GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL CALENDAR OF BUSINESS
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2610

7:00 P.M.

KYROUZ AUBITORIUM, CITY HALL
COUNCIL MEETING #2010-622

FLAG SALUTE & MOMENT OF SILENCE

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

COUNCILLOR'S REQUESTS TO THE MAYOR
CONFIRMATION OF APPOINTMENTS

Open Space Committee - (TTE 02/14/2012) — Patty Amaral
Zoning Board of Appeals - (TTE 02/14/2011) — Michael Nimon

CONSENT AGENDA ACTION
e  MAYOR’S REPORT
L. Memorandum from DPW Director re: Supplemental Appropriation Request (#2011-8A-1) in the amount of $50,000 {Refer B&F)
2, Memorandum from Police Chief re: acceptance of a “Secure Our Scheols” Grant in the amount of $38,888 {Refer B&F)
3. Memorandum from CAQ re: permission to pay expenses incurred in FY 10 by former Commission Volunteer Coordinator
with FY'I1 funds (Refer B&F)
4.  Memorandum from DPW Director re: acceptance of a donation of 100 toilet seats for Gloucester Public School buildings
From The Carroil K. Steele Insurance Agency {Refer B&F)
5. Memorandum from DPW Director re: Mass. Dept. of Envirenmental Capital Improvement Grant for Medium and
Large Public Water Systems (Refer B&F)
6. Memorandum from Com. Dev. Director re: Community Preservation Commitiee’s recommendations on the first round
of project applications for the Community Preservation Act funding, {Refer B&F)
7. Appointments: Historical Commission (TTE 02/14/2012) Jeff Crawford (Refer O&A)
Clean Energy Commission (TTE 02/14/2012) Candace Wheeler {Refer O&A)
¢  APPLICATIONS/PETITIONS
1. SCP2010-015: Kirk Road #9, GZO Sec. 5.5.4 Lowlands {Refer P&D)
o APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. City Council Meeting 09/28/10 {Approve/File)
2. Standing Committee Meetings: O&A 10/04/10, P&D 16/06/10, B&F 10/07/10 (under separate cover) (Approve/File)
»  COMMUNICATIONS
t. Petition of 64 signatures submitted by Gail B. Misk re: removal of outdoor cameras from City of Gloucester (Refer ADMIN & B&F)
2. Letter to Council President Hardy re: Music in City Hall (Refer DPW)

o INVITATION

1. Amvets Department of MA “Pilgrim’s Award” for Community Service and Legjslative Achievement 1o John A. “Gus” Foote (Info Oniy)
»  ORDERS
1. CC2010-670(McGeary)y Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking” re: East Main Street #267 (Refer TC & O&A)
2. CC2010-071(Muicahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking” by deleting: Addison Street
{opposite #28), designated as one (1) handicapped parking space (No Referral Reguired)
3. CC2010-072(McGeary) Amend GCO Sec. 22-269 “Stop intersections” re: Bass Rocks Rd at its intersection with
Atlantic Rd {Refer TC & 0&4)
4. CC2010-073(Tobey) Enact ordinance amending GCO Ch. 8, Article 1, §8-16 and §8-17 re: process of selection of Fire Chief {Refer O&A)
5. CC2010-074(Verga) Permitting process for use of City Property {Refer PE&D)
6. CC2610-075(Ciolino) Amend GCO Chapter 11, Hawkers And Peddlers, And Transient Vendors {Refer O&A)
FOR COUNCIL VOTE: ACTION
I. Warrant for State Election — November 2, 2010 Approve

SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARING
1. PH2010-068: Creation of a Gloucester Deg Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition™ of the City Charter and proposed

amendment to GCO Chapter 4, Animals, Article IT Dogs by adding new section 4-16(d) {cont’d from 8/31/10)
PH2010-075: GCO Article IV, Repair of Private Ways, Sec. 21-83 and Sec. 21-84 re: Petition for road repairs S5t. Anthony’s Lane
PH2010-069: SCP2010-011 — Hesperus Avenue #82, GZO Sec. 3.1.6(b) Building Height in excess of 35° {cont’d from 9/28/10)

PH2010-076: Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at all Times” re: Andrews Street

