
















 
 
 
October 15, 2014 
 
 
I am writing in regards to the greenway warrant article 10 that is on the ballot for Town 
Meeting, October 27th.  As a business owner, resident of a small community and supporter of 
more green space for all towns I believe there is significant questions/issues that we as a 
community need to ask of the tri-community greenway committee. 
 
Issue: Taking of Land for the Bike Path 
 
Statement from the Tri Community Bike Path Website: 
The difficult question is where the town decides to cross Montvale. Previously, the Greenway 
plans had no permanent easements in Stoneham. After the survey was completed this summer, 
the engineering firm proposed a permanent easement on 141 square feet of land to put in a 
sidewalk and handicap ramp. Why now? It ends up that the new driveway at 53 Montvale was 
installed in the location where the engineering firm originally planned to cross and the 
crosswalk must be moved. The easement is a very small amount for a project this size but is a 
taking nonetheless and understandably becomes a major issue for the land owner. The town 
has a choice to cross where recommended by the engineering firm or pick another crossing. 
 
Question: The statement from the website would have you believe that the difficult decision of 

where to cross Montvale Avenue surfaced during this past summer when the survey was 

completed when in fact this issue and the risk of crossing Montvale Avenue was addressed  

dates back as far as 2005 ( see Stoneham Independent article below). The question becomes 

what did the planning committee know about this public safety issue and when did they know 

it? --- and as stewards of $5.5 million of the people’s money who are held to a higher standard 

of accountability and transparency what should they have known, when did they reveal this risk 

to the public and what have they done to eliminate this risk? 

 

Question: The statement from the website only addresses the “permanent easement of 141 

square feet of land to put in a sidewalk and handicap ramp but doesn’t address the permanent 

taking of 11, 278 sq. feet of land from the Stoneham Recreation Department which is currently 

used by several Stoneham Youth Sports group or the temporary taking of 19, 970 sq. feet of 

land that is used by the youth sports programs, the School Department and businesses. Why 

aren’t the Tri Community Bike Path proponents talking about the total impact of this Article? 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Tri Community Bike Path    

Bike Path Easements    

( information extracted from Tri Community Bike Path - Parcel Summary dated  9/18/14)  

    

          Easement Type ( Sq ft.) 

Parcel No Titleholder Permanent Temporary 

X-TE-52 E.B. Rotondi 23 Manison Street 0  2,524  

X-TE-53 Dale Harchak Trust, 17 Manison Street 0  1,094  

X-TE-54 Ester A. Holtsberg, Manison Street 0  437  

X-E-19 & X-TE-55 S&R Associates, 52 Montvale Avenue 141  458  

X-TE-56 Merle Eastman, 51 Montvale Ave 0  547  

X-TE-57 Deborah Herook, 47 Montvale Ave 0  779  

X-TE-58 Chestnut Hollow, LLC, 41-43 Montvale Avenue 0  816  

X-TE-59 Stoneham Middle School 0  3,385  

X-TE-81 43 Pomeworth St. Condo Association 0  412  

X-TE-62 John Pariseau Trustee, 41 Pleasant Street 0  1,537  

X-TE-63 Amy Macissac, 15 Gould Street 0  431  

X-E-19, X-TE-64, X-TE-65 Town of Stoneham, Recreation Park 11,278  7,550  

  Total 11,419  19,970  

 

Issue : Adverse Impact to Stoneham Youth Sports Programs 
 
 Statement from the Tri Community Bike Path Website 
“ It's not about government telling people what to do. ... It's about each of us, in our own 

families, in our own communities, standing up and demanding more for our kids." 

–  Announcement of Walmart's Nutrition Charter, 1/20/2011  

Question: Since the passage of this proposed Article includes the taking of 11, 278 sq. feet of 

land currently utilized by the following Stoneham Youth programs: Soccer, Pop Warner , etc. 

what provisions has the Bike Path Committee made to provide alternative facilities ---- have 

they addressed the issue of how we “demand more for our Kids”? 

 
Issue : Maintenance of Bike Path 
 
Statement from the Tri Community Bike Path Website 
Separate Greenway Maintenance Fund Clears Legislature: The unanimous vote of the 
Stoneham Town Meeting in October 2013 to petition the state legislature to allow the town to 
create a special account for monies raised to maintain the Greenway has paid off.  Both parts of 
the state legislature passed the bill and Governor Patrick has signed it.  (Why towns have to do 
this, we don't know, but they do.)   
 



