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Sinclair, Erin

From: John Eaton [mailto:jaeaton88@comcast.net]  
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 7:58 AM 
To: Sinclair, Erin 
Cc: Stoneham Greenway 
Subject: Chapter 40B Land Based Criteria 

 
Selectman Tom Boussy, Chairman 

                 At the FOS meeting at the library last Thursday, June 5, I expressed outrage that no one seemed to know the Town’s 
percentage of affordable housing based on land based criteria.   Why would public officials not know this?    It seems so 
manifestly obvious it seems silly to have to explain it.   The Town needs to know our percentages for all Chapter 40B 
criteria. 

My understanding is that a city or town can comply with Chapter 40B affordable housing requirements either of two 
different ways.    One way is unit based meaning that 10% of the housing units have to be affordable by State standards.   
We do not meet that requirement because only 5.27% of Stoneham’s housing units are considered affordable.   That 
percentage is documented in a DHCD SHI report which I saw last October.   

                  The second way a city or town can comply with Chapter 40B is land based meaning that affordable housing must be 
on sites comprising 1.5% of land zoned for residential, commercial or industrial use.   According to MAPC letter to TA 
Ragucci dated October 28, 2009, 23.13 acres, or 1.06% of the developable land in Stoneham, met State criteria for 
affordable housing in 2009.   The letter is at http://www.stoneham-
ma.gov/sites/stonehamma/files/file/file/mapc_study_regarding_sto
neham_ch_40b_minimum_land_area_1.5_2009.pdf.   According to that letter we needed 
32.7 acres devoted to affordable housing to meet the 1.5% criteria.   Since we had only 23.13 acres in 2009 devoted to 
affordable housing we were 9.57 acres short.   I do not know if the Town’s land percentage has improved any since 
2009.  Perhaps the Town’s land based percentage needs to be updated. 

erstanding is that only developable land is included in the denominator of the affordable housing fraction.   Open space ordinarily 
is excluded from the denominator which helps our measure of compliance. That said, in an e-mail to TA Ragucci dated 
6/4/14, Attorney Jon Witton said it is possible that the portion of RR ROW open space currently leased or licensed to 
businesses is not excluded from the denominator of the fraction of land devoted to affordable housing.   If the 
aforementioned is true, then by simple arithmetic leases to businesses have hurt our land based percentage over the years.   

My understanding is that since 2009 the town has been signing short term leases with businesses allowing them to use the 
greenway property until the bike path became shovel ready when the leases would terminate.  Under that 2009 deal the 
leases expire 6/30/14.  Effective 6/30/14, the businesses have to vacate the property and the land reverts to open space and 
recreation designation.   

 At a meeting at the Town Hall last week, the BOS voted unanimously to accept two warrant articles to be voted on at the 
Special TM on Thursday, June 19, that would allow third party licensing arrangements to continue.  Both the articles 
must pass for the businesses to continue to use the property.   One of the articles has to do with zoning and the other has 
to do with month-to-month lease deals with the businesses until next October when state officials begin to put the 
bikeway project out to bid.    

 There is no way that the Town should vote to extend the business leases or licenses to use the open space until we have 
more facts.  Until we know our current updated land based percentage of affordable housing, and the degree to which 
business leases affect the land based percentage, every resident should vote no on extending the business leases or 
licenses to use the RR ROW open space.  
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Recommend that BOS update the Town’s percentage of affordable housing based on land based criteria, and determine 
the degree to which the business leases affect the land based percentage, and make that information public before the 
Special TM on Thursday, June 19.   Obviously, the percentage and the methodology for determining that percentage 
should be examined and confirmed by Attorney Jon Witton. 

Thanks again to you and Selectmen O’Neil for attending the FOS meeting.   I am disappointed that the other 
three Selectmen chose not to appear and show their concern. 

Please distribute this e-mail on his critical issue to other BOS members. 

Sincerely, 

John Eaton 

























To:

TOWN COUNSEL

WILLIAM H. SOLOMON, ESQ.

Thomas Boussy, Chairman
Board of Selectmen
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319 MAIN STREET
STONEHAM, MA02180

(781)438-4543

From: William H. Solomon
Town Counsel

Date: June 17, 2014

Subject: Meeting with the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs ("EOEA")
Regarding Potential Stoneham Oaks and Weiss Farm Property Transaction -
"Land and Water Conservation Fund ("LWCF") Conversion of Use and
Article 97

Yesterday, the Town Administrator and I met with Bob O'Connor, Director of
Land and Forest Conservation in the Executive Office of Energy and Environmental
Affairs ("EOEA") and Melissa Cryan also EOEA. Ms. Cryan is that office's
representative to the National Park Service with respect to "Land and Water Conservation
Fund ("LWCF") Program", including what are referred to as "conversions" of "LWCF
assisted properties. It is the LWCF program which helped fund the Town's purchase of
the Unicorn Golf Course.

The meeting was very productive. I will send a summary of the points discussed,
including issues of timing, which will include a preliminary review of the relationship of
the National Park Service process to other aspects (or potential aspects) of any such
property transaction(s), including Article 97, bid law issues, zoning issues, and
development agreements. I have asked the Town Administrator to forward the questions
and issues regarding counting any dwelling units if constructed on a portion of the
Stoneham Oaks, and the land they are situated on, for Chapter 40B purposes, including
the steps and timing of the "Local Initiative Program" (see attached), to Attorney Witten.
We have had a preliminary discussion regarding this matter last week.

Ms. Crayan has expressed her willingness to come to Stoneham and discuss this
matter with the Board in Stoneham.

I have attached for the Board's information, a portion of Article 8 of the Land &
Water Conservation Fund manual, including Paragraph E - "Conversion of Use", which
is the best general resource for such matters and issues.

cc: Board of Selectmen
Town Administrator
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CHAPTER 8 - POST-COMPLETION AND STEWARDSHIP

A. Purpose

Pursuant to Section 6(f)(3) of the LWCF Act and 36.CFR 5.9,3., this chapter contains the
requirements for maintaining LWCF assisted sites and facilities in public outdoor recreation use
following project completion and to assure that LWCF-assisted areas remain accessible to the
general public including non-residents of assisted jurisdictions. These post-completion
responsibilities apply to each area or facility for which LWCF assistance is obtained, regardless
of the extent of participation of the program in the assisted area or facility and consistent with the
contractual agreement between NFS and the State. Responsibility for compliance and
enforcement of these requirements rests with the State for both state and locally sponsored
projects. The responsibilities cited herein are applicable to the area depicted or otherwise
described on the 6(f)(3) boundary map and/or as described in other project documentation
approved by the NPS.