PH2010-077: Amend GCO Sec. 22-288 “Off Street Parking Areas” re: Andrews Street

PH2016-078: Amend GCO Sec. 22-292 “Fire lanes™ re: Andrews Street

PH2010-079: Amend GCO Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away Zone™ re: Andrews Street

PH2010-080: Amend GCO Sec. 22-267 “One Way Streets” re: Washington Street

PH2010-081: Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking prohibited at all Times” re: Washington Street

10. PH2610-082: Amend GCO Sec, 22-271 “Parking Prohibited from May | — September 15™ re: Washington Street
11. PH2010-083: Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking prohibited at all Times” re: Holly Street

12, PH2010-084: Amend GCO Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away Zone” re: Holly Street

13, PH2010-085: Amend GCO Sec. 22-271 “Parking prokibited from May 1 to September 15-Generally” re: Lexington Avenue
4. PH2010-086: Amend GCO Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away Zone re: Lexington Avenue

15. PH20610-087: Amend GCO Sec. 22-284 “Service or Loading Zones™ re: Elm Street

16. PH2010-088: Amend GCO Sec. 22-265 “Turning Movements) re: Gld County Read

R




17. PH2010-089: Amend GCO Sec, 22.270.]1 “Resident Sticker Parking Only” re: Haskell Street

18. PH2016-090: Amend GCO Sec. 22-271 “Parking prohibited between May 1 — September 15” re: Haskell Street

19, PH2010-091: Amend GCO Sec. 22-273f “Parking prohibited between certain hours on certain days re: Haskell Street

20. PH2610-092: Amend GCO Sec, 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking” re: Haskell Street

21. PH2010-093: Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re: Ciaramitaro/Gemellaro Playgreund at Fort Square

COMMITTEE REPORTS
Q&A 01/04/10, P&D 10/066/10, B&F 16/07/10

COUNCILIOR’S REQUESTS OTHER THAN TQ THE MAYOR

ROLL CALL ~ Councillor Ann Mulcahey

Linda T. Lowe, City Clerk SPECIAL JOINT CITY COUNCIL AND SCHOOL COMMITTEE MEETING:
October 19th, 6:30 pm at O'Maley School Library

NEXT REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
October 26, 2010, 7 pm at City Hall, Kyrouz Auditorium




TEL 978-281-9709
FAX 978-281-9738
ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov

City Hall
Nine Dale Avenue
Gloucester, MA (1930

CITY OF GLOUCESTER

?FFICE OF THE MAYOR
! NS X

TO: City Council ! ] Ve g
{ &

FROM: Carolyn A, Kirk‘Mayor ;
LI

DATE: September 30, 2010 T
RE: Mayor’s Report for the October 12, 2010 City Council Meeting =

Matters requiring your attention and action are as follows:

Enclosure 1 is a memorandum from Michael Hale, Director of Public Works, regarding a Supplemenial
Appropriation Request (#2011-SA-1) in the amount of $50,000. Please refer this matter to the Budget
and Finance subcommittee for review and approval. Mike Hale will be available to answer questions and

provide further information as required.

Enclosure 2 is a memorandum from Gloucester Police Chief Michael Lane requesting City Council
acceptance of a "Secure Our Schools” Grant in the amount of $38,888. Please refer this matter to the
Budget and Finance subcommittee for review and approval. Chief Lane, or his designee, will be
available to answer questions and provide further information as required.

Enclosure 3 is a memorandum from Chief Administrative Officer Jim Duggan requesting permission to
pay expenses incurred in FY2010 by the former Tourism Commission Volunteer Coordinator with
FY2011 funds. Please refer this matter fo the Budget and Finance subcommittee for review and
approval. Jim Duggan will be available to answer questions and provide further information as reguired.

Enclosure 4 is a memorandum from Michael Hale, Director of Public Works, requesting City Council
acceptance of a donation of 100 toilet seats for the Gloucester Public School buildings from The Carroil
K. Steele Insurance Agency. Please refer this matter to the Budget and Finance subcommittee for
review and approval. Mike Hale will be available to answer guestions and provide further information as

required.

Enclosure 5 is a memorandum from Michael Hale, Director of Public Works, regarding a Mass.
Department of Environmental Protection Capital Improvement Grant for Medium and L.arge Public Water
Systems. This grant provides improvement programming for water infrastructure. Please refer this
matter to the Budget and Finance subcommittee for review and approval. Mike Hale will be available to
answer questions and provide further information as required.




