a 
very democratic thing, where you get the most benefit 
for the most number of people,” she says. “Trees really 
make cities livable.” 

Dr. Bassuk earned her doctorate in plant physiology 
at the University of London in 1980 and has served 
on Cornell’s faculty since. In addition to conduct-
ing applied research and lecturing around the world, 
she teaches “Creating the Urban Eden: Woody Plant 
Selection, Design and Landscape Establishment” and 
supervises a “Student Weekend Arborist Team.” With 
landscape architect Peter Trowbridge she published a 
book, Trees in the Urban Landscape: Site Assessment, 
Design, and Installation. 

Former advisee Jamie Blackburn, now curator of wood-
land gardens at the Atlanta Botanical Garden, nomi-
nated Bassuk for the Scott award. He says, “Her modest, 
approachable manner has facilitated a great rapport with 
people from many different backgrounds, including gov-
ernment, academia, industry, and the arts ... designing tree-
filled plazas of Olympic Games, to thriving streetscapes 
and memorials in Manhattan, to beautiful garden spaces in 
and around her home of Ithaca, New York.” 

Congratulations, Nina! 

Former graduate advisee Jamie Blackburn (left) nominated Nina 
Bassuk for the Scott Award. Photo: Andy Hillman

Dr. Nina Bassuk Receives the Scott Medal 

Thanks Phil! 
Program Manager for Urban and 
Community Forestry for the USDA 
Forest Service, Northeastern 
Area Phillip Rodbell has writ-
ten 29 consecutive “Issues in 
Arboriculture” columns for City 
Trees. Phil’s column alerted SMA 

members to the very latest innovations and 
concepts in topics ranging from storm response 
to professional certification, from watershed to 
woodlots, from GIS to UFORE. 

Phil steps down from regular submissions this 
month, saying, “I very much enjoyed writing for 
you and City Trees magazine, but now must step 
back and allow others the opportunity to lead with 
fresh voice. I believe the organization and the 
magazine have grown tremendously as a resource 
for your membership over the past five years, and 
I’d like to think I played a small role in that.” 

As the chair of SMA’s editorial review committee, 
Steve Cothrel adds “In an age when everyone is 
struggling to keep up, Phil’s dedication and insight 
issue after issue as a City Trees author have been 
remarkable. The entire City Trees production team 
is grateful for all Phil has contributed.”

Phil, please accept our hearty thanks for your 
thoughtful columns over these past five years. 

guarantee a harmonious coexistence among all elements in 
the urban environment.

Describe current partnerships with utilities that 
are going well. 

ARB: The partnership between the City of Belo 
Horizonte and CEMIG, the power company in the 
state of Minas Gerais, is an example of success known all 
over Brazil. All of the best practices mentioned above are 
put into practice in our partnership, which is formalized 
through two agreements of technical cooperation. The 
agreements aim at expediting the procedures for han-
dling trees that may interefere with power cables. The 
City of Belo Horizonte has a formal agreement also with 
BHTRANS (the mass transit department in our city) 
and an informal agreement with COPASA (the water 
company in our city) as well.  

…continued from page 26
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I sometimes forget how lucky I am to work in 
the world of municipal forestry. We may not 

be as respected as we like, we may not get paid 
as much as we would like, and sometimes we 
simply can’t save beautiful trees that should be 
saved. However, I am always impressed by the 
good people I meet in this industry who do what 
they do for the right reasons and because they 
care about the world around them.

Through the SMA’s Exchange Coordinator 

Doug Still and the very kind hospitality of 

George Gonzalez, Chief Forester for the City 

of Los Angeles, I was lucky enough to get away 

from a New York winter for a whole week! Not 

only did I dodge freezing temperatures, but I 

also went on a whirlwind adventure into the 

world of urban forestry on the west coast of 

America. This world proved very different from 

that of my native London and my current home 

of New York City’s urban forest. 

Exchange participant Matthew Wells with a grand Moreton Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla) 

Arborist Exchange: London – New York – Los Angeles
Story and Photos by Matthew Wells, Program Manager – Trees and Sidewalks, NYC Department of Parks & Recreation
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The Angel versus the Apple 

The City of Los Angeles Urban Forestry Unit manages 
a cool 700,000 street trees, composed of over 1,000 
different species growing along 6,500 miles of public 
roads. The greater LA area covers a massive 468.85 
square miles and could hold the combined areas of 
St Louis, Cleveland, Minneapolis, Milwaukee, Boston, 
Pittsburgh, San Francisco and the NYC Borough of 
Manhattan. The current estimated population of the City 
is 3.8 million. However, the Greater Los Angeles metro-
politan area is home to nearly 12,875,587 “Angelenos” 
who hail from all over the globe and speak 224 different 
languages.

The crape myrtle (Lagerstroemia indica) and the American 
sweet gum (Liquidambar styraciflua) are the most com-
mon species and make up approximately seven percent 
each of the total population. The next big player is the 
Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta) at a respect-

able five percent, followed by the Southern Magnolia 
(Magnolia grandiflora) at four percent. Finally, my favor-
ite, as an ex London Tree Officer, is the London plane 
tree (Platanus x acerifolia) which is tied at three percent 
with the Indian Laurel Fig (Ficus microcarpa var. nitida). 
Just to give at indication of numbers, that means there 
are over 49,000 of both crape myrtle and American 
sweet gum trees on the streets of LA—more than many 
cities’ entire tree population. The official street tree of 
LA is the cockspur coral tree (Erythrina crista-galli) which 
is a fantastic tree, but as George showed me exhibits 
problematic body language in maturity which often leads 
to significant and sudden branch failures.

In contrast, the NYC Department of Parks & Recreation 
manages around 590,000 street trees planted amongst 
the homes of over 8.2 million residents. Our most 
common species is the London plane tree at 15 per-
cent of the total population, followed by Norway maple 
(Acer platanoides) at 14 percent. Next up is the classic 

LA is home to nearly 13 million people. Meandering sidewalks in LA position trees so that their roots can 
access residential front yards.
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Coming from NYC I immediately fell in love with the 
streets lined with huge palm trees. Ironically, LA has 
considered stopping the planting of palms due to their 
limited environmental benefits. Thankfully, in my opin-
ion, that idea was thrown out— it would be like New 
York without the Yankees! 

The Operation

The Urban Forestry Unit runs an astounding opera-
tion both in terms of staff and equipment. The city 
is broken into four geographical areas, managed by 
Superintendents who report directly to George as the 
Chief Forester. These areas each have their own oper-
ating hubs from which they dispatch their crews on a 
daily basis. I was very pleased to see that LA refers to 
their climber and pruners as ‘Tree Surgeons,’ which is 
what I started out as in jolly old England! On staff they 
have 67 Tree Surgeons who work with 49 Assistant Tree 
Surgeons. They are directed by 52 field supervisors and 
supported by a host of Equipment Operators. These 

Chief Forester George Gonzalez heads up a department that manages 700,000 street trees composed of over 1,000 different species 
growing along 6,500 miles of public roads. 

Callery pear (Pyrus calleryana) at just under 11 per-
cent, with honeylocust (Gleditsia triacanthos) making an 
appearance at nine percent. 

First Impressions

One of the first things that impressed me about LA’s 
urban forest was the excellent quality of the tree stock. 
Most of the trees I saw in LA looked in great shape 
with little deadwood, broken branches, dieback or trunk 
defects. This quickly flagged the advantage of not hav-
ing severe winter weather which inherently leads to the 
excessive use of road salt and trunk wounding that 
results from careless snow removal. Like NYC, LA has 
traditionally run a ten-year cyclical pruning regime for 
the City’s street trees. This has recently changed to 
seven years in NYC with an increase in funding due to 
the launch of Major Bloomberg’s PlaNYC for ‘Greener, 
Greater New York.’ Unfortunately, George just informed 
me that budget cuts have forced LA to slip back to an 
11-year pruning cycle. 
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field crews utilize 50 aerial towers, 
37 dump-chipper vans, 33 chippers, 
four cranes, six front end loaders, 
six 18-wheelers with gondola trail-
ers and 1 tub grinder! Overall, LA 
Urban Forestry Unit fields around 
270 members of staff working with 
190 pieces of heavy equipment 
each work day. 

NYC Department of Parks & 
Recreation runs its forestry opera-
tions through the five boroughs of 
the City, and each one is managed 
by a Director. Though our job titles 
are slightly different, in NYC we have 
116 Climbers and Pruners, sup-
ported by Equipment Operators and 
Supervisors. In the field, NYC Parks 
utilizes 30 aerial towers, 12 loaders 
with log grab, 45 chippers and 35 
chipper-dump vans. 

Sidewalk Repair Program

As the Program Manager for the 
NYC Trees and Sidewalks Program, 
I was very interested to see how LA 
approaches the inevitable dilemma 
of roots versus sidewalks. The LA 
Urban Forestry Division is part of 
the Bureau of Street Services within 
the Department of Public Works. 
They run an extremely proactive 
program of repairing sidewalks dam-
aged by trees which I was lucky 
enough to witness first-hand with 
Superintendent Greg Monfette. In 
NYC we are currently trying to avoid 
root pruning during sidewalk repair. 
In contrast LA still actively prunes 
roots after a careful assessment of 
the tree in question as part of the sidewalk repair. Greg 
explained that this is often coupled with a preliminary 
crown reduction of the tree which helps to lessen the 
mechanical stresses on the compromised root plate. 
Greg believes the industry currently approaches root 
cutting similarly to how it used to approach crown reduc-
tion work. He believes that we are essentially ‘topping’ 
roots due a lack of research on this contested and com-
plicated topic. I think all of us in the industry hope for 
more research and guidelines on root pruning to help 
us save trees!

LA is also experimenting with construction alternatives 
to avoid root pruning and improve the growing environ-
ment for trees. George showed me both a meandering 
sidewalk which positioned the street tree on the prop-

Pruning work in Santa Monica, where Community Forester Walter Warriner and his team 
oversee 32,771 trees

erty side allowing it to access the root nirvana which 
is the ‘front yard’. LA is also currently using and field 
testing rubberized sidewalk products that are both laid 
in slabs and also poured in situ. 

The Trees & Sidewalks Program in NYC repairs side-
walks on individual properties based on a priority rating 
system, with private contractors performing the work. 
The program has repaired over 3,000 individual loca-
tions in two years and has been able to really pinpoint 
the trees most worthy of preservation—those causing 
the most sidewalk damage on the busiest streets. 
However, whilst in LA, I could definitely see the merit of 
repairing whole blocks at a time where the tree stock 
is fairly uniform in size and is causing similar sidewalk 
damage at multiple addresses. I also thought LA’s care-
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Volunteers from the Koreatown Youth & Community Center assist the Million Trees LA effort.

ful assessment of trees prior to work was useful in 
identifying trees that perhaps should be removed rather 
than catered to with expensive sidewalk repair. Finally, 
NYC is always looking to increase the pervious surface 
around its trees to catch more storm-water. To this end, 
the meandering sidewalk is definitely something we 
should consider to add to our current sidewalk repair 
repertoire of ramping, curving, bridging and pop-outs. 

The Art of Large Scale Street Tree Pruning

Greg showed me his well-organized, motivated and 
professional Tree Surgeon crews working in the field. 
He explained that they run two types of crews: Large 
Program crews of around nine people focus on grid 
pruning with several aerial towers; smaller Demand 
crews prune trees outside of the maintenance regime. 
The Program crew we visited used four aerial towers, a 
front-end loader and an 18-wheeler truck with gondola 
trailer to collect and remove the brush from the site. 
This size of crew and equipment was very efficient and 
negated the need for noisy chippers. 

Waste is then taken to the central tub grinder site where 
it is ground into a high-quality mulch product. This great 
material is then delivered to produce farms in the sur-
rounding valleys to be used on their crops. What a fan-
tastic form of tree waste recycling!

During 2006-2007, the LA Urban Forestry Division pruned 
48,555 street trees, removed 4,663 dead trees and 
ground out 4,348 stumps. The unit also has to deal 
with around 50-60 trees emergencies daily. How is 

that for impressive numbers! In com-
parison, NYC Department of Parks 
& Recreation pruned 32,590 street 
trees, removed 9,728 dead trees and 
ground out a similar 4,124 stumps. 

Million Trees LA

Million Trees LA has been active now 
for several trees and relies heavily 
on the help of community groups to 
plant a million new trees into the LA 
urban forest. During my exchange I 
met Dore Burry and his team from 
the Koreatown Youth & Community 
Center (KYCC) who have been work-
ing on this goal. I was impressed 
by the exceptional sophistication of 
outreach being employed and the 
high quality of the volunteer tree 
planting. Dore educated me on how 
seriously KYCC took stewardship 
and education to ensure that trees 
being planted in the community 

would be looked after and cared for after planting. It was 
a real eye opener for me to see how far this concept can 
be taken and how successful it can actually be. 

NYC has recently launched its own Million Trees NYC. I 
brought back a great packet of information from KYCC to 
hand over to our coordinators. Apart from working with 
community groups, NYC Central Forestry & Horticulture 
has been lucky enough to be funded to plant around 
220,000 2.5- to 3-inch (63- to 76-mm) caliper street trees 
over the next ten years which is a massive help in achiev-
ing the million tree goal. The City has set itself an ambi-
tious target of a 100% stocking of street trees and raising 
the current canopy cover from 24% to 30% by 2030. 

City of Santa Monica

Whilst in LA, George kindly arranged for me to spend a 
day in the City of Santa Monica with Community Forester 
Walter Warriner and his team. Though Santa Monica is 
situated within the boundaries of Los Angeles, it oper-
ates as its own entity, as does the City of Beverly Hills. 
This was normal for me coming from London where all 
the Boroughs work independently of one another.

Walter and his team currently manage around 32,771 
trees, and the quality of the tree stock is nearly immacu-
late. Walter explained to me the very close relation-
ship they have with their main contractor, West Coast 
Arborists (WCA) who assists them in keeping their GIS 
tree inventory database updated. In contrast to LA and 
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Among the equipment required to keep operations humming in LA, six 18-wheelers with gondola trailers!

NYC, Santa Monica runs pruning cycles based on spe-
cies. They prune palms and figs every two years and 
camphor, for example, every six years. This is extremely 
effective and clearly something other cities should con-
sider for their street trees. 

Walter also showed me a little bit of history by taking me 
to visit the original rubber sidewalk site which was still 
looking pretty good. One of my personal highlights of the 
day was a trip down a street lined with Moreton Bay figs 
(Ficus macrophylla) which are simply incredible trees. 
Halfway through my comment that famous people must 
live on this street, Mel Brooks walked past with his dog!

Closing Comments

I saw so much in LA that this can be only a snapshot of 
my experiences. I want to take this opportunity to thank 
all the people who took time out of their busy schedules 
to show me around and educate me on their programs. 
I had a fantastic week in LA and it not only inspired 
me in my own role in NYC, but reminded me that urban 
forestry is truly a great industry full of dedicated people 
doing their best not only for the here-and-now, but also 
for future residents of these great cities.    
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Native to tropical America, yellow 
tabebuia is one of a number of species 
in its genus that are utilized in cit-
ies. This particular species has been 
known under the synonyms T. argen-
tea and T. caraiba and may still be 
listed as such in plant catalogs and on 
Web sites. 

Yellow tabebuia is a tree that does best 
in full sun and xeric conditions and 
is naturally found in more arid areas 
and dryer deciduous forests of South 
America. This tree evolved a very shal-
low root system, and young trees are 

Tree of Merit 
Yellow Tabebuia (Tabebuia aurea)  

well known for blowing over 
in high winds. Interestingly 
however, larger and older 
trees will often survive hur-
ricanes. 

I have relocated several 
large species of tabebuia, 
including T. aurea, without 
incident. In fact, the yellow 
tabebuias actually lost all of 
the soil on the roots dur-
ing transplanting without 
detriment to their recovery. 
However, the bark is easily 
torn by tree straps.

As a mature tree, yellow 
tabebuia reaches only 25 
feet (8 m) in height. The 
canopy often is asymmetri-
cal, with a trunk that has 
a propensity to bend or 
lean. It is perfect to use as 
an accent plant in smaller 
landscapes or under utility 
lines. Optimum growth will 
occur in moderately fertile 
and well drained soil. Frost 
can cause damage, so grow 
this tree in a protected area. 

Propagation is by seed or air layering 
and it seems this species is self-incom-
patible, something to note if you are 
looking to pollinate for seed set.    

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. 

Jeff Shimonski, ISA Municipal 

Arborist and Director of Horticulture, 

Jungle Island, Miami, Florida 

One of the most eye-catching trees 
in many tropical and subtropi-

cal cities is yellow tabebuia (Tabebuia 
aurea). The tree features striking yellow 
flowers and attractive cork-like bark 
covering an often crooked trunk. The 
flowering normally begins in spring 
with the loss of foliage—though some 
trees seem to retain their leaves while 
in bloom. There may also be a second 
flowering later in the year, but it is 
usually not as intense. Species variabil-
ity results in one of two distinct foliage 
color expressions, silver-gray or green.

Yellow tabebuia (Tabebuia aurea)  •  Photo by Jeff Shimonski 



SMA 44th Annual 

Conference 
and Trade Show

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 

Mark Your Calendar! 
October 12-15, 2008



SOCIETY OF MUNICIPAL ARBORISTS 
P.O. Box 641
Watkinsville, GA 30677

P R S R T  S T D

U.S.  Pos tage

P    A    I    D

Champaign, IL

Permit No. 245

ANNOUNCING 

The Municipal Forestry Institute 2009

Feb 22-27, 2009
The Palm Key Nature Getaway 
Ridgeland, South Carolina

For More Information see the SMA Web Site: www.urban-forestry.com 