B. Operation and Maintenance

Property acquired or developed with LWCF assistance shall be operated and maintained as
follows:

1. The property shall be maintained so as to appear attractive and inviting to the public.

2. Sanitation and sanitary facilities shall be maintained in accordance with applicable health
standards.

3. Properties shall be kept reasonably open, accessible, and safe for public use. Fire prevention,
lifeguard, and similar activities shall be maintained for proper public safety.

4. Buildings, roads, trails, and other structures and improvements shall be kept in reasonable
repair throughout their estimated lifetime to prevent undue deterioration and to encourage
public use.

5. The facility shall be kept open for public use at reasonable hours and times of the year,
according to the type of area or facility.

6. A posted LWCF acknowledgement sign shall remain displayed at the project site pursuant to
Chapter 7.

C. Availability to Users

1. Discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, religion, or sex. Under.Title.YI.of
the. 1964..Qiyil_Rights Act property acquired or developed with LWCF assistance shall be
open to entry and use by all persons regardless of race, color, or national origin, who are
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pubiic use of the leased or concessioned area/facility be restricted or the outdoor recreation,
resources^ compromised.

All lease documents and concession agreements for the operation of LWCF-assi
private organizations^ individuals must address the following:

1 .

2.

d sites by

In order to protect the pife-Hc interest, the project sponsor must have a/clear ability to
periodically review the perrbmiance of the lessee/concessioner and'ierminate the
lease/agreement if its terms anastr^e provisions of the grant agr,e€ment, including standards of
maintenance, public use, and accessiMlity, are not met.

The lease/agreement document should clearly indicate' that the leased/concessioned area is to
be operated by the lessee/concessioner for pubiic-mitdoor recreation purposes in compliance
with provisions of the Lajnyd^and.Wat^ and implementing guidelines
(.3.6 CFR.59). As such, the document shauld requirerthe area be identified as publicly owned
and operated as a public outdoor recreation facility in aH^s^gns, literature and advertising, and
is operated by a lessee/concessioner'as identified in the publicjnformation to eliminate the
perception the area is private.

see/concessioner to3. The lease/agreement docHment should require all fees charged by the
the public must be competitive with similar private facilities.

4. The lease/agreement document should make clear compliance with all Civil Righ:
accessibility/legislation (e.g., Title _VI of.Civil.Rights, Act, Sectign__504,gfRehabjJjtatibn Act,
and Ame^i^ans,with_PisaMlities is required, and compliance will be indicated by sig
posted m visible public areas, statements in public information brochures, etc.

E. Conversions of Use

Property acquired or developed with LWCF assistance shall be retained and used for public
outdoor recreation. Any property so acquired and/or developed shall not be wholly or partly
converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses without the approval of NPS pursuant to
Section 6(f)(3) of the LWCF Act and these regulations. The conversion provisions of Section
6(f)(3), 36.CFRP.art.59, and these guidelines apply to each area or facility for which LWCF
assistance is obtained, regardless of the extent of participation of the program in the assisted area
or facility and consistent with the contractual agreement between NPS and the State.

Responsibility for compliance and enforcement of these provisions rests with the State for both
state and locally sponsored projects. The responsibilities cited herein are applicable to the area
depicted or otherwise described on the 6(f)(3) boundary map and/or as described in other project
documentation approved by the Department of the Interior. This mutually agreed to area
normally exceeds that actually receiving LWCF assistance so as to assure the protection of a
viable recreation entity.
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Local sponsors must consult early with the State LWCF manager when a conversion is under
consideration or has been discovered. States must consult with their NPS-LWCF manager as
early as possible in the conversion process for guidance and to sort out and discuss details of the
conversion proposal to avoid mid-course corrections and unnecessary delays. A critical first
step is for the State and NFS to agree on the size of the Section 6(f) park land impacted by
any non-recreation, non-public use, especially prior to any appraisal activity. Any previous
LWCF project agreements and actions must be identified and understood to determine the actual
Section 6(f) boundary.

If the NFS is alerted or otherwise becomes aware of an ongoing conversion activity that has not
been approved, NFS shall request the StateXJAisQn.Offlcer (SLO) to advise the project sponsor
of the necessary prerequisites for approval of a conversion and to discontinue the unauthorized
conversion activities. If the conversion activity continues, NFS shall formally notify the State it
must take appropriate action to preclude the project sponsor from proceeding further with the
conversion, use, and occupancy of the area pending NFS independent review and decision of a
formal conversion proposal (see Section 10 below).

The NFS Regional Director has the authority to disapprove conversion requests and/or to reject
proposed property substitutions. This approval is a discretionary action and should not be
considered a right of the project sponsor.

1. Situations that trigger a conversion include:

a. Property interests are conveyed for private use or non-public outdoor recreation uses.

b. Non-outdoor recreation uses (public or private) are made of the project area, or a portion
thereof, including those occurring on pre-existing rights-of-way and easements, or by a
lessor.

c. Unallowable indoor facilities are developed within the project area without NFS
approval, such as unauthorized public facilities and sheltering of an outdoor facility.

d. Public outdoor recreation use of property acquired or developed with LWCF assistance
is terminated.

2. Situations that may not trigger a conversion if NFS determines that certain criteria are met
include:

a. Underground utility easements that do not impact the recreational use of the park and is
restored to its original surface condition (see Section F below).

b. Proposals to construct public facilities, such as recreation centers and indoor pool
buildings, within a Section 6(f)(3) protected area where it can be shown there is a gain
or increased benefit to the public outdoor recreational opportunity. These proposals
must be reviewed by the NFS as a "public facility request" (see Section H below). The
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State should consult with the NPS early in the formative stages of developing proposals
to construct indoor facilities on Section 6(f)(3) protected land (see Section H below).

c. Proposals for "temporary non-conforming uses," that is temporary non-recreation
activities of less than a six-month duration within a Section 6(f)(3) protected area, must
be reviewed by the NPS (see Section I below).

d. Proposals to build sheltered facilities or to shelter existing facilities within a Section
6(f)(3) protected area provided they do not change the overall public outdoor recreation
characteristics and otherwise meet the sheltering criteria in Chapter 3. The NPS review
and approval of such proposals will not trigger a conversion (see Section J below).

e. Proposals for changing the overall outdoor recreation use of a Section 6(f)(3~] area from
that intended in the original LWCF project agreement. These proposals must be
reviewed by the NPS (see Section L below).