TEL 978-281-9700
FAX 978-281-9738
ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov

City Hall
Mine Dale Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Enclosure 6 is a memorandum from Sarah Garcia, Community Deveiopment Director, regarding the
Community Preservation Committee’s recommendations on the first round of project applications for the
Community Preservation Act funding. Please refer this matter to the Budget and Finance subcommitiee
for review and approval. Sarah Garcia and -Matt Lustig, Community Preservation Committee Project
Manager, will be available to answer questions and provide further information as required.

Boards, Committees & Commissions:
t am requesting that the City Council approve the foliowing new appointments:

Jeff Crawford ~ Historical Commission ~ term to expire 2/14/2012
Mr. Crawford is being appointed to fill the vacancy created by the resignation of Robert Wolfe.

Candace Wheeler ~ Ciean Energy Commission — term to expire 2/14/2012
Ms. Wheeler is being appointed to fill the vacancy created by the resignation of Michelle Dyer.

Included as Enclosure 7 are copies of Mr. Crawford’s and Ms. Wheeler's letters of interest and other
pertinent information. Please refer these matiters to the Ordinance and Administraton subcommittee for
review and approval,




ENCLOSURE 1




TO:

FROM:

RE:

DATE:

I am submitting a supplemental appropriation request of $50,000.00 from the Reserve for
Appropriation Account, #294015, Highway Force Account to the Personal Services
Small Paving Contract Account, #101000104705841500000000000058, be sent to the

TEL 978-281-9785
FAX 978-281-389%6

Public Works
28 Poplar Street
Gloucester, MA 01930 S JH

CITY OF GLOUCESTER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

mhale@gloucester-ma.gov

him Duggan, Chief Administrative Officer
Mike Hale, DPW Director
Supplemental Appropriation

September 10, 2010

City Council for appropriate action.

I will be available for any questions that may arise from the City Council. Thank you.

Budget: SUPLHF




City of Gloucester
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION - BUDGETARY REQUEST
Fiscal Year 2011

****+CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL- 6 VOTES NEEDED****

APPROPRIATION # 2011-8A- 0 Auditor's Use Only
DEPARTMENT REQUESTING TRANSFER: Dept. of Public Works
APPROPRIATION AMOUNT: $ 50,000.00

Account to Appropriate from: Unitund Account # 294015310.991.59600.0000.00.000.00.059

Account Description  RIA Highway Force-OFS-Transfer Out

Balance Before Appropriation $ 60,064.00
Baiance After Appropriation $ 10,064.00
Account Receiving Appropriation; Unifund Accoun # 101000.10.470.58415.0000.00.080.00.058
Account Description Public Services Paving
Balance Before Appropriation $ | -
Balance After Appropriation 3 50,000.00

DETAILED ANALYSIS OF NEED(S):  Funds needed to fund autumn paving contract.

APPROVALS:

DEPT. HEAD: ) "CL "J‘ * "\'u@- DATE: ?3/3@ ///)ﬁ

ADMINISTRATION: _W %ﬂé_\ DATE: /o/] § /!/ 0

NS
BUDGET & FINANCE: DATE:

CITY COUNCIL: DATE:




ENCLOSURE 2




U NS QUL U Lo PAK HTBENZIADZE

Chief Michael W. Lane

To: Jims Duggan, Ohief Adminisialve Offcar

Chief Michael W, Lane

September 30, 2010
RBe:  “Beours Ouw Schopls” Gran Award

GLOUCESTER POLICE DEPART

a6y

RECEIVED

SEP 30 205G

i WL

Mayor's 0ffie

Jigm,

This past sumimer, the Gloucsster Police Department apiiled for & federsl grant named “Saours
Our Schools” thraugh the U8, Dept of Justice. The pumoss of the grars was fo Imarove securty at
Glouvestar Publls Schools through the enhanvement of school seounlty equipment, such as securiy

carmaras and ingroved communication hardwane.