This means that the money earmarked for maintaining the Greenway in Stoneham after it is 
built (that came from leasing parts of the Railroad ROW to abutting businesses) will no longer 
be mixed in the general fund for the Town of Stoneham, but will be separated out into its own 
account.  Thanks to State Senator Jason Lewis (formerly Rep. Lewis) and former State Senator 
(now US Rep.) Katherine Clark for aid with the Bill.  Senator Lewis was instrumental in 
shepherding the bill through both the Mass House and the Senate and his office staff were 
incredibly patient with our questions about details and progress.  Thank you!!!   
 
Question: After the Bike Path is constructed which leasing agreements will be in place and how 

much annual revenue is projected from such agreements. If the revenue is insufficient to 

resource the required maintenance how will this maintenance be funded? 

 
Issue : Adverse Impact on Businesses 
 
Question: What will the adverse impact of this permanent and temporary taking of land from 

local businesses be and is this consistent with the goal of the recently Stoneham Business 

Development Committee? 

 

In conclusion, the bottom line is that as a taxpayer I believe that the Bike Path could be a 

tremendous asset to the Town of Stoneham,  however I as I have identified above there are 

several issues need to be addressed before the program moves forward.  The increased bicycle 

traffic which is projected from the existence of this bike path will bring with it an increased level 

of risk and as Josh Lehman state bicycle and pedestrian coordinator for Massachusetts 

Department of Transportation points out “more exposure generally leads to greater crashes”  

Boston Globe article dated October 12, 2014 “Danger on two wheels” 

As responsible stewards of $5.5M in funding the Tri Community Bike Path have an obligation to 

provide a safe environment for bicycle and foot traffic --- there is more work to be 

accomplished before this standard of safety can be met.  

Passage of this Article gives the Tri Community Bike Path proponents the authority to move 

forward with a proposal which is unsafe.  Let’s address the issues before we lose the green 

space we all deserve. 

 

Sincerely, 

Marty Murphy 

54 Montvale Avenue, Stoneham, MA 



Article from Stoneham Independent 2005: © 1997-2008 Woburn Daily Times Inc.  
http://www.stonehamindependent.com/archives/2005/12/07/3 

"It's been a long-time. And the way the government works, it will be another couple of years 
yet. But it will get done," Bain said of what seems to be a perpetual state of waiting.  

"But this will cost us nothing. Can you imagine if I even had to get $100 [from the town for 
this]? I couldn't possibly ask for money in this environment because funds are so scarce," the 
Stonehamite added. "The money we will receive is specifically earmarked for trails and 
greenways, so we're not raiding state house coffers for educational money or something else."  

One of the most outspoken voices of dissent, Selectman Cosmo Ciccarello has fought the 
project on safety grounds, worried that bicyclists might get hit by vehicles as they attempted to 
cross busy roadways.  

Citing a personal experience where his own son was hit by a motorist while riding his bike, the 
veteran Selectman's concerns have centered on Main Street and Montvale Avenue, two areas 
where the mostly isolated nature trails couldn't avoid contact with traffic-choked intersections 
and roadways.  

However, according to Bain, the plans being prepared by professional consultants will take 
those few encounters with modern society into consideration.  

"You know, there's always those who say you can't do this or that, but 90 percent of the time, 
the people who say the words, 'you can't', know nothing about the project. I would never 
promote anything that's unsafe," the Highland Avenue resident explained.  

"We've talked about smart lights, which are solar powered and tripped by a bicycle. So it will 
trip a light on Montvale Avenue only when a bicycle is coming down the line. And there will be 
other safety considerations as well."     

According to Michael Smith, the State Senator's Legislative Director, Tisei has specifically co-
sponsored an amendment to a $473 state spending plan which would pipe funding into city and 
towns for insurance policies protecting municipalities from litigation arising from environmental 
contamination of the railroad beds.  

"This issue has been around for a while. Throughout the district, there are various rail-trail 
projects that are in various stages of development. And one of the biggest concerns the Senator 
has heard is cities and towns aren't protected from contamination from oil and other products 
[along the railroad beds] that are hazardous."  

According to the Tisei office spokesman, the local Senator hopes to have the amendment 
adopted and in-place for nearby cities and towns to utilize by the beginning of next year. The 
measure would work by contributing matching state funds for any money spent by 
municipalities to purchase a liability insurance plan for the various rails-to-trails projects.  

http://www.stonehamindependent.com/archives/2005/12/07/3
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