3. Prerequisites to the NPS consideration of conversions. Formal requests from the project
sponsor for permission to convert LWCF assisted properties in whole or in part to other than
public outdoor recreation uses must be submitted by the State Liaison Officer to NPS in
writing and conform to the prerequisites set forth in 36.CFR 5_9.

States shall consult with NPS when conversions are proposed or discovered and prior to
making the formal request to NPS. States shall use the Prop.pjal_Description.and
E_n_yj_ronm_ent_a^ (PD/ESF) to prepare its conversion proposal (see Chapter
4). The PD/ESF guides the development of the conversion proposal, including the
incorporation of the following prerequisites that must be met before NPS will consider the
formal conversion request:

a. All practical alternatives to the conversion have been evaluated and rejected on a sound
basis.

b. The fair market value of the property to be converted has been established and the
property proposed for substitution is of at least equal fair market value as established by
a state approved appraisal (see Chapter 4 for appraisal guidance) excluding the value of
structures or facilities that will not directly enhance its outdoor recreation utility.

c. The property proposed for replacement is of reasonably equivalent usefulness and
location as that being converted. Depending on the situation, and at the discretion of the
NPS, the replacement property need not provide identical recreation experiences or be
located at the same site, provided it is in a reasonably equivalent location. Generally,
the replacement property should be administered by the same political jurisdiction as the
converted property. NPS will consider state requests to change the project sponsor for
any replacement property when it is determined a different political jurisdiction can
meet the criteria for replacement properties. Equivalent usefulness and location will be
determined based on the following criteria:
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State should consult with the NFS early in the formative stages of developing proposals
to construct indoor facilities on Section 6(f)(3) protected land (see Section H below).

c. Proposals for "temporary non-conforming uses," that is temporary non-recreation
activities of less than a six-month duration within a Section 6(f)(3) protected area, must
be reviewed by the NFS (see Section I below).

d. Proposals to build sheltered facilities or to shelter existing facilities within a Section
6(f)(3) protected area provided they do not change the overall public outdoor recreation
characteristics and otherwise meet the sheltering criteria in Chapter 3. The NFS review
and approval of such proposals will not trigger a conversion (see Section J below).

e. Proposals for changing the overall outdoor recreation use of a Section 6(T)f3) area from
that intended in the original LWCF project agreement. These proposals must be
reviewed by the NFS (see Section L below).

3. Prerequisites to the NFS consideration of conversions. Formal requests from the project
sponsor for permission to convert LWCF assisted properties in whole or in part to other than
public outdoor recreation uses must be submitted by the State Liaison Officer to NFS in
writing and conform to the prerequisites set forth in 36.CFR 5.9.

States shall consult with NFS when conversions are proposed or discovered and prior to
making the formal request to NFS. States shall use the Prgp.gsal_Descnption.and
Enyironm_erit_al.Scre_ening_Fgrm (PD/ESF) to prepare its conversion proposal (see Chapter
4). The PD/ESF guides the development of the conversion proposal, including the
incorporation of the following prerequisites that must be met before NFS will consider the
formal conversion request:

a. All practical alternatives to the conversion have been evaluated and rejected on a sound
basis.

b. The fair market value of the property to be converted has been established and the
property proposed for substitution is of at least equal fair market value as established by
a state approved appraisal (see Chapter 4 for appraisal guidance) excluding the value of
structures or facilities that will not directly enhance its outdoor recreation utility.

c. The property proposed for replacement is of reasonably equivalent usefulness and
location as that being converted. Depending on the situation, and at the discretion of the
NFS, the replacement property need not provide identical recreation experiences or be
located at the same site, provided it is in a reasonably equivalent location. Generally,
the replacement property should be administered by the same political jurisdiction as the
converted property. NFS will consider state requests to change the project sponsor for
any replacement property when it is determined a different political jurisdiction can
meet the criteria for replacement properties. Equivalent usefulness and location will be
determined based on the following criteria:
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(1) Property to be converted must be evaluated in order to determine what recreation
needs are being fulfilled by the facilities which exist and the types of outdoor
recreation resources and opportunities available. The property being proposed for
substitution must then be evaluated in a similar manner to determine if it will meet
recreation needs that are at least like in magnitude and impact to the user
community as the converted site. This criterion is applicable in the consideration of
all conversion requests with the exception of those where wetlands are proposed as
replacement property.

Wetland areas and interests therein shall be considered to be of reasonably
equivalent usefulness as compared to the recreational usefulness of the property
proposed for conversion if they have been identified in the wetlands provisions of
the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) in accordance
with Section 6(f)(3) of the LWCF Act as amended (36.CFR.593) by Section 303.of

W^

(2) Replacement property need not necessarily be directly adjacent to or close by the
converted site. This policy provides the administrative flexibility to determine
location recognizing that the property should meet existing public outdoor
recreation needs. While generally this will involve the selection of a site serving
the same community(ies) or area as the converted site, there may be exceptions.
For example, if property being converted is in an area undergoing major
demographic change and the area has no existing or anticipated future need for
outdoor recreation, then the project sponsor should seek to locate the substitute area
at another location within the jurisdiction.

(3) Should a local project sponsor be unable to replace converted property, the State
would be responsible, as the primary recipient of federal assistance, for assuring
compliance with these requirements and for the substitution of replacement
property.

(4) The acquisition of one parcel of land may be used in satisfaction of several
approved conversions (see Section 6 below) and vice versa.

d. The property proposed for replacement meets the eligibility requirements for LWCF
assisted acquisition (see Chapter 3). The replacement property must constitute or be part
of a viable recreation area. Viability and recreational usefulness is dependent upon the
proposed outdoor recreation development plan and timetable for the development of the
replacement parks. If full development of the replacement site(s) will be delayed
beyond three years from the date of conversion approval, the conversion proposal shall
explain why this is necessary (see Chapter 3.B.7).

For proposed replacement property with a history of contamination, proposals must
address the nature of the contamination, how the contaminated area has been or will be
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remediated, how the area will be developed into a safe, public outdoor recreation area,
and how provisions will be put in place to monitor the new replacement parkland to
ensure public health and safety in perpetuity. Certain contaminated areas may not meet
the equal or greater recreational usefulness prerequisite for replacement land. Early
coordination with NFS for conversion proposals involving contaminated replacement
land, even if remediated, is required (see 3.4 below).

