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S Susan Juretschke
-~ - Landscape Gardener

- 10 Giimore Street, #2

| Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139-3754 '
sl e (B817) 8766542 :

- MEMORANDUM ~ S

TO:  Concerned Cam_bﬁdgé Residents, City'Counciilbr's, David Lefcbur_t .

FROM: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Gambridge (Riverside)

RE: REMOVAL OF FOUR MATURE TREES ON GILMORE STREET, CAMBRIDGE .

DATE: March 28, 2010

STATUS

HISTORY

- OPINIONS

Following a public removal hearing at the Department of Public Works on Wednesday,

February 17, 2010 and a site inspection with a city engineer, City Arborist David Lefcoutt

has recommended to the City Manager that 2 mature Callery pear trees on the eastern

- side of Gilmore Street be removed, with no re-planting of new trees.. Mr. Lefcourt also

states that the 2 trees on the opposite side of the street cannot safely stand on their own
as they are being supported by the 2 trees slated for removal. So'another removal
hearing for this second set of trees wilt be held on Wednesday, Apsit-F, 2010 at 5:30 p.m.,

also at DPW, 147 Harqpshire Streé_t. ﬁm?xs‘ i

At the first hearing, the owner of 242 and 244 Western Avenue (the corner buiding). o
requested removal of the 2 trees near his building because of the potential damage their

‘roots could do to the building’s recently repaired foundation. The owner stated that the

tree roots had damaged his old foundation and that his structural engineer would not
guarantee the integrity of the new foundation unless the trees were removed.

1 objected to the trees’ removal, emphasizing the trees’ beauty and maturity. | asked

whether the building’s old foundation problems might have been related to the fact that
the ground below is predominantly fill, a situation which has caused the foundations of
many buildings inthe surrounding area to settle unevenly (and probably crack).

Mr. Lefcourt also expressed his opinion that trees would not damage a building’s
foundation unless the foundation was already not in good repair.

Other atiendees expressed sympathy about the expenses incurred by the building's
owner {o repair his foundation.

After a site inspection with a city engineer, Mr. Lefcourt recommended to the City
Manager that the 2 trees be removed. Shortly after that Mr. Lefcourt posted the 2 trees
on the opposite side of the street for removal, subject to the April 7, 2010 hearing. The
owner of the comer building also requested that the 2 frees on his side, once removed,
not be replaced. ' :

(1) The four trees are beneficiat to the Western Avenue and Gilmore Street
neighborhood. They create a beautiful archway leading to the Moore Youth Center and
Hoyt Field: white flowers in spring, shiny green leaves in summer; red and gold foliage in



ACTIONS -

fali, and beautiful branches during the winter. They also provide much needed shade in
the summer and counter some of the air pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street
will be very bleak without them. Any new irees planted in place of the Callery pears would
arch in the same way (growing towards the light) but would take years to grow as tall!

(2} 1t is pot clear how much the roots of the trees on the eastern side of Gilmore Street
affected the corner building's old foundaticn, especially since the repairs have been made
and the damage cannot now be seen. My experience as a landscape gardener leads me
to believe that even aggressive tree roots are likely to grow around an intact foundation
rather than through it. My landlord at 10 Gilmore Street replaced his foundation in 1888-
90. A younger Callery pear tree in front of the house (planted in the early 1980's) has not
caused any damage fo date. Likewise, a blrch tree growmg next to the Side of the house

has not caused any damage.

(3) With regard to replacing the existing trees, | believe that trees with less aggressive
roots could be planted in the existing locations and satisfy some of the reqmrements of
both the corner building's owner and the neighborhood: . S S

{4) 1 am concerned about the specific situation on Gilmore Street, butl am.also

concerned that a free removal precedent is being set that does not take into accoUrit the
long-term envaronmental needs of nelghborhoods and the Clty of Cambndge asa whole

- | am passing around a petltson for neighborhoo uand ther Cambndge residents to 5|gn !
- ~am also-encouraging people to attend the Apﬂl-?tb(ﬁeanng and cali/e-mail Mr. Lefcourt ‘_
g and the Clty Manager to express thelr opposrtion to the removal of the 4 trees

1 aiso plan to consu!t an mdependent arborlst

} am available for any questnons or comments. Anythmg you can do to stop the removai of the trees would
be greatly appremated _ o o



C. Shipley

From: Chris Messina [cmessina@body1.com]

Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 10:00 PM

To: - LPeterson@cambridgema.gov

Ce: DMaher@cambridgema.gov; Diefcourt@cambridgema.gov, mc.shipley@verizon.net

Subject: FW: Leiter from Neighborhood Opposing Proposal to Remove Trees on Gilmore Street
Leading to Hoyt Field

Attachments: Letter_Opposing_Gilmore_Tree_Removal.PDF; Gilmore Street Trees City is Considering
Cutting.pdf

Importance: High

Dear Ms. Peterson,

Attached please find the signatures of 90% of the abutting and facing buildings on
Western Avenue, united in opposition to the proposed tree cutting on Gilmore Street.
This letter has already besn tranmsmitted to Mayor Maher and Mr. Lefeoourt asking for them
to intercede to stop this clear cutting. We ask for your support as well.

