NOTICE - WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN the Whitemarsh Township Shade Tree Commission will meet
Tuesday, August 3, 2021at 7:00 PM.
Due to the COVID 19 health pandemic, this meeting will be conducted remotely via ZOOM.
The public may join this meeting by either telephone using the dial in number or visiting:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83909642617?pwd=R3d0NkFIeGd5SURoM1piTlFiQjJNUT09

Additional information can be found on the Township’s’ website www.whitemarshtwp.org.
Public comment via email to Assistant Township Manager, shalbom@whitemarshtwp.org
must be submitted one hour before the start of the meeting. Public comment will also be
accepted via the ZOOM chat button during the meeting. In both cases you will need to
provide your name and address for the record.
Persons with a disability who wish to participate in the public hearing and require an
auxiliary aid, service or other accommodation to participate in the hearing should contact
Whitemarsh Township at 484‐594‐2601.
WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Richard L. Mellor, Jr.
Township Manager
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WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP SHADE TREE COMMISSION
MEETING AGENDA: August 3, 2021 AT 7:00 PM
ZIEGLER ___ D’AMORE_X__BORKOWSKI _X_ FASSBENDER _X_ TURENNE _X_
BOS LIAISON, TOLL ___ STAFF LIAISON, HALBOM _X__

CALL TO ORDER: VICE-CHAIR FASSBENDER CALLED THE MEETING TO ORDER AT 7:01PM
ANNOUNCEMENTS:
The Shade Tree Commission received correspondence from Ms. Maureen Lucak, requesting
support to plant trees at St. Thomas Church.
PLAN REVIEWS:
None.
OLD BUSINESS:



Township Staff will update the Shade Tree Commission concerning the Tree Giveaway.
Township Staff will provide an update concerning current efforts for Township Day.

NEW BUSINESS:
None
APPROVAL OF JULY MEETING MINUTES:
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
NEXT MEETING DATES:
The Commission members will discuss possible alternate locations for the September meeting.
January 5, 2021

February 2, 2021

March 2, 2021

April 6, 2021

May 4, 2021

June 1, 2021

July 6, 2021

August 3, 2021

September 7, 2021

October 5, 2021

November 2, 2021

December 7, 2021

ADJOURNMENT:
NEXT MEETING DATE: August 3, 2021

WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP SHADE TREE COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES: July 6, 2021 AT 7:00 PM
ZIEGLER _X_ D’AMORE___BORKOWSKI _X_ FASSBENDER __ TURENNE _X_
BOS LIAISON, TOLL _X__ STAFF LIAISON, HALBOM _X__

CALL TO ORDER: VICE-CHAIR FASSBENDER CALLED THE MEETING TO ORDER AT 7:01PM
ANNOUNCEMENTS:
CONGRATS TO COLONIAL CANOPY TREES ON SECURING THEIR 501(C)(3) STATUS WITH
THE IRS.
THE STC PAGE OF THE TOWNSHIP WEBSITE TO INCLUDE AN AREA FOR EDUCATION
ABOUT INVASIVE SPECIES. FEEL FREE TO CONTACT ME WITH ADDITIONAL SPECIES TO
ADD.
PLAN REVIEWS:
505A Germantown Pike (SLD# 3-14) – Ted Sherba and Marc Salamone presented on behalf of the
applicant. Ted began by providing a brief history of the grading changes. He explained that earth had
to be added to the area to cover an underground water main to meet the fire code. The resulted in a
deviation from the approved plans and a notice of violation from the Township Engineer. In total,
eleven additional trees must be removed in the graded area behind lots six through nine on the
plans. Additional grading work was necessary to control storm water flow.
The applicant has proposed an inch-for-inch replacement for those eleven impacted trees. The
applicant proposed to plant all native replacement tree species as described by the mitigation plans
attached to the meeting agenda. The applicant requested to keep two of the eleven trees standing at
the request of a homeowner at lot nine. During the meeting, it was discussed that some tree species
were unable to be seen on the plans due to a technical issue with the display.
Chair Ziegler asked Ted for the total value of trees. Ted responded that 42 replacement trees were
required; however, he requested a reduction of six trees as two nine-inch caliper trees were being
saved. Chair Ziegler asked the Township Arborist for his opinion. The Arborist replied that the two
trees were impacted and should be removed and replaced.
Ms. Borkowski asked if the applicant was willing to keep the two trees, but still replace their value.
Ted replied that they will comply with the preference of the Shade Tree Commission. Ted clarified
that his request was being made at the request of the homeowner, his customer. Ms. Turenne
offered that replacing all 42 trees was her preference.
Chair Ziegler opened the floor for public comment:
Tam Paulits of Edmonds Road voiced concern about keeping trees that were impacted due to safety
risks. She offered that an inch-for-inch replacement requirement in a mitigation plan was not an
equitable replacement for mature trees. She suggested Arbor Day Bulletin #9 suggests the

replacement by dollar value of the tree based upon standards set by the National Society of
Arboriculture.
Steve Kaufman of Harts Ridge Road voiced agreement with the Township Arborist’s mitigation
review and concerns about the two impacted trees in question.
Linda Doll of Fairway Road commented that this project was poorly planned from the beginning and
that stormwater issues were predictable. She asked what the violation notice entailed, and whether
or not any revenue was received as a result. Chair Ziegler asked Mr. Halbom to clarify.
Mr. Halbom replied that the Township Engineer issued a notice of violation to the applicant because
the eleven trees were scheduled to remain on the approved landscaping plans. The grading work
constituted a deviation from the approved plans, and in the Arborists opinion, caused irreversible
damage to the eleven trees. The applicant is now required to remedy that violation through a
mitigation plan which is being discussed at this meeting.
Linda questioned if the 42 trees were an adequate replacement and what would happen over time if
the trees were not cared for. She suggested a payment for the trees would be appropriate. Chair
Ziegler asked the Arborist to address Linda’s concerns. He replied that he inspected the site and felt
confident the planting plan was appropriate. Linda asked Chair Ziegler how long the applicant was
replied to care for the trees after planting. Chair Ziegler replied, they were accountable for 18months, per the ordinance.
Ms. Turenne asked Mr. Hosbach how long he felt the two impacted trees requested to remain on site
would live before showing signs of distress. He stated he felt about fifteen years. He offered that die
back in the canopy would be an early sign. Ms. Borkowski asked if that could simply be
communicated to the homeowner. It was previously discussed that the HOA would inherit the
landscaping after the 18-month period expires.
Ms. Borkowski motioned to accept the Landscape Plan as presented with 42 replacement
trees, however, to require the two impacted trees in question be removed, Ms. Turenne
seconded the motion. The motion passed 3-0.
27 E. Germantown Pike (SLD# 01-21)
Tom Robbins presented as the owner of property and future occupant and introduced Josh Castillo,
the project engineer. Josh explained that the plans presented at the June meeting had been updated
to include additional plantings which were displayed on the screen and were included in the meeting
agenda packet. Josh summarized those additions which included understory plantings, columnar
trees along the buffer with the neighboring property, and additional shrubbery. Josh added the five,
100-gallon rain barrels were also proposed to remain.
Mr. Halbom summarized the changes and pointed out the use of columnar trees in the buffer area in
place of shrubs, the understory trees, and additional shrubbery and plugs throughout the property.
He stated that the waiver request has essentially changed from a waiver request for relief from
planting replacement trees to a request to allow for the plans to exceed the substitution species limits
to achieve the replacement requirements.
Ms. Turenne asked if there was follow up since the last meeting regarding use of alternative parking
surfaces. Mr. Castillo replied that the Township Engineer responded that material was not
appropriate for this case. Ms. Turenne asked about the rain barrels, and who would maintain them.

Mr. Robbins replied that he would as the owner. Mr. Robbins stated that the columnar trees required
accessing the neighboring property to plant, and that he would require the neighbor’s permission.
Mr. Halbom reminded Mr. Robbins that if the columnar trees were not planted per the approved
plans, the project would be required to return to the Shade Tree Commission for mitigation. Chair
Ziegler agreed that a return to a future shade tree commission meeting would be necessary if the
columnar trees could not be planted for any reason. Ms. Turenne asked if the neighbor had indicated
when he would agree to the columnar trees’ planting. Mr. Robbins replied that the neighbor wished
to see how storm water flow may be impacted by construction before agreeing to the tree planting.
Chair Ziegler opened the floor for public comment:
Linda Doll of Fairway Road asked how replacement trees were calculated relative to stormwater
changes caused by construction. She stated that flooding was a major concern. She expressed
concern over the neighbor’s reservation about planting the trees, and suggested the approval wait
until a commitment is made by the neighbor.
Tam Paulits of Edmonds Road expressed concern about the size of some of the understory trees,
and the canopy trees with which they are intermingled on the plans. She asked if those understory
trees may grow into the canopy trees and if the area was too crowded. Chair Ziegler asked if the
sizes Tam was quoting were based on their growth size in the wild. Tam acknowledged Chair
Ziegler’s comment. Tam pointed out that some plugs were mislabeled as perennials.
Tam offered that she felt some requirements of the SALDO ordinance related to tree planting had
not been met. She shared that parking trees serve the purpose of cooling the hardscape, and that
the waivers issued here do not provide for that. She felt the plan is too much for this property.
Chair Ziegler shared that he felt a hardship was evident, and that the applicant had already received
the maximum parking reduction from the Zoning Hearing Board. He offered that the township code is
not necessary coordinated between parking requirements and tree replacement requirements.
The Commission briefly discussed the four questions asked of them by the Planning Commission
related to tree planting requirements in Chapter 105 of the Township Code (SALDO). The questions
related to requirements for parking lot trees, street trees, and buffer zones. Mr. Halbom replied that
the commission could answer those questions, choose not to answer those questions, or provide a
summary response to all questions.
Chair Ziegler pointed out that the coneflower described on the plans as a shrub was not a shrub and
would need to be replaced by a species recommended by the Township Arborist. The commission
discussed a typo on the plans for plugs. The correct number should read 40 1-gallon perennials, not
plugs.
Steve Kaufman offered a concern about the Paw-Paw plant being selected. He felt the plant is
somewhat large and messy for this location. Mr. Hosbach offered that in an understory space the
Paw-Paw tree would grow successfully. Steve offered that he felt the parking requirements were
unreasonable and should be addressed in the ordinance rewrite.
Karen Kabnick of Presidential Drive asked if it were possible to just plant as many trees on-site as
possible, and then plant the balance nearby at a park. Mr. Halbom replied that the site’s boundaries
are the limits of this conversation, but that the ordinance re-write committee was looking into “fee in
lieu of” alternatives that would allow for off-site planting in parks, when deemed appropriate by the
shade tree commission.

Chair Ziegler stated that he felt the applicant has done the best they can, considering their
limitations. Ms. Turenne asked if the Township Arborist had any concerns over the planting area
towards the back of the site. John stated that the plan reflected a natural forest area and should
grow successfully.
Chair Ziegler motioned to accept the plans with the corrections and modifications previously
noted. Natalie Borkowski seconded the motion. The motion passed 3-0. Chair Ziegler
summarized the response to the Planning Commission that this applicant has done the best
they can under these circumstances.
OLD BUSINESS:


Township Staff will update the Shade Tree Commission concerning the Tree Giveaway.

An order for 110 trees was submitted to Schichtel Nursery. They are the same nursery who provided
the trees to Colonial Canopy Trees for the recent plantings at Township Parks and the School
District. All trees are bare root, approximately 1.5” caliper. Five species were selected based on a
survey:
30 Eastern Redbud
25 Dogwood (Golden Glory or Saffron Sentinel)
20 Swamp White Oak
15 Fringe Tree
10 Serviceberry
*two additional species of each tree were ordered for a reserve. They can be given away or planted
on Township spaces if unselected.
I am working with CCT and WTV to craft two instruction videos; one, “How to select a tree” and
second, “how to plant your tree.” These resources will be shared with those who receive a tree. I
propose to offer all survey respondents one tree each and raffle the 50 or so remaining trees away at
Township Day.
Chair Ziegler offered future campaigns should encourage planting of Oaks. He then opened the
floor for public comment.
Steve Kaufman suggested a book on Oaks by Douglas Tallamy on the importance of planting Oaks.


The Township Arborist will brief the Commission on the Miles Park Tree Survey.

John Hosbach provided an overview of his findings at Miles Park. Materials in the agenda packet
were referenced detailing information about specific trees. The findings included recommendations
for maintenance and risk assessment. Mr. Fassbender was able to join John for most of the walk
through. The trees are now tagged and referenced on the previously mentioned reference materials.
Mr. Halbom repeated John’s offer to have commission members and members of the public out to
the park to discuss in-person. He reiterated the safety concerns given the surrounding playground,
fields, and park space. Mr. Hosbach added that there is also a good deal of preservation work which
will prevent the need to remove trees in the future.

A member of the public asked about soil compaction around trees, and how it was calculated. John
responded that PSI (Pounds per square inch) was measured with a special tool. He added that
natural soil compaction needs varied from species but were generally around 200-250 PSI. In some
areas of the park, soil compaction had reached 400 PSI, which is often seen in high-traffic areas like
parks. Mr. Halbom stated that township staff will return to STC with details for removal and planting
of replacement trees as things develop.
NEW BUSINESS:
APPROVAL OF MAY AND JUNE MEETING MINUTES:
The minutes from the June meeting could not be addressed due to the lack of a quorum present at
that meeting.
The May meeting minutes were motioned for adoption by Ms. Turenne and seconded by Ms.
Borkowski. They passed 3-0.
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
Steve Kaufman spoke briefly regarding a letter in lieu of comment from his wife, Sydelle, who could
not attend this meeting. He asked that the email be shared with the commission members and staff
present at the meeting. The letter was first read aloud by Chair Ziegler for those in the audience.
NEXT MEETING DATES:
January 5, 2021

February 2, 2021

March 2, 2021

April 6, 2021

May 4, 2021

June 1, 2021

July 6, 2021

August 3, 2021

September 7, 2021

October 5, 2021

November 2, 2021

December 7, 2021

ADJOURNMENT: A motion to adjourn was made by Ms. Turenne, seconded by Ms.
Borkowski, and passed 3-0. The meeting was adjourned at 8:46PM.
NEXT MEETING DATE: August 3, 2021
The present members of the Shade Tree Commission elected to meet in August remotely, via Zoom.
Chair Ziegler clarified that would be confirmed with the two absent members and advertised in the
usual means.