Unless each of the following additional conditions (also see Chapter 3) is met, land
currently owned by another public agency may not be used as replacement land for land
acquired as part of an LWCF project:

(1) The replacement land was not originally acquired by the sponsor or selling agency
for recreation.

(2) The replacement land has not been previously dedicated or managed for
recreational purposes while in public ownership.

(3) No federal assistance was provided in the replacement land's original acquisition
unless the assistance was provided under a program expressly authorized to match
or supplement LWCF assistance.

(4) Where the project sponsor acquires replacement land from another public agency,
the selling agency must be required by law to receive payment for the land so
acquired (see Chapter 3.A.9).

An exception may be made to this condition only in the case of development
projects for which the project sponsor's match was not derived from the cost of the
purchase or value of a donation of the land to be converted, but from the value of
the development itself. In this case, public land that has not been previously
dedicated or managed for recreation/conservation use may be used as replacement
land even if this land is currently owned by the project sponsor or is transferred
from one public agency to another without cost.

e. In the case of Section 6(f)(3) protected areas that are partially rather than wholly
converted, the impact of the converted portion on the remaining area shall be
considered. If such a conversion is approved, the unconverted area must remain
recreationally viable or be replaced as well.

f. All necessary coordination with other federal agencies has been satisfactorily
accomplished including, for example, compliance with Sectipn.4(f).of the Department of
Transportation .Act of. 1966.

g. The guidelines for environmental review under NEPA have been satisfactorily
completed and considered by NFS during its review of the proposed Section 6(f)(3)
action. In cases where the proposed conversion arises from another federal action, NFS
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final review of the State's proposal shall not occur until the NFS is assured all
environmental review requirements for the other federal action have been met, e.g.,
Army Corps of Engineer permits.

The environmental review process must analyze not only the Section 6(f)(3) area
proposed for conversion, but also the development of the replacement parkland. The
purpose and scope of the environmental review must focus on the impacts on the
"human environment" resulting from the loss of the Section 6(f)(3) parkland, impacts on
any remaining Section 6(f)(3) parkland for partial conversions, and the development of
new Section 6(f)(3) replacement park(s). The scope of the environmental review should
not include impacts of the action precipitating the conversion on resources beyond the
Section 6(f)(3) boundary, such as impacts of a new housing development or a school on
a neighborhood.

The environmental analysis must be conducted in a neutral and factual manner and
result in statements that reflect this same neutrality so the interested and affected public
can focus on and understand the details of the proposed federal action of converting
parkland including the replacement of new parkland according to 3.6.CFR 59. The
environmental analysis documents should not include statements that promote or justiry
the action precipitating the conversion, such as proclaiming that the subject parkland is
the best location for a new fire station.

For detailed guidance on NEPA and how to conduct environmental reviews for LWCF
conversions, consult Chapter 4 of this manual, and the NFS.

h. Adherence to state intergovernmental review procedures as appropriate (see Chapter 4).

i. The proposed conversion and substitution are in accord with the SCORF.

4. State preparation of conversion proposal for NFS review: To avoid any unnecessary delays,
duplication of effort, and mid-course corrections, the States shall consult with NFS early
when conversions are proposed or discovered to ensure:

a. the extent of impact from the conversion activity on Section 6(f)(3) protected area is
mutually agreed upon; and

b. the acceptability of proposed replacement parkland has been explored prior to State/local
sponsor expenditure of resources on appraisals and the required environmental review
process to be undertaken in accordance with NEPA.

The State shall coordinate the development of the conversion proposal including ensuring
the project sponsor complies with applicable federal, state and local laws, regulations and
permit requirements. As the proposal is developed, the State may enlist the assistance of
NFS to provide technical guidance as needed, especially for complex and controversial
conversions. A State's submission of a formal conversion request to NFS is a State's
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endorsement of the conversion. If a State does not concur or endorse the conversion, then
the proposal should not be forwarded to NFS for formal review and decision.

5. NPS review of the State conversion proposal. NFS will conduct an independent review of
the proposal using the conversion prerequisites and any other critical factors that may have
arisen during proposal development. If the State has adequately addressed the prerequisites,
and NPS finds no other reason to deny the request, the NPS administrative record will be
documented as such and an amendment will be signed approving the conversion.

6. Banking excess fair market value of replacement land for future conversions. The
acquisition of one parcel of replacement land may be used in satisfaction of several
approved conversions.

Excess fair market value (FMV) of a replacement property can be "banked" for a period not
to exceed five years from the date of the initial conversion amendment. During this time
period, the same project sponsor may use the remaining value to make up the FMV
difference in cases where the subsequent proposed replacement property satisfies the equal
usefulness criterion but its appraised FMV falls short of the equal fair market value
requirement.

The initial replacement property with the excess fair market value may not be used to satisfy
the equal usefulness criterion for subsequent conversions unless additional conversions are
anticipated by the sponsor at the time of the original conversion request and the
accompanying documentation clearly addresses how the replacement property would satisfy
the equal usefulness criteria for the original conversion as well as those that are anticipated.

7. Conversions on leased land. Should a conversion occur on leased land during the term of
the lease, the State must comply with the conversion requirements of Section 6(f)(3)
including the provision of replacement land. In this instance, the conversion of the original
lease can be replaced with a leasehold interest for a period of time that is not less than the
time remaining on the original lease, and, which fulfills the recreation commitment agreed
to in the original lease agreement.

For existing projects that involve leases, the responsibility for retaining the property in
recreation terminates at the end of the lease period unless the grant agreement calls for some
other arrangement. Lease agreements containing a renewal clause that can be exercised by
the lessee must be reviewed to ensure that Section 6(f)(3) compliance will continue
throughout the duration of the next lease period.

8. Conversion proposal documentation. A conversion requires an amendment to the original
project agreement. Therefore, the amendment should be submitted concurrently with the
formal conversion request or at such time as all details of the conversion have been worked
out with NPS.

The formal conversion proposal submission to NPS must include the following items:
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a. A transmittal letter briefly describing the conversion proposal and requesting NFS
review and approval

b. Standard Form 424 for amendments (see Chapter 7)

c. PD/ESF including Step 4, the environmental screening form, and an environmental
assessment document analyzing the entire conversion proposal (the converted parkland
and the replacement parkland in one document).

d. LWCF project amendment form identifying changes to the original Section 6(f)(3)
boundary caused by the conversion and to establish a new 6(f) boundary around the
replacement site(s)

e. Signed and dated Section 6(f)(3) boundary map for any remaining parkland resulting
from a partial conversion, and for the replacement site(s)

f. Description and Notification Form (DNF)

Once the conversion has been approved by NFS, replacement property should be
immediately acquired and developed according to the replacement proposal timetable. If
development will be delayed beyond three years from the date of NFS conversion approval,
then a request for delayed development beyond three years with a justification for the delay
must be made to NFS (See Chapter 3.B.7.c).