On Septombar 28, 2010, the U. & Dept. of Justice nolified the Gloucsster Police that thay have
awarded us grant funding in the amount of § 38,586.90. Tha grani poriad will be ffom September 1, 2010
fhrough August 31, 2012 Thers Is a required 50% required cash wmaich of § 19.446.00, which will be

suppiied by the Sshoo! Dept

i am requesting that this meme be submittad nto the Mayors Report for submmission to the Budgat
and Fimarey Sub Commitise Tor thelr review. It is our hope that they will recommend socaptanes of this

Grant to the fult iy Council

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Plaane zee attached awary jottar.




OUE/ AU/ EWAY BT I3 FAL BTMEBRIUES GLOCCESTER POLICE DEPART goag

Page L of 1

Milke Lane

Erom:  Cops _info [Copg info@usdo gov]

Serty  Wednesday, Septsmber 25, 2010 1128 Al
Te: Michael Lang - Polige

Buidect: Sscure Our Schouls Award Notifivetion

U.E. Depurtment of Justice
Office of Commurily Oriented Policing Services

Oftee of vhe Direcor
1104 Fermant Ave, N#
Wushington, L2C20330

Serternber 25, 2010

Chiel of Polive Mickue] Lane
Crisucestor Police Departmen
PET Main Street

Ciliouceser, s 07930

Fez Beoure Our Schools Grant Progran — Girant #2010CKWXO707
QRER: MASDS0E

{rear Chicf of Police Lane:

Congratulations! O behslf of Aorney General Bric Hoider, [ am pieased to Inform vou that fhe COPS Offics
bas approved your sgeney's requist for 835888 under the COPE Secure Our Sehanls (S09) grant prograss. This
sward wilf provide your agency with the opportunity o cohanct & veriery of schoo! safery equiptnens andlor
prOgTRmE 1 entourage the contnuation and enluncement of sehiont safery sfforz o prevent school violence within
your conutanity. The grant period for your 308 award s Seprember 1, 2010 throagh August 31, 2012 Tt is our
hape that this SO% grant will help place agencies ar the forefront of innovative sehos! ssfety develspments.

Withie the neap fow wesks, we will sond vour sgenty answard packape containing vour offisisl awerd
doeument, w Fisinelsd Clearsnce Memorandurr, and & Final Fending Memoranduam, To ascept the grant whes the
award puckige arrives, you st sign the swerd documens and amy applicable speeis] conditions, and return them (o
the COPS Office within 99 days of the duts on the letter accompanying the swerd peckege.

The SO8 grant wward soart date i5 September 1, 2010, Therefore, your agency san be reimbirssd for amproved
oats efler this daze. Please be advised that sorme of your reguesied ftome oy ot havs bess approved by the COPS
Qffice doring the budged review process. When you reseive your award package, pleage carefuily review vour
Financial Clourence Mémorzndum and Fina! Fanding Memorandam to determing your approved budger, as gram
funds mey enly be used for spproved derms. The Finencial Clewrance Wamoraadim will sperify the final sward
amuunt and your 30% Jocsl match, and will also identify sy disallowed soms. Also, 2 supplemental online award
pacicage for 2014 Secure Our Schuols prantoes san be found at htmed'www, cotsusded, g Thefant aom Trem=3348,
We srongly encoursge you 0 visit this site iranediseely 1w aceess a vaniety of imporiant and helpfil docurnents
assueiated with your award, including the 805 Grant QOwner's Manus], which shecifies the prograrmatic and
financiat verrsis, conditions, and requiremenss of your grant A Frequently Asked {unsstions (FAQ) dosument can
also be found at this websitc, which will sesist you with many guestions you may have sbout your new 308 award.

We ook forerd to working with your agency wyder this grant progrars (o address growing sehoul sefety and
security concerne. If you have @y questions about your grant, please da not hesitste to call your Grang Program
Sgecialist through the COPS Office Revponse Center ar 1.800421 6770,

Sincerely,

B # $gfn

Bermard K. Melokisn
Lrivegtor

9/28/2010
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TEL 978-281-9700
FAX 978-281-9738
ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov

City Hall
Nine Dale Avenue
Gloucester, MA 61930

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

MEMORANDUM

TO: City Council

FROM: Jim Duggan, Chief Administrative Officex 3
RE: Reimbursment of expenses to Carolin Catalano

DATE: September 28,2010

We are respectfully requesting permission to reimburse expenses in the amount of $161.93
incurred in FY2010 by Caroclin Catalano, former Volunteer Coordinator for the Gloucester
Tourism Commission. Ms. Catalano purchased supplies for the Visitors’ Weicome Center,
and City Council permission to use FY2011 funds for payment is required.