Because of the timing of the hearing vs. travel schedules, our leaders can not attend, so©
we are authorizing Carolyn Shipiey and Judy Johnson to speak on the Western Avenue -
abutters behalf in oppesition to the cutting. Sincerely,

Chris
Christopher Messina
M 617-642-9760

————— Original Message—-—---

From: Chris Messina

Sent: Sun 5/2/2010 11:10 PM

To: dmaher@cambridgema.gov

Co: cmurphy@cambridgema.gov; 'Julie Lim {(E-mail)’

Subject: FW: Letter from Neighborheod Opposing proposal to Remove Trees on Gilmore Street
Leading to Hoyt Field

Hello David and Claire,

Hope you are enjoying the start of the balmy weather. Speaking. of natural beauty, our
neighborhocd is really concerned about a plan to remove some beautiful trees by clear-
cutting Gilmore Street. (see attached). We'd really appreciate your support on
this. Thanks!

Chris

Christopher Messina
M 617-642-9760

————— Original Message----—-

From: Chris Messina

Sent: Sun 5/2/2010 11:02 PM

To: cambridgetreef@cambridgema.gov

Cc: '"Julie Lim (E-mail}’; abdullah.daoudlcomcast.net

Subject: Letter from Neighborhood Oppesing Proposal to Remeove Trees on Gilmore Street
Leading to Hoyt Field

Dear Mr. Lefcourt,

The Western Avenue residents immediately abutting Gilmore Streset are united in their
opposition to the removal of these beautiful tress. Please see the attached. A copy
of this letter is also being delivered to Maycer Maher. Thank vou for your

1



consideration, and please feel free to contact any of us, or to call me with any
questions at 617-642-9760. Sincerely,

Chris
Christopher Messina
M 617-642-9760

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 5083 (20100503)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

Bt/ www pagt.com




o R . <‘"~P7’I j
| | - Elgicﬁmﬁu H’HNT’) Dgu\(tfeth

By hand aﬂd @mm&ii 0.

ot

April 30, 2010

Pavid Lefoourt _
ity Arhorist :
Bapafém&n‘i of Pubiic Wcrks
Cambridge, MA

De&r ?sﬁf Lefcourt,

We the Cambridge resméen?s abuﬁmg Galmcre Siree% wiiis io profest the plan o remove
two large beauiifud trees forming & canopy. a*ﬁeﬁng Hovi Field, Thess trees (Dictures
attached) add a great deal o the local ambiance, serve a8 & much-needed carbon sink,
srovide shade dusing the hot summer, and serve as a green counter balance fo ali the

- gars accurnulating on summer days during softball season,

We uﬂdarsiand that the roots in some piaces may need o be cut back; surely thet can
be done without destroying the canopy on Gilmore Swest. Can you please advise if you
will be able o refrain from cutiing thess trees? We ﬁctua fy wanﬁ more trees g:aianted in
our neighborhood, f‘s@i loss. ?haﬂi{ you

Sencereiy,

G%’ms and Julie ﬁéessma
2.;.63 Westem Avenug

“"Joe & Kiralee McCauley
266 Western Avenue

Abdulish & Farrah Dacud
284 Western Avenue

" oo David Maher, Mayor
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PETITION

We, the undersigned, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Street. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
treass were removed).

The 4 mature trees create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
the Mecore Youth Center and Hoyt Field. They also benefit the neighborhood
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them.

Any new trees planted in place of the Callery pears would take years to grow
as tallt :

PLEASE DON'T CQUJT DOWM THESE TREES.

DATE NAME ADDRESS PHCONE #
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542
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PETITION

Wwe, the undersignad, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Street. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
trees were removed).

The 4 mature trees create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
+he Mcore Youth Center and Hoyt Field. They also benefit the neighborhood
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them.

any new trees planted in place of the Callery pears would take years to grow
as tall!

PLEASE DON'T CUT DOWN THESE TREES.

DATE NAME ADDRESS PHONE #
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542



PETITION

We, the undersigned, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Street. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
trees were removed).

The 4 mature trees create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
the Mcoore Youth Center and Hoyt Field. They also benefit the neighborhood
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them.

Anv new trees planted in place of the Callery pears would take years to grow
as tall! :

PLEASE DON'T CUYT DOWN THESE TREES.
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschkd, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542



PETITION

We, the undersignzd, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Streset. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
trees were removed).

The 4 mature trees create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
the Mcore Yocuth Canter and Hoyt Field. They also benefit the neighborhood
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them.

Any new trees planted in place of the callery pears would take years to grow

as talll

PLEASE DON'T CUT DOWN THESE TREES.
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542



PETITION

We, the undersigned, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Street. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
trees were removed).

The 4 mature trees create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
the Moore Youth Center and Hoyt Field. They also benefit the neighborheced -
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them.

Any new trees planted in place of the Callery pears would take years to grow
as tall!