9. Small conversions. Small conversions are composed of small portions of Section 6(f)(3)
protected areas that amount to no more than 10 percent of the 6(f) protected area or five
acres, whichever is less. States should consult with NFS prior to developing the small
conversion proposal.

Because small conversion proposals are less complex, NFS review and decision can be
facilitated when:

a. Minor or no environmental impacts would occur on resources being removed from
Section 6(f)(3) protection, on the remaining Section 6(f)(3) area, and on the contiguous
new replacement parkland by placing it under Section 6(f)(3) protection per the
environmental screening form. This includes consideration of impacts to historic
resources per the S.ecti.on. _1_0_6_proce_ss_ of .the National .Historic.Preseryation. A_ct. The
entire conversion proposal is categorically excluded from further environmental review
under NEPA (see Chapter 4).

b. The proposed conversion is not controversial.

c. The replacement property is contiguous to the original Section 6(f)(3) area.
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The State's proposal must include:

d. Transmittal letter describing the entire small conversion proposal.

e. Standard Form 424

f. PD/ESF with the portion for conversions completed indicating that a categorical
exclusion is justified.

g. LWCF project amendment form.

h. Description and Notification Form (DNF)

i. Revised 6(f) boundary map indicating the deletion of the small converted area and the
addition of the replacement property.

10. Discovering unauthorized conversions. When it is discovered that a Section 6(f)(3) area has
been converted without NFS approval, a conversion proposal must be submitted and
reviewed by NFS for retroactive action. .The NFS shall notify the State it is in violation of
the grant contract, program regulations, and law, and an immediate resolution of the
unapproved conversion must be expedited.

If it is discovered that an unauthorized conversion is in progress, the State must notify the
project sponsor to cease immediately until the conversion process pursuant to 36 CFR 59.3
has been satisfactorily completed.

Resolution of the conversion will require State and NFS review of the conversion proposal
as previously set forth in Section E.4 above including the provision of suitable replacement
property.

If the sponsor has already provided replacement property without NFS approval, the
eligibility of the replacement land must meet the same Section 6(f)(3) requirements as if it
had not yet been acquired. It is incumbent upon the State to make the case that the
replacement land fully meets these requirements.

Failure by the State to take steps to follow this procedure shall be considered cause for NFS
to apply penalty options described in Section N below.

11. Conversions with delayed parkland replacement. Exceptions to the immediate replacement
requirement (see Section 8 above) will be allowed only when it is not possible for
replacement property to be identified prior to the State's request for the conversion. An
express commitment must be received from the State to satisfy Section 6(f)(3) substitution
requirements within a specified period normally not to exceed one year following
conversion approval.
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Such proposals are not routine and must include sufficient evidence to justify why such a
delay is necessary.

JSv Underground Utility Easements and Rights-of-Way

The Srate may allow underground utility easements within a Section 6(f)(3) area as long as the j
easemenrsrte is restored to its pre-existing condition to ensure the continuation of public outdoor
recreational\se of the easement area within 12 months after the ground within the easementafea
is disturbed. Ii^estoration exceeds the 12 month period, or the easement activities result irr
permanent above-ground changes, NFS shall be consulted to determine if the changes wHl
trigger a conversionN(f present or future outdoor recreation opportunities will be impacted in the
easement area or in the remainder of the Section 6(f)(3) area, a conversion will be triggered.

G. Commercial Signage infection 6(f)(3) Areas

Commercial signs are only allowable within Section 6(f)(3) boundaries when the advertising is
attached to allowable park structures^such as benches, fencing, walls, and buildings and are not
inconsistent with the park setting and/on the built environment in which'it is located (e.g., athletic
fields). Signs may face either outside or rnside the park. Commercial advertising in the form of
a stand-alone structure such as a billboard that creates a footprint ir/the park, or commercial
signage permanently affixed to a natural featm^ within the 6(f) area, is a conversion regardless of
which direction it faces.

H. Proposals to Construct Public Facilities

v

Public facility requests will only be approved if the public facility clearly results in a net gain in
outdoor recreation benefits or enhances the outdoor recreation use of the entire park, and the
facility is compatible with and significantly supportive of the\outdoor recreation resources and
opportunities of the Section 6(f)(3) protected area The State shall use the PD/ESF to document
its public facility proposal using the following/criteria and submit it along with a project
amendment and a recommendation for fedei/al approval for NPS review and decision.

The NPS will consider requests to construct sponsor-funded public facilities when the following
criteria have been met:

1. Uses of the facility will be compatible with and significantly supportive; of outdoor
recreation resources and us-es at the rest of the site and recreation use remains the overall
primary function of the site. The proposed public facility will includes a recreation
component and will encourage outdoor recreation use of the remaining Section 6(f) area.

2. All design and location alternatives have been adequately considered, documented and
rejected on a sound basis.

3. The proposed structure is compatible and significantly supportive of the outdoor recreation
resour-des of the site, whether existing or planned. The park's outdoor recreation use must
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The Official Website of the Executive Office of Housing and Economic Development (EOHED)

Housing and Economic
Development

* Home > Initiatives > Executive Office of Housing and Economic... > DHCD > Fact Sheets > LIP

Local Initiative Program

Program Description

The Local Initiative Program (LIP) seeks to stimulate the production of affordable housing opportunities by fostering

cooperation between municipalities and housing developers. The program provides technical assistance to developers and

municipalities seeking to develop housing that serves households at or below 80% of the area median income within

mixed-income (market and affordable) housing developments.

LIP supports two approaches of providing affordable housing: Local Initiative Units, which are developed through a

municipality's conventional zoning, and unit developments through a Comprehensive Permit as authorized by M.G.L., c.

40B. All low and moderate income units developed through LIP are included in a community's subsidized housing stock
(the state Subsidized Housing Inventory) for purposes of Chapter 40B.

About the program:

LIP was established by the Legislature in 1990 in response to a report by a special legislative commission which found that

state law defined low and moderate-income housing as "any housing subsidized by the federal or state government under

any program to assist the construction of low or moderate-income housing."