Please refer this request to the Budget and Finance subcommittee for review. [ will be
available to answer guestions and provide further information as required.

Thank you.

Attachments




that was easy,

LOW prices. Every itep, Every day,
230 Independence hay
Danvers, M4 01923
(978) 762-0157

SALE 1503880 4 004 54158
0485 08/30/10 04:10
aTy SKu PRICE

b HP S20XL BLACK INK

884420736789 31.9¢
1 HP S20XL YELLOW IN

864420736750 4.99
T HP OFFICEJET 8500

864420425496

Instant Savings #23038 <-30,00>
T HP B20XL Cyay Tay

884420736776 _
T HP S20XL MAGEN:: I

BRA42073R783
SUBTOTAL

Standard Tax 6,254 . 12,31
TOTAL $209.25
Mastarlard 209.25
Card No, & XXXXXXXXO0(0454 [s] f

Auth Ko.: 015057

TOTAL ITEMS 5
W
&10'5‘

Compare and Bave
with Staples-bran products.

THANK YOU' FOR SHOPRING AT STAPLES !

thatxuaseasy.

Low prices. Fvery item. Every day.
65 Dodge St. N.Beverly Plaza
BEVERLY, MA 01915
{978) 922-3335

SALE 1452266 11 001 79938
1258 068/01/10 09:42
Qry SKU PRICE

I HP 807 COLOR TNK

883585702615 . 26.99
T HP 901 XL BLACK IN

BE35B5702602 1.99
1 SPLS HD CLR TAPE ¢

718103050838 §.99
T SPLS HD CLR TAPE 4

718103050838 : 9,94
1 SPLS FREM TAPE W/D _

718103001822 8.99
SUBTOTAL 80.95

Standard Tax B.25% .68
TOTAL $86.63
Visa 70,00

Card No.: XXXXXXXXXXXX4T70R (5]
Auth HNp.:-001602
: ard Balance: Unavailable

'Mastéréékéfqé o 26.83

Card No.: XXXXKKXXXXXX4541 [S]
if\Uth NG; a 0‘35152 B

bw%

TOTAL”IYEMS 5




DANVERS #3017

11 NEWBURY STREET

- DANVERS, M 01903

MEMBER 11786768662 16

475023 %My TT-FOLDK
83345 LEMRNG ’

SUBTOTAL
A 6.25% TAX 50
TOTAL [ TSR
YF_ ﬂ__ﬁggfic§n Express 3#?%?
XAXKKUNRNEN 2003 SWIPED
- 05721710 18:29

. Segk: 000308 Appd: 541798
American Express Resp: AA
Tran ID#: 014123032000

Merchant ID 99030773

APPROVED - PURCHASE
AMOUNT : $37,38

TOTAL NUMBER OF ITEMS SOLD = 2
CASHIER: SIE § REGE &
RVPAVEIIEY 18:29 0301 08 0169 21

THANK vOut
PLEASL COME RGATN
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TEL 978-281-9785

Public Works
28 Poplar Street _ = FAX 978-281-3896
Gloucester, MA 01930 NJ0RRTES mhale@ci.gloucester.ma.us
CITY OF GLOUCESTER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS .

TO: Jim Duggan, Chief Administrative Officer

FROM: Michael B. Hale, Director of Public Works ﬂ@!mm{ i j_Ll -
RE: Donation from Carroll K. Steele Insurance Agency

DATE: September 21, 2010

The Carroll K. Steele Insurance Agency has donated 100 toilet seats for the Gloucester
Public School buildings. 1am requesting that the Mayor's Office submit to the City
Council this request to accept the donation.