PLEASE DON'T CUT DOWN 'THESE TREES.

DATE NAME ADDRESS PHONE #
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542



PETLITION

We, the undersignad, object to the proposed removal by the City of Cambridge
of 4 established Callery pear trees on Gilmore Street. We further object to
the decision to not re-plant 2 trees on the eastern side (if the existing
trees were removed).

The 4 mature treez create a beautiful archway leading from Western Avenue to
the Mcore Youth Canter and Hoyt Field. They also benefif the neighborhood
by providing much needed shade in the summer and countering some of the air
pollution created by car traffic. Gilmore Street would be very bleak
without them. :

Any new trees planted In place of the Callery pears would take yvears to grow
as talll!

PLEASE DON'T CUT DOWN THESE TREES.

DATE NAME ADDRESS PHONE_#
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CONTACT: Susan Juretschke, 10 Gilmore Street, #2, Cambridge (617) 876-6542



' Thursday, April 29, 2010

Letters To the Editor '

. manager that two maturé

. ' Wickedloc‘alc:.rmﬂ-m'd'ge.F:0 m
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Save the trees!
Following a' public hearing at
the DFW on Feb. 17, 2010, and a

site inspection with a city engi- . likely to grow around an intact

neer, City Arborist David Lef-
court recommended to the ci

had damaged his old foundation
and that his structural engineer

would not guaraniee the integrity "

of the new foundation unless the

trees were removed. '
"Tobjected to the trees’ removal.

I asked whether the building’s old

* foundation problems might have

been related to the fact that the
ground befow is predominantly
fill, a situation which has caused

- the foundations of many build-

ings in the surrounding area to
seffle unevenly and probably
crack.

Mr. Lefcowt’s 0p1m011 was that
trees would not damage a build-
ing’s foundation unless the founda-
tion was already not in good repair.

- o The four trees are beneficial
to the neighborhood. They create
a beautiful archway leading to the
Moore Youth Center and Hoyt
Field. They provide shade in the
summer and counter air pollu-
tion, Gilmore Street will be very
bleak without them. ‘

“» There's no reason to believe

that the trees will cause any dam- -

could do to the building’s recent-"
ly repaired foundation. The~
~ owner stated that the tree roots

| age to the repaired foundation.

My experience as a landscape
gardener leads me to believe that
even aggressive tree roots are

T than through it.

Alemfe wood lands

are at risk

‘The most diverse of - Cam-
bridge’s ecosystems exists at the
130 acres at Alewife Reservation,
which borders Belmont and Ar-
lington to the west, with four
ponds, a river, marshes, wetlands,
open meadows, vemal areas and
a forest. -

“This glant Alewife ecosystem
attracts animals and birds and
plants not seen often in the urban
environment. It is a vital flood-
plain for these municipalities and
all downstream cities and towns
to the Boston Harhor. Our unique
uwrban wild in the Boston area

functioned maximally during

March rains, althongh damage
was 1ot prevented. '
According to the US EPA,
adaptation. means: “All climate-
sensitive systems of society and
the natural environment, includ-
ing agriculture, forestry, water re-
sources, human health, coastal
settlements and namiral ecosys-
tems, will need to adapt to a
changing climate or possibly face

_ OReardon notlced that dunn

//;C«/ includes:

. for’ Wetlands Protect[on Act

-urban cmes to reduce heat 1slam1

shed productmty, func-
tioning and health” - E
¥ kept protected and rnam,1 :

tammed as a natural system, the
Alewife area will be a center 11"

north, northwest Cambridge, Bast’
Arlington and Belmont for optiy’
mal future adaptation needs. Em_
. -yironmental policy maker Execu! .

B jtwe :Office -of Energy anql‘

Environmental Affairs (EOEEA}

.1ald dut future environmental rez -

mrements as - listeqt, More re”ﬁ‘ .
‘ the official :

the. March floods; “Our arterial’
drainage systems had failed” ¥
Partial future' EOEEA poli

o Intensify efforts to reducd
stress on natural systems.. . .3

» New Executive Order needed:- :

source areas. ,
_ '« Promote green spaces

effect. - _

. Gather mfonnatton on
eases related to extreme weathy
events and flooding.

» Improve water management i
including water quahty protec’ -
tions.

o Finalize storm water reghi
tions and apply them statew1de 5

upland areas as well. Lo

o Aggressively expand unp
mentation of Low Impact Dev
opment as a storm -water rmtlga.ﬁk
tion mechanism.

e Evaluate the long-term col
trol plans for Combmed Sewe‘r& .
Overflow’s.

e Expand education efforts
the negative impacts of stomy: @
water on flooding, the quality of

our rivers and sireams, and thé -

quantity of water in our aquifers..
ELLEN MASS
Cambridgé -
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Lefcourt, David

From: andreawilder@comcast.net

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 3:23 PM

To: C. Shipley

Cc: Judy Johnson; mhjaquith@gmail.com; emocre@alum.mit.edu; elnmass@verizon.net;