This definition had previously been interpreted to mean financial subsidies only. As a result, cities and towns had little

incentive to undertake housing initiatives which did not require direct state or federal assistance but which are otherwise

within the intent of M.G.L. Ch. 40B. LIP allows the Department of Housing and Community Development to provide

technical assistance that qualifies as a "subsidy." The LIP may also issue a site eligibility letter for a project, a prerequisite

for a developer to apply for a Comprehensive Permit.

Unlike conventional housing subsidy programs, in which a state or federal agency must approve every aspect of financing,

design and construction, LIP allows most of these decisions to be made by the municipality, LIP regulations and guidelines

address those program components that must be reviewed and approved by DHCD- e.g., incomes of households served,

fair marketing, profit limitation and establishing long-term affordability for the units which are built.

How it works:

Developers seeking to build single or multi-family homes, condominiums or apartments where a certain percentage of the

units are proposed to be affordable work with town officials to obtain approval. Such units must serve households below

80% of the area median income; the units must be subject to use restrictions to ensure that they remain in a community's

affordable housing stock, and must be sold or rented on a fair and open basis.

DHCD provides technical support to both the town and the developer. If a development cannot be built under existing

zoning, the developer may seek a comprehensive permit allowing the development to be built at a higher density than

allowed under existing zoning.

LIP projects are subject to profit limitations. For homeownership projects, profit and developer fees to all partners and

owners are limited to no more than 20 percent (20%) of the total development costs. For rental and cooperative housing

projects, the LIP regulatory agreement, signed by the community, developer, and DHCD, limits distribution of return to all

partners and legal or beneficial owners to a maximum of 10 percent (10%) equity per year during the time when the

affordability restrictions are in place.

Who is eligible:

Both for-profit and non-profit developers may use the LIP program in concert with a city or town, as the municipality and

developer jointly submit the application.

Application process:

LIP applications are available on the DHCD website, or by calling the LIP staff at 617-573-1351. Information to be provided

in the application includes the following: (1) documentation of developer's interest in the site (ownership, option purchase,

etc.); (2) description of current site conditions; (3) site plan; (4) sample floor plans of the proposed units, units identified by
size, type and proposed cost; (5) a financial pro forma of the project, and (6) appraisal of the site. LIP staff review the

application, conduct a site visit and evaluate the application. If the project as proposed is approved, DHCD will issue a site

eligibility letter so that the developer may apply to the local Zoning Board of Appeals for a Comprehensive Permit.

For more information:

Please click here or call the Division of Housing Development at (617) 573-1300.
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Sinclair, Erin

From: Ragucci, David
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 9:05 AM
To: Sinclair, Erin; Vallarelli, Frank (ergllp@att.net);  (tboussy@thbcompany.com); AnnMarie 

O'Neill; JDP9633@aol.com;  (sweeneybob54@gmail.com)
Subject: FW: Ravine Road Fact Sheet.docx

FYI 
 

From: Laskey, Fred [mailto:Fred.Laskey@mwra.com]  
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:44 PM 
To: Ragucci, David 
Subject: Ravine Road Fact Sheet.docx 

Dave, 
 
Our work on the Spot Pond Tank is going to require a shutdown of Ravine Road in July and August to make the pipe 
connections.  Below is some information about the work. We are also scheduling a public meeting on June 18th at 6:30 
pm at the Botume House to explain the work to the local residents. 
 
Please let me know if you have any concerns. 
 
Fred 
 

 
Spot Pond Water Storage Facility and Pump Station 

Ravine Road Pipe Connections 
 

Background 
 
MWRA is building an underground 20-million-gallon concrete drinking water storage facility and pump station
at the former Boston Regional Medical Center site near Spot Pond in Stoneham to replace the Spot Pond Reservoir 
which was taken off line in 1998 in compliance with state and federal drinking water requirements. The project
will provide system storage and stabilize pressures in the Northern Low Service area supplying Somerville,
Malden, Medford, Everett, Chelsea, and Charlestown. The new pump station will provide system redundancy for
21 communities currently served by the Gillis Pump Station, including Melrose and Stoneham. The construction
contract is scheduled to be completed by December 2014. The top of the buried storage tank will be landscaped
with native grasses, wildflowers and shrubs to create a natural meadow. Pipeline Road will be graded and finished 
with an erosion control mat and gravel as well as improved drainage swales.   
 
Piping Connections at Ravine Road 
 
There will be two 36-inch diameter pipe connections from the new tank to MWRA’s existing 48-inch diameter 
pipe in Ravine Road.  
 
Proposed Ravine Road Closure:  
 



2

         MWRA proposes to close Ravine Road for approximately seven weeks during this summer to construct 
the required pipe connections. 
 

         The proposed road closure will reduce the time required to construct the pipe connections from 
approximately 6 months to seven weeks. 
 

         Closure Timeline:  July 7, 2014 - August 31, 2014 
 

         Proposed Work Hours: 6:30 am - 10:30 pm, Monday through Saturday 
 

         DCR plans to reconstruct the intersection at Ravine Road and Fellsway East concurrently with the 
MWRA work while Ravine Road is closed. 

 

















TOWN COUNSEL

WILLIAM H. SOLOMON, ESQ.

To: Thomas Boussy, Chairman
Board of Selectmen

From: William H. Solomon
Town Counsel

Date: June 19, 2014

Subject: Water and Sewer Review Board Membership

T O W N O F
3 T 0 N E H A M
M A S S A C H U S E T T S 0 2 1 8 0

319 MAIN STREET
STONEHAM, MA02180

(781)438-4543

Question

You have requested that I review the recent issue/matter of the membership of the Water &
Sewer Review Board. I have done so below. Please let me know if there is any further aspect
of this matter you would like me to opine on.

Response

1. The Town Meeting votes of October 1997 and 1998 are attached hereto. The Water
and Sewer Review Board as set-up by Town Meeting consists, as you are aware, of five (5)
members, "[tjhree designees of the Board of Selectmen and two (2) designees of the Finance and
Advisory Board."

2. I understand that Erin and the Town Clerk have determined that all current voting
members of the Water & Sewer Review Board were appointed by the Board of Selectmen. I
have attached copies of the appointment notices forwarded by the Town Clerk, which show the
respective dates of appointment for those members.

3. As to the issue of whether non-voting members of the Water & Sewer Review Board
hold a "town office" such that members of the board of selectmen, the school committee or the
finance board would be ineligible for appointment to such positions pursuant to Section 4 of the
Town's "Selectmen-Administrator Act", it is my opinion that these positions are not "offices"
since the positions are non-voting.



In determining whether a position is an office, courts look at a number of factors,
including:•*•&•

(i) The means of creation - as a rule, an "office" is created by law (constitutional
provision, statute, charter, bylaw or regulation)

(ii) Whether the entity's role is advisory. For instance, the role of an "ad hoc"
committee, as contrasted with an "office" is advisory.

(iii) The extent of control and supervision exercised by government officials over the
entity (i.e. committee or board). The greater the independent authority of the entity, the more
likely it is to be an office.

(iv) Whether the entity's members are paid. While not conclusive, payment to
members is some evidence that the entity is an office.

In the same sense, being a "non-voting member" of an entity (in this case called a "board")
would be strong evidence that the position is not an office, even more so, it would seem, when
other members of the board are voting members. In addition, the subject non-voting positions on
the Review Board were not created by law (and even if they were created by law, if the positions
were non-voting, I would still conclude that the positions were not offices).

As I have recently emphasized, the fact that applicable law provides or otherwise allows for
something does not address the policy or political (in a good sense) question of whether or not a
board wants to take that action. Those questions are non-legal issues. However, in this context
the following legal information may be helpful - - until its official deletion from the Town
Bylaws in May 2003, Section 2-17 of the Bylaws provided that "[n]o member of the [Finance]
board shall hold any elective or appointive town office or shall be a member of any town
committee; except, that a member of the finance and advisory board may also be a member of
the collective bargaining committee for the town or any other committee which is appointed for
the purpose of considering an expenditure of funds of the town in excess of twenty-five thousand
dollars ($25,000). Thus, apart from the legal question of the status of Section 2-17 after the
adoption of the Selectmen's Administrator Act in 1981, taken together both the Act and the
deletion of the bylaw prohibition on Finance Board members serving on certain committees,
indicates a policy preference, at least in 1981 and 2003, in favor of not prohibiting as a matter of
law, Finance Board members from serving on committees, and in other positions which are not a
"town office".

Please let me know if there are any other questions regarding this matter or if I can be of
further assistance.

Enclosures



Board of Selectmen to execute all documents necessary and proper to grant said easement
and to petition the legislature to authorize the use of the above described portion of the
railroad right-of-way for said access easement.
UNANIMOUS
* Filed with legislatures November 13, 1997

Article 6. To see if the Town will vote to establish a water and sewer
review board empowered to:

Hear water and sewer billing disputes; said board will render to any petitioner a
binding decision as to tfye remedies, if any, in the dispute.

Review the assessments and costs associated with the operation, maintenance and
capital requirements of both systems to ensure such costs are just and equitable and in
proportion to the benefits of the users.

Hold an annual public hearing at least seven (7) days prior to the Annual Town
Meeting to receive citizens input on the current year, the proposed budget and rates for
the next fiscal year and any other information as may be requested concerning the water
and sewer departments.

Said Board will be comprised of five (5) members: Three (3) designees of the
Board of Selectmen and two (2) designees of the Finance and Advisory Board.

The members shall not be employees or officials of the Town and will serve for a
three-year period. A designee of the Board of Selectmen and a designee of the Finance
and Advisory Board shall be appointed for a three-year term; a designee of the Board of
Selectmen and a designee of the Finance and Advisory Board shall be appointed for an
initial two-year term and for three years thereafter; and a designee of the Board of
Selectmen shall be appointed to a one-year term and for a three-year term thereafter or do
anything in relation thereto.

Or do anything in relation thereto including, but not limited to, deleting or amending any
contrary provisions in the Sewer Use Ordinance or contained in any other bylaw.

Board of Selectmen

VOTED that the Town establish a water and sewer review board by rescinding the vote of
Article two (2) of the May 5, 1983 Annual Town Meeting and substituting the following:

The water and sewer review board is empowered to:



Hear water and sewer billing disputes; said board will render to any petitioner a
binding decision as to the remedies, if any, in the dispute.

Review the assessments and costs associated with the operation, maintenance and
capital requirements of both systems to ensure such costs are just and equitable and in
proportion to the benefits of the users.

Hold an annual public hearing at least seven (7) days prior to the Annual Town
Meeting to receive citizens input on the current year, the proposed budget and rates for
the next fiscal year and any other information as may be requested concerning the water
and sewer departments. <

Said Board will be comprised of five (5) members: Three (3) designees of the
Board of Selectmen and two (2) designees of the Finance and Advisory Board.

The members shall not be employees or officials of the Town and will serve for a
three-year period. A designee of the Board of Selectmen and a designee of the Finance
and Advisory Board shall be appointed for a three-year term; a designee of the Board of
Selectmen and a designee of the Finance and Advisory Board shall be appointed for an
initial two-year term and for three years thereafter; and a designee of the Board of
Selectmen shall be appointed shall be appointed to a one-year term and for a three-year
term thereafter or do anything in relation thereto.

And further,--said water and sewer review board shall replace the hearing board established
pursuant to the Town of Stoneham, Sewer Use Ordinance, Article VII Section 1., as
adopted by Article #13 of the October 24, 1983 Special Town Meeting and shall have all
powers and authority of said hearing board.
UNANIMOUS

To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate or transfer
from available funds a^su-mof money to fund the cost itemsj.-n fiscal years 1996, and 1997
contained in the interest arbitration award between the^Pown of Stoneham and the
Stoneham Police Superior Officers Association, or>do anything in relation thereto.

Board of Selectmen

VOTED that the Town transfer franiArticle #5 of the October 21, 1996 Special Town
Meeting the sum of $80,000 toxfund the cost items in fiscal yea^s 1996, and 1997
contained in the interest arbitration award between the Town of Stoneham and the
Stoneham Police Superior Officers Association. Said sum to be transferred^to the FY98
Department #210 Police Personnel Account.
UNAMIMOUSXX



Article 30. To see if the Town will vote to amend Article 6 of the October
1997 Special Town Meeting relating to the water and sewer review board as follows: Delete:
"The members shall not be employees or officials of the Town and shall serve for a three year
period. And substitute: The members shall not be employees of the Department of Public
Works and shall serve for a three year term or do anything in relation thereto.

Board of Selectmen

Article 30. Voted that the Town amend Article 6 of the October 1997
Special Town Meeting relating to the water and sewer review board as follows: Delete: "The
members shall not be employees or officials of the Town and shall serve for a three year
period. And substitute: The members shall not be employees of the Department of Public
Works and shall serve for a three year term.