The City of Gloucester is fortunate to have such civic minded and generous businesses in
our City.

c: Mayor Kirk

Council: GRNTRG
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TEL 978-281-9785
FAX 978-281-3896

Public Wozks
28 Poplar Street

Gloucester, MA 01930 ekl e mhale@ci.gloucester.ma.us

CITY OF GLOUCESTFER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,

TO: Jim Duggan, Chief Administrative Officer

FROM: Michael B. Hale, Director of Public Works ﬁsctﬁmi éa m =
RE: MADEP Capital Improvement Plan Grant Program

DATE: September 21, 2010

I am requesting that the Mayor's Office include in the next Mayor's report this request to
file for the Mass Department of Environmental Protection Capital Improvement Plan
Grant Program for Medium and Large Public Water Systems. This grant provides capital
improvement programming for water infrastructure.

Due to the time constraints of the application, I am requesting after the fact submission
approval from the City Council. 1am providing the grant application for the City Council
to review. I will be available for any questions that may arise. Thank YOUL.

c: Mayor Kirk

Council: GRNTRQ




Public Works TEL.978-281-9785
FAX 978-281-3896

Gloucester, MA 01530 SLZRATE mhale@ci.gloucester.ma.us

CITY OF GLOUCESTER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

28 Poplar Street

Septentber 23, 2010

M. Patrick E. Rogers

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
Division of Municipal Services. 6™ Floor

One Winter Street

Boston, MA (02108

Subject: MADEP Capital Improvement Plan Grant Program
for Medium and Large Public Water Systems

Dear Mr, Rogers:
The City of Gloucester agrees to discuss the following items in public session:

+ Consideration of a budget line item, policy, or plan to replace water mains
annually,

* Consideration of enacting an annual bond spending cap for the funding of needed
capital projects,

¢ Review the completed components of the CIP and agree 1o determine if the plan
will be accepted as a dynamic spending plan.

Sincerely,

Michael B. Hale, DPW Director
City of Gloucester




AUTHORITY TO FILE

The City of Gloucester hereby certifies that Fay, Spofford & Thorndike, LLC is
authorized to file the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Capital
Improvement Plan Grant Program for Medium and Large Public Water Systems on

behalf of the City of Gloucester Massachusetts.

S Wl

Michael Hale. DPW Director

City of Gioucester
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TEL 978-281-9781
FAX 978-281-.9774
sgarcia@gloucestﬁr-ma.gov

City Hall Annex
Three Pond Road
Gloucester, MA 01930

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM /@W

TO: Mayor Carolyn Kirk :
FROM: Sarah Garcia, Community Development Director ¢

CC: Matt Lustig, CPC Project Manager -
RE:  Recommendations from the Community Preservation Committee
DATE: October 4, 2010

The Community Preservation Committee has received, reviewed and made recommendations on
the first ever round of project applications for the Community Preservation Act funding,

Please find attached the Committee’s submission of recommended projects for your review, and
for forwarding to the City Council for their review and appropriation.

Thank vou.




GLOUCESTER COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FY10 & FY11 ROUND 1 APPROPRIATION

The Gloucester Community Preservation Committee recommends that City Council appropriate $502 600 from
the Community Preservation Fund for the projects hereinafter describad.

The Cormmunity Preservation Commitiee recommsnds $307 600 in funding for one-time projects. In acdition the
Committee recommends that the City Council authorize the issuance of a general obligation bond, in anficipation
of future revenues raised through the CPA surcharge, to pay for a substantial portion of the remaining exterior

restoration of Gloucester City Hall. The Community Preservation Committes recommends issuance of a 20 year
level-debt service general obligation bond for the lesser of $2,600,000 {pius associated transaction costs) or the
amount of debt supported by an annual debf service of $185,000 (pius $10,000 in associaled transaciion costs).

All recommended projects are subject to the terms and conditions imposed by the Community Preservafion
Committes. The following conditions are common to all recommended projects:

1. Projects financed with Community Preservation Act funds must comply with all applicable State
and municipal requirements. Funds are administered and disbursed by the City of Gloucester,

2. Project oversight, monitoring, and financial control are the rasponsibility of the Community
Preservation Committee or its designee.

3. The Community Preservation Committee will require quarterly project staius updates from
Community Preservation Act Fund recipients. Additionally, recipients shall also provide an
interim report at the 50% Completion Stage along with budget documentation.

4. All projects will be required to state "This project received funding assistance from the citizens
of Gloucester through the Community Preservation Act”in their promotional materