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What's Your Urban Forest Like?
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Years of Tree Management Responsibility What'’s in your Wallet?
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Municipal Department Responsible Public Trees
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# of Departments Associated With Tree Management

Systematic Management
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Just What are You Worth?

Compensaton is Part of This Answer



Positions and Pay (Annual Earnings $'s)
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What Do Municipal Staff Earn?
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How Do Arborists Compare?

Municipal Budgets

How much money is needed?
What's the best comparison method?

What's the context?
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Some Region Examples?
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What is the National Mean for All Occupations?

Municipal Budgets
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Municipal Budgets
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Municipal Budgets
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Where Does the Money Go?
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Who Does the Work?
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How Common are Contractors Hired?
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Yup, Depends, What’s Your Question

The Concept of Tree Pruning is Complex




Standards of Work and Practice
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Know About Your Tree Population?
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Commonality of Tree Inventory Systems

Tree Inventory

Assessing canopy cover change
between time periods

Policy and ordinance development

Tree pruning for height clearance
(street/sidewalk)
Communicating tree benefits to
community

.
]
|
]
Scheduling tree pruning IR
|
]
|

Activity

Removal of trees exceeding acceptable
risk rating

Selection of tree species for planting

Identifying tree planting locations

0 20 40 60 80 100
Percent

hat They are Used For



Tree Canopy
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Do you have a goal or developing one?

Policy Through Ordinance
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Does a Community have a Tree Ordinance

Policy Through Ordinance
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Policy Through Ordinance
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Does a Community have a Tree Ordinance

Th_ank You

?me for a Break!

10