Peterson, Lisa: Bolduc, John: Kelley, Craig (home); CambridgeTrees; mdriggs@gmail.com;
Lindsay, Calvin; rcaplan@igc.org; cstone@law.usc.edu; john pitkin, Simmens, Denise;
rfinnegan@comcast.net; cloverstopps@comcast.net; gking@elcom.com; debbyjk@aol.com;
skhan1124@yahoo.com; joanna@)jbarth.com; jfitzgd@comcast.net; Davis, Henrietta;
alisa@alisaaronsondesign.com; judy somberg; carmean2@yahoo.com; meegan mccaffrey;
stansound@rcn.com; Isophiapinti@yahco.com; Irphillips@rocketmail.com;
rpdowds@comceast.net; Preval, Karen; dharris@cnc.com; Anders, Rosalle;
roberterichards@aol.com; ameltizer@comcast.net, Kangsen, Muna; pfield@cbuiiding.org: e
wylde; btalwar@gmail.com; metzger@hmfh.com; pbretholtz@comeast.net;
harikrovi@gmail.com; scc1@mit.edu; kpjs@comcast.net;
cthompson@grownativecambridge.org; frescober@gmail.com; rachellevitt@comcast.net;
jessicapratt3d@gmait.com; Wright, Jennifer; Sullivan, Charles M.; joanna herliny; Seidel,
Sam; qyz915@gmail.com; helenkimchi@yahoo.com; gbeng@world.st¢.com;
msaiib@alum.mit.edu; rob riman; lleyshon@gmail.com; minkavb@comcast.net;
tschenk@cbuilding.org

Subject: Re: Four Mature Trees on Gilmore Sirget In Danger

Attachments: ' ~WRD0G0 jpy

The shading of people and buildings is most important in city rees. Yes, and beauty. Do a little
thought experiment: imagine the feeling of a brick wall under the sun, and then shaded, in the
‘summer. That's what trees do for us, too. What is needed are scme figures about heat islands. And
the city should be using the kind of cement/hot top that is porous, lets water through. | don't know the
precise situation, but it is a good idea to talk with the petitioner ahead of time and see if he would like
something for his property, an azalea, for example. What can WE do for HIM. Check with the arborist
about what plants are available, | have no idea, but | bet something would be. Just a thought.
Negotiate. Better a friend than an enemy.

