COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES

September 8, 2010

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Betsey Whitney, Cyndi Andrade, Paul Terrio, Tom Terpstra, Matt Noiseaux, Andrea Langhauser, Betsy Pyne, Peg Drisko-Johnson
MEMBERS ABSENT:  ConComm Representative 
VISITOR:  Matt McDonald – Norfolk Boomerang 
Betsy Pyne makes a motion to start the CPC Meeting.  Motion seconded by Betsey Whitney.  All in favor.  7-0-0
Meeting called to order @ 9:05 by Chair Cyndi Andrade

Copy of agenda attached  

It was suggested that Butch Vito be approached to determine if resources already available on the Gumps Farm be used to help reduce the flooding problems in the area?  Jim Lehan will speak with Butch regarding his opinion and options.
60 River Road
Commission attended the Conservation Commission meeting for the purpose of obtaining that board’s feedback on the possible acquisition of 60 River Road.  No one on the ConComm had actually visited the property. However, the CPC presented the lot plans, explained the current state of the lot, as well as potential uses – including canoe launch, picnic tables, affordable house. The ConComm members each indicated that it sounded like a good lot to acquire, and the Commission overall gave its support of the project.

The CPC returned to its own meeting room and further discussed 60 River Road. The lot has a 210 foot access to the Charles River. The property is assessed at $172,300. Given its past industrial/commercial uses, a 21-E would have to be performed for hazardous material in the soils as due diligence.

The CPC went through its ranking process for properties, and most or all members rated it a “5” (highest ranking) for linkage to greenbelts, wildlife habitat, significant scenic value, active recreation, passive recreation, location in town. Some members also rated water supply protection, expansion of conservation parcels, and housing as “5” but others ranked these criteria more in the middle. Note that one parcel lies between 60 River Road and four town-owned parcels. Overall, however, the parcel garnered six to eight “5” rankings out of 13 total criteria. The members noted that it is rare for this size parcel with Charles River frontage to become available to the Town. 

Andrea made a motion to ask the property owner for permission to perform an appraisal, and if permission is granted, to investigate further the purchase of the property, including placing a placeholder on the fall Town Meeting warrant. Betsy Whitney seconded the motion. There was additional discussion pertaining to feasibility of an affordable house and who could help determine that. There was also discussion as to whether the site could host an affordable lot while also serving as a canoe launch. Tom related that he spoke to the direct abutter to the property, and he was not in favor of it being owned by the town and being used for a canoe launch or affordable house, and indicated a desire to purchase the property himself. Tom will get the opinion of the Recreation Committee on the property. Peg will contact Jim Lehan as a member of the Affordable Housing Trust to request assistance on determining if they believe an affordable house is possible on the property. The vote was called for. Tom Terpstra abstained from voting. The remaining members voted unanimously in favor of the motion. Tom will contact the property owner Gloria Bain on Thursday to ask for permission and call Cyndi Andrade with her answer. 

Beal and Thomas and Survey:

Cyndi presented an email dialogue between herself and Dave LaPointe of Beals and Thomas regarding the public opinion survey discussed at the last meeting. (Copy of email attached). The question basically was who would design and implement the survey. B&T did not have it in their original proposal, but felt they could do it within the existing budget. 

The Commission discussed the type of survey – paper and/or online, manner of response (rank 1-5 or in favor, not in favor, no opinion) and whether it would include the latest generation of development plan. The consensus was that it would show a plan of ideas. Beyond that, nothing was decided as to survey content or manner of presentation. Concerns were raised about the possibility of online respondents who felt strongly responding often, and also the unwieldiness of a paper survey. The consensus was that B&T should construct the survey, and the CPC would fully or partially implement it. The CPC would also ask B&T for their suggestions on how to implement. Peg suggested that resident David Rosenberg may be a useful contact to consult with regarding which online survey systems to use – the best fit for what the CPC wants to accomplish. 

It was also suggested that if the board decides on an online format, it could schedule time at the Senior Center and possibly the library where a member would be available to help residents who were not comfortable themselves with completing an online survey.

Cyndi will contact B&T and explain the board’s decision. 

A motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting at 10:20. The vote was unanimously in favor.