IMUNANIMOUS
^Article 38 /
[<twas moved and seconded to advance Article 38 to go before Article 31\ /

and follow article. 30

UNANIMOUS

Article 38. Voted that the Town accept the Inspection'of Property at Time of Sale
or Transfer as described in Article #38 for the special Town Reeling, Monday, October 26,
1998, effective March 1, 1999\tiththe following changes-

The term "article" as appearing in t\ instances in Section 1 shall be replaced by the "By-
law" in both instances.

Question moved
Motion defeated
Reconsideration
Voted down

Article 31. To s/ee if the Town willyote to appropriate the sum of
$407,877.00 which is in the amount to be received by the Town from the State Highway
Funds Account Chapter 11 of the Acts of 1997, as provided by the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts for the purpose of continuing the permanent\construction program on Public
Ways within the Town or other eligible municipal projects and authorize the Town
Administrator to make such expenditures or do anything in relation thereto.

Board of Selectmen

Ar/icle 31. Voted that the Town appropriate $407,877.00 which is the
amount to be received by the Town from the State Highway Funds Account Chapter 11 of the
Acts of 1997yas provided by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, for the purpose of
continuing the permanent construction program on public ways within the\Town or other
eligible municipal projects, and authorize the Town Administrator to makAsuch expenditures.

v,

UNAKIMOUS



Board of Selectmen

Frank Vailarelli, Chairman
Robert W. Sweeney, Vice Chairman
Thomas Boussy, Secretary/Selectman

T O W N O F
S T O N E H A f t

M A S S A C H U S E T T S

Town Hall
35 Central Street

Stoneham,MA02180
781/279-2680

John F. DePinto, Selectman
Richard S. Gregorio, Selectman
Muriel Doherty, Office Manager

June 11, 2012

Ms. Therese DiBlasi
5 Danby Road
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180

Dear Ms. DiBlasi:

We are pleased to inform you that the Board of Selectmen, at our meeting on May 22, 2012,
appointed you a member of the Water and Sewer Review Board, effective through April 30,
2015. Please contact the Town Clerk's office (781-279-2650) for an appointment to be sworn in.
You will be contacted by a member of the Water and Sewer review Board with information
relative to meetings.

Thank you for volunteering to serve the Town.

Very truly yours,

Board of Selectmen

Chairman

md

cc: Town Clerk
Water and Sewer Review Board



Board of Selectmen

Frank Vallarelli, Chairman
Robert W, Sweeney, Vice Chairman
Thomas Boussy, Secretary/Selectman

T O W N O F
S T O N E H A M

M A S S A C H U S E T T S

TOWN HALL
35 CENTRALSTREET
STONEHAM, MA 02180

781/279-2680

John F. DePinto, Selectman
Richard S. Gregorio, Selectman
Muriel Doherty, Office Manager

May 11,2012

Ms. Tracey Butterworth
35 Oak Street
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180

Dear Ms. Butterworth:

We are pleased to inform you that the Board of Selectmen, at our meeting on May 1, 2012,
reappointed you a member of the Water and Sewer Review Board, effective through April 30,
2015. Please contact the Town Clerk's office (781-279-2650) for an appointment to be sworn in.
You will be contacted by a member of the Water and Sewer Review Board with information
relative to meetings.

Thank you for volunteering to serve the Town.

Very truly yours,

Board of Selectmen

Chairman

md

cc; Clerk
Water and Sewer Review Board
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www.stoneham-ma.gov

OFFICE OF BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Telephone: 781-279-2680

FAX: 781-279-2681

Email: esJnclair©ci.stoneham,ma.us

Frank Vallarelli, Chairman
Robert W. Sweeney, Vice Chairman
Thomas Boussy, Secretary/Seteiman

John F, DePinto, Selectman
Richard S. Gregorio, Selectman
Erin Sinclair, Office Manager
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Mr. Stephen A. Quattrocchi
17 Lawndale Road
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180

Dear Mr. Quattrocchi:

We are pleased to inform you that the Board of Selectmen, at our meeting on February 19, 2013.
appointed you as a Member of the Water and Sewer Review Board, effective through April 30.
2016. Please contact the Town Clerk's office for an appointment to be sworn in. You will be
contacted by a member of the Water and Sewer Review Board with information relative to
meetings,

Thank you for volunteering to serve the Town.

Very truly yours,

Board of Selectmen

Chairman

es

cc: J Town Clerk
Water and Sewer Review Board
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Robert W. Sweeney, Chairman
Thomas Boussy, Vice Chairman
John F. DePinto, Selectman
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www_ston cham-ma.gov

OFFICE OF BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Telephone: 781-279-2680

FAX: 781-279-2681

Email: esinclalr@cl.stoneham.ma.us

Frank Vallarelli, Selectman
Vacant, Selectman
Erin Sinclair, Office Manager

May 15,2013

Mr. John L. Bracciotti
36 Broadway
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180

Dear Mr. Bracciotti:

We are pleased to inform you that the Board of Selectmen, at our meeting on May 14, 2013,
reappointed you as a Member of the Water and Sewer Review Board, effective through April 30,
2016. Please contact the Town Clerk's office for an appointment to be sworn in. You will be
contacted by a member of the Water and Sewer Review Board with information relative to
meetings.

Thank you for volunteering to serve the Town.

Very truly yours.,

Board of Selectmen

Chairman

es

cc: Town Clerk
Water and Sewer Review Board



Thomas Boussy, Chairman
John F. DePinto, Vice Chairman
Ann Marie O'Neill, Selectwoman

T
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-www.stonetiain-nia.gov

OFFICE OF BOARD OF SELECTMEN
Telephone: 781-279-2680

FAX: 781-279-2581
Email: eslnclair@ci.stoneham.ma.us

Robert W. Sweeney, Selectman
Frank Vallarelli, Selectman
Erin. Sinclair, Office Manager

April 25, 2014

Richard Mangerian
4 Cricklewood Drive
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180

Mr. Mangerian:

We are pleased to inform you that the Board of Selectmen, at our meeting on April 22, 2014,
reappointed you as a Member of the Water & Sewer Review Board, effective through April 30,
2017. Please contact the Town Clerk's office for an appointment to be sworn in. You will be
contacted by a Member of the Water & Sewer Review Board with information relative to
meetings.

Thank you for volunteering to serve the Town.

Very truly yours,

Board of Selectmen

Chairman

cc: Town Clerk
Water & Sewer Review Board