Andrea

~~~~~ Original Message -—---
From: "C. Shipley" <mc.shipley@verizon.net>
To: "Judy Johnson" <shakatam@hotmail.com>, mhjaquith@gmail.com, emocre@alum mit.edu,
elnmass@verizon.net, Ipeterson@cambridgema.gov, jbolduc@cambridgema.gov,
craig@craigkelley.org, cambridgetree@cambridgema.gov, mdriggs@gmail.com,
clindsay@cambridgema.gov, rcaplan@igc.org, cstone@law.usc.edu, "john pitkin®
<john_pitkin@earthlink.net>, dsimmons@cambridgema.gov, rfinnegan@comcast.net,
cloverstopps@comcast.net, gking@elcom.com, debbyjk@aol.com, skhan1124@yahoo.com,
joanna@jbarth.com, jfitzgd@comcast.net, hdavis@cambridgema.gov, ' .
alisa@alisaaronsondesign.com, "judy somberg” <judy_somberg@igc.org>, carmean2@yahoo.com,
"meegan mccaffrey” <meegan.mccaffrey@gmail.com>, stansound@rcn.com,
lsophiapinti@yahoc.com, Irphillips@rocketmail.com, rpdowds@comcast.net,
kpreval@cambridgema.gov, dharris@cnc.com, randers@cambridgema.gov,
roberterichards@aocl.com, ameltzer@comcast.net, mkangsen@cambridgema.gov,
pfield@cbuilding.org, "e wyide" <e_wylde@yahoo.com>, btalwar@gmail.com, metzger@hmfn.com,
pbretholiz@comcast.net, harikrovi@gmail.com, scci@mit.edu, kpjs@comcast.net,
cthompson@grownativecambridge.org, frescober@gmail.com, andreawilder@comcast.net,
rachellevitt@comcast.net, jessicapratt3d@gmail.com, jwright@cambridgema.gov,
csullivan@cambridgema.gov, "joanna herliny” <joanna_herlihy@yahoo.com>,
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sseidel@cambridgema.gov, qyz815@gmail.com, helenkimechi@yahoo.com, gbeng@worid.std.com,
msalib@alum.mit.edu, "rob riman” <rob.riman@gmail.com>, llleyshon@gmail.com,
minkavb@comcast.net, tschenk@cbuilding.org

Sent: Tuesday, May 4, 2010 2:14:29 PM GMT -05:00 US/Canada Eastern

Subject: RE: Four Mature Trees on Gilmore Street In Danger

To one and all: some discussion points.

It scems that the tree roots do not go deeper than 18” so how could they affect the foundation?
It says below, from 6” to 18”.

From lowa State Forestry Extension

Most Tree Roots Are Found in Top 18 Inches

Healthy trees have extensive root systems. Most tree roots are shallow; the majorlty of roots are found in the top 18
inches of soil. Usually, more than 50 percent of a tree's roots are in the top six inches of soil. Most favorable growing
conditions are in the upper profile of scil; moisture and nutrients are first available near the surface in water and nutrient
cycling. Roots extend laterally for considerable distances. Root systems may opccupy an area four to seven times the
surface area occupied by the crown of the tree.

And this-

From lowa State Forestry Extension

Form

Trees' root sysiems are made up of large, permanent roots (which mainly provide anchorage and transport), and many
small, temporary feeder roots and root hairs. |f is these small parts of the root system that are the primary water and
nutrient absorbers. Many of these small reots function for only one or two years, and then either die or become part of the
large root system. :

Most free roots do not penetrate very deeply into the soil. Unless the topsoil is bare or unprotected, trees will concentrate
most of their absorbing rocts in the top 6 fo 18 inched of soil, where water, nutrients, and oxygen can be found.

Tree root systems cover more area than one might expect -- usually extending out in an irregular pattern 2 to 3 times
larger than the crown area. However, on a dry weight basis, the "roct te shoot” ratio is around 20 to 80%, making the top
four to five times heavier than the roots.

The type of roots formed initially is specific to a given species; with age the initial root form is often maodified by the
growing environment, Such thing as scil hard-pans, water tables, texture, structure, and degree of compaction all
influence the mature root form. There are three basic classes of tree root systems:

2



1. Tap root (hickory, walnut, butternut, white oak, hornbeam)
2. Heart root (red cak, honey locust, basswood, sycamore, pines)
3. Flat root (birch, fir, spruce, sugar maple, cottonwood, silver maple, hackberry)

From me:

DO CTITY TREES REALLY MAKE AN IMPACT ON CARBON SEQUESTRATION? Well, I posed
that question to John Bolduc, Environmental Planner of the CDD, . City of
Cambridge. ... and here is his reply (via e-maill:

won the role of urban trees and climate change, I think it’s important Lo
consider that urban trees are more useful for their shading effects than for
carbon seguestration. B8y shading buildings and pavement I1n the summer,
they reduce the urban heat island effect and reduce the amount of air
conditioning that is required, thereby reducing electricity use and the
greenhouse gas emissiong that occur at power plants.”

o, the environmental impact here is that the street and sidewalks will be
hotter and the houses currently shaded by those trees will be hotter in
summer 1f the treeg are removed and that means more gas emissions from power
plants. The c¢ode words here are "urban heat island effect.™

But the trees are beautiful and form that lovely arch covering the streel
and making a grand entrance to the youth center.

More from me: per the article at the link below. . .It seems that the roots of the Callery pear
are not a problem because this tree is recommended for lawns that are 4-6 feet wide, even for
narrow tree lawns of 3-4 feet wide (see page 1). On page 3, the description of the roots is: *
shallow rooted” and “surface roots are usually not a problem.”

http://hort.ufl.edu/trees/PYRCALA pdf

Here’s another thought and this is key: these trees don’t live long. The repaired foundation
should be good for many years or the builder did a crummy job. By the time the Callery pears
are old and ready for tree heaven, that foundation should still be strong and viable. Here's a
link that says they live less than 25 vears. http://www.ehow.com/facts 5845013 redspire-vs

cleveland-pear-tree.html

Also Wikipedia: hitp://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Callery Pear

Do you know how long these trecs have been there?



So, is the contractor saying his repair job is no good? Does he guarantee his work for at least
20 years? I'm guessing the Callery pears will be gone from old age in 15-20 years anyway.

So why remove the trees? Can’t we be allowed to enjoy their beauty for at least another 10 or
s0 years?

Carolyn

From: Judy Johnson [mailto:shakatam@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 1:54 PM

To: mhiaquith@gmait.com; emocre@alum.mit.edu; elnmass@verizon.net; Ipeterson@cambridgema.gov,
jbolduc@cambridgema.gov; craig@craigkelley.org; cambridgetree@cambridgema.gov; mdriggs@gmail.com;
clindsay@cambridgema.gov; rcaplan@ige.org; cstone@law.usc.edu; john_pitkin@earthlink.net;
dsimmons@cambridgema.gov; rfinnegan@comcast.net; cloverstopps@comcast.net; gking@elcom.com;
debbyjk@acl.com; skhan1124@yahoo.com; joanna@jbarth.com; mc.shipley@verizen.net; jfitzgd@comcast.net;
hdavis@cambridgema.gov; alisa@alisaaronsondesign.com; judy_somberg@igc.org; carmeanZ@yahoo com;
meegan.mccaffrey@gmail.com; stansound@rcn.com; Isophiapinti@yahoc.com; Irphillips@rocketmail.com;
rpdowds@comcast.net; kpreval@cambridgema.gov; dharrls@cnc com; randers@cambradgema gov;
roberterichards@aol.com; ameltzer@comcast.net; mkangsen@cambridgema,gov; pfield@cbuilding.org;
e_wylde@yahoo.com; btalwar@gmail.com; metzger@hmfh.com; pbretholtz@comcast.net; harikrovi@gmail.com;
sccl@mit.edu; kpjs@comcast.net; cthompson@grownativecambridge.org; frescober@gmail.com;
andreawilder@comcast.net; rachellevitt@comcast.net; jessicapratt3d@gmail.com; jwright@cambridgema.gov,
csullivan@cambridgema.gov; shakatam@hotmail.com; joanna_herlihy@yahoo.com; sseidel@cambridgema.gov;
qyz915@gmait.com; helenkimchi@yahoo.com; gbeng@world.std.com; msalib@aium.mit.edu; rob.riman@gmail.com;
llleyshon@gmail.com; minkavb@comcast.net; tschenk@cbuilding.org

Subject: Four Mature Trees on Gilmore Street In Danger

Greetings,

There is a public hearing at the DPW at 147 Hampshire Street tomorrow at 5:30pm regarding the removal
of four mature

trees on Gilmore Street using the faise proposition that they will damage a newly structured buiiding
foundation. '

If this is allowed a terrible precedent will be set.



There is no proof that these trees pose any threat to damaging a new foundation. There is also a request
from

the owner of the building at 242-244 that not only asks for the removal of the trees, but that no new trees
be

planted in the empty spots. This clearly goes against the City of Cambridge's policy to replant trees for all
neighborhoods.

Attached are information regarding this situation. I urge all who can attend the meeting tc come and
speak out for

these trees! If you cannot make the meeting, please send emails to David Lefcourt, City Arborist at
diefcourt@cambridgema.gov te state your cbjections.

Thanks to Susan Juretschke and Mark Jaguith for their contributicns.
And thanks for anything you can do.

Regards,

Judy Johnson

Cambridge Tree Stewards
55 Antrim Sireet
Cambridge, MA 02139
617-388-3011

ps There will be forthcoming updates on recent activities regarding the CTS and plans to move forward
with more
organization for the group!

ERAILING FOR THE GREATER GOOL

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signatu%e database 5086
{20100504)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

hitp://www,.eset.com

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 5086
(20100504)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.
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Windows Live Hotmail Print Message Page 1 of 3

RE: Pros and Cons of Tree Removal-Gilmore St

From; Chris Messina (cmessina@bodyl.com)

Sent: Wed 5/05/10 1:01 PM

To:  C Shipley (mc.shipley@verizon.net); Judy Johnson (shakatam@hotmail.com)
Cc craig@craigkeliey.crg

So they are reacting based on fear, rather than acting based on knowledge. T
empathlize with thelir wanting a decent foundation, bkut attacking trees is not the

answer.

Chris
Christopher Messina
M 617-642-9760

From: C. Shipley [mailto:mc.shiplev@verizon.net]
Sent: Wed 5/5/2010 12:49 PM

To: 'Judy Johnson'; Chris Messina

Cc: cralglcraigkellev.org

Subject: Pros and Cons of Tree Removal-Gilmore St.

Somecne I know who 1s a contracter with structural engineering expertise
went to look at the situation at 242 Western as a result of my telling him
about it yesterday.

He met the residents and looked at the foundation from inside. He said
they were friendly and open with him about the foundation and told him about
a tree that was in front of the house on Western Ave that was removed.

>>>That's a different situation. However, they have video of the tree as it
was being removed which shows a very old, mature tree with long roots. They
surmise that the Callery Pear trees have similar long roots.

>>Not knowing what type ¢f tree was removed on Western Avenue, no scientific
conclusion can be drawn about roots (Kelly or David, do you know?).

>>>These Callery pears are probably 12-15 years old and will live less than
25 years. That means they will be dead soon.

>>A11 the literature I dug up says that Callery Pears have very shallow
roots and not a large roct system because they are recommended for tight
spaces such as city sidewalks, small spaces, parking lot strips, 3-4 ft
lawns, etc. I have printouts of this article from the USDA Forestry
Service. .

There is an 86-year-old family member living there at 242 Western and all 3
apartments are filled with family members - brothers, c¢ousins, uncles or
whatever. Members of that family have lived there for perhaps 2 or 3
generations. This happens a lot in Riverside - lots of stabkility there,

http://snl116w.snt116.mail live.com/mail/PrintShell aspx?type=message&cpids=ff18al8c-58.. 5/5/2010



Windows Live Hotmail Print Message P.age 20f3

They paid a huge {!) amount to have the feoundation fizxed. {(Maybe they
didn't get several estimates, but it was a lot of money.) So maybe they
have good cause not to want to have that happen again. I guess I would bhe
really concerned if I had paid that much money, too. I'm afraid that the -
contractor overcharged.

What actually ruined their foundation? >>>Was it that fact that the house
is built on f£ill - a centuries old fleood plain/marsh? >>Was 1t the settling
of the earth under the house? >»» Was it the rumbling of huge l8-wheelers
and MBTA buses day and night?

»>>»My contractor friend said that the cellar floor has cracks in it at
present. Those cracks were not fixed as part of the foundation repair.

>>did the contractor repair the foundation properly? He used cinder
blocks, which would not have made a wviable, long-lasting foundation, BUT he
"poured concrete into the cinder blocks, or so the property owner assumes, so
that is more in line with what would be the industry standard for such
foundations, if he did indeed pour concrete throughout. My contractor
friend would have poured a sclid concrete foundation.

What 1s causing the cracks? What caused the c¢racks in the floocr? >>Most
likely the scft marsh land the house is built on. >>>Will this problem go
away? Obwvicusly not.

>»>Now about the video. Keep in mind it is a video of an unknown tree
species. Don't assume it is a Callery Pear. '

Again, my summary of this is that the property owners are still recovering
from the huge amount they paid to fix the foundation and they, rightfully
so, are anxious that they don't have to do that any time scon. In that
regard, I can empathize with them.

In summary, however, there is no procof (photographs or video} of any roots
growing into the foundation at 242. Per my structural engineer friend and
web sources, tree roots will go around a barrier. Callery Pears do not have
huge roots and the roots grow close to the surface not down into a cellar.
These Callery Pears have about ancther 8-10 years before they die. If that
foundation dees hold for 8-10 years, the property owners should sue the
contractor.

The rest of us see the trees as adding beauty to ocur streets, as sources of
shade and cocoling in the summer. There are also studies that show that
trees and other plantings contribute to safety in the community, a feeling
of well-being, and much more.

Thanks,

http://sn116w.snt116.mail live.com/mail/PrintShell aspx?type=message&cpids=iT18a18c-58... 5/5/2010



Lefcourt, David

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Carvello, Maryellen

Friday, April 30, 2010 8:43 AM
Peterscn, Lisa

Lefcourt, David

FW: Gilmore Street Trees

From: Carcl O'Hare [mailto:c.burchardohare@att.net]

Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:32 AM

To: City Manager

Subject: Gilmore Street Trees

Dear Mssrs. Healy and Lefcourt {to whom I'm sending this via the DPW's website's contact form):

| just read the letter in the Camepridge Chronicle about the possible removal of four trees on Gilmere Street in the
Riverside neighborhood, 1f the letter is accurate, 1, too, oppose the remaval of the trees. If any resident with such a
request were to determine the fate of our street trees, we'd could be in the same situation as South Boston, with the
lowest number of trees per capita of any area in the Commaonwealth. People would seek tree removals for any number of
reasons: they can cause foundation damage and water or sewer pipe encroachment; they provide bird rocsts above
parked vehicles; they cast shade on sun-loving plants; they impair visibility; they allow their leaves (& sometimes pods or
fruit) to fall, creating raking or, worse yet, leaf-blowing work; efc.

The Riverside neighborhood, in particular, has precious few of trees to begin with. |, therefore, urge you to rescind and/or
deny any approval for the removal of the four Gilmore Street trees.

Sincerely,

Carol O'Hare
172 Magazine St
Cambridge

(817) 354-1397
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Lefcourt, David

From: Judy Johnson [shakatam@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 8:16 PM

To: City Manager; CambridgeTrees; Kelley, Craig (home)

Subject: Letter to be enferad Into the recard of public comment on DPW 5/5/10 hearing on Gilmore
Trees

Dear Mr. Healy and David Lefcourt,

I am planning on attending the public hearing on the Gilmore Street trees, and have guestions concerning
some of the facts in this situation. -

1 was wondering who the owner is of 242-244 Western Avenue, and why he/she seems to have gotten
extra

attention and concern in this matter? After reading the letter (in public record) from Mark Jaquith, Co-
President :

of the Association of Cambridge Neighborhcods, who clearly lists the reasens why trees must sometime be
removed in the City, why this issue wasn't settled at the first hearing for these'trees, when the trees
shouid have ‘

bean already granted safety.

Tt seems a waste of time and energy for residents to have to protest a decision, when the answer is so

clearly
seen. There is no proof at all for the trees posing a threat of damaging the new foundation.

My other question is, what is the entire procedure that must be done in this situation? And what persons
directly are rmaking the final decision?

Please enter this letter into the recerd of public comment for DPW May 5,2010 Gilmore Street Tree
Hearing.

Sincerealy,

Judy Johnson

55 Antrim Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
617-388-3011
shakatam@hotmail.com

-;-§§§M§_§§\§i§ FORTHE GREATER 8000



Association of Cambridge Neighborhoods

In accordance with our agreed upon goal of reducing resource consumption, this letter is being
sent by email only.

Te:

Mayor David Maher

The Honorabje members of the Cambridge City Council

Robert Healy, City Manager

Lisa Peterson, Commissioner, Public Works Department

Beth Rubenstein, Assistant City Manager

David Lefcourt, City Arborist

Taha Jennings, Neighborhood planner

Dead Sirs and Madams:

The membership of the Association of Cambridge Neighborhoods was informed of the situation
concerning four street trees on Gilmore Street in Cambridgeport at our meeting held on April 21,
2010, The ACN requests that the these trees be allowed to remain standing and growing on
Gilmore Street. These trees provide all of the benefits that have been generally acknowledged to
come to the urban environment from their presence. These, as I'm sure you know, include shade,
summertime cooling, poliution mitigation, a boon to the quality of life and enjoyment of our city
by its residents.

The location of these trees is in no way unique. Throughout the city, we have city trees in
sidewalk cut-outs within a few feet of the foundations of private dwellings and commercial
properties. (I have such a tree in front of my own home which is causing sidewalk and fence
damage.) The owner of 242-244 Western Ave. is apparently claiming that roots from these trees
are damaging the foundation of his building. If true, this is most likely due to the inferior state of
his structure. If an adequate foundation was subject to this type of severe damage from street
trees, the DPW would be swamped with such claims all over town. Apparently the owner of
250-252 Western Ave. did have repairs done to his foundation that have proven adequate. The
residents of Cambridge should not be made to suffer for the shortcomings the state of one
building and the owner’s lack of action to repair the problem adequately.

These trees do not seem to come close to meeting the city’s stated criteria for removal. The
following is quoted directly from the DPW published web page on trees. Emphasis added.

Tree removal

We do not remove City trees without good reason. We do not remove trees because they drop
leaves or acorns, because it has grown too large or shades your lawn, or because it is not
conveniently located. We will remove trees that are hazardous. In the context of state law, &
hazard tree poses a threat to persons and/or property. As defined by the International Society of
Arboriculture, a hazard tree must meet three criteria:

- The tree is sufficiently large enough to cause damage should it fall;

. The tree has a target (that would be damaged should it fall);

- The tree has a condition that would make if likely to fall.




Association of Cambridge Neighborhoods

The ACN requests that these trees be allowed to remain and objects to the precedent that might
be set if a property owner’s unwillingness to make adequate repairs to his property is taken as
justification to remove street trees that benefit the city as a whole.

Plcase enter this letter into the record of public comment on the DPW hearing of May 5, 2010
regarding trees on Gilmore Strect.

Sincerely,

Mark Jaguith

Co-President

Association of Cambridge Neighborhoods
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Lefcourt, David

From: Tom Benner [tgbenner@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2010 12:21 PM
To: Lefcourt, David

Subject: Re: Wheeler Street irees

Hi Dave, T will not be able to attend tonight's meeting, but I wanted to reiterate my concern about the tree
removal plan for Wheeler Street. As I mentioned in an earlier email {below) I sent to you, many of us who live
on Wheeler Street are hoping for the chance to weigh in before a final decision.

Is there is a way to keep the existing trees {(which admittedly could use a good pruning), taking into
consideration the impact that removal will have on our neighborhood? [ understand the trees would eventually
be replaced, but T assume it will take years before they reach considerable size.

I am sorry that I cannot attend tonight's meeting, but I hope the concerns of residents (some of whom hope to be
there) can be addressed.

Respectfully,

-- Tom Benner
25 Wheeler BLoApt 316

oAy

B U S N S L
E e, Wip 07138

o UlamnTdee,

On Mon, May 3, 2010 at 1:35 PM, Tom Benner <tgbenner(@gmail.com> wrole:

Hi Dave, T am a condo association trustee for the Reservoir Lofis at 25-31 Wheeler Street. A number of our
residents have expressed concern about the recently posted plan to remove the existing trees in front of our
buildings as part of a larger repaving project.

I am curious if the plan to remove the trees is final, or may residents weigh in? (A lot of us feel the existing

trees play an important aesthetic role on an otherwise industrial-looking and heavily trafficked street). And il
the decision is alrcady finalized, is there a way for residents to have input on what is eventually used to replace
the trees?

Tom



Lefcourt, David

From: Dianah Barrett [dianah.barrett@gmail.com)]
Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 2010 8:38 AM

To: Lefcourt, David

Cc: bigdeal231@yahoo.com

Subhject: Tree Removal on Wheeler Street

Dear David Lefcourt,

[ am writing in response to plans to remove the trees from Wheeler Street in Cambridge MA 02138. [ am a
resident of Wheeler Street and T would like to see these trees remain on Wheeler Strect. Would you please
explain the reasons for removing these trees, plans to replace these trees and how [ can file a request/petition for
the trees not be removed from Wheeler Street?

Best regards,
Dianah Barrett

29 Wheeler Street
Cambridge MA 02138
Tel: 609-603-9663



Lefcourt, David

From: Taborn, Kristin {ktaborn@amgen.com)
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 10:27 AM

To: Lefcourt, David

Subject: tree removal

Dear Mr. Lefcourt,

! am a resident of Reserveir Lofts located on Wheeler Street. My unit will be directly affected by the removal of the trees
on this street. Currently the trees keep the energy use in my loft lower by shading the unit; they also provide privacy. |
am very concerned about losing these lovely trees for these reasons, as well as for the potential noise and disruption that
will occur.

Sincerely,

Kristin Taborn
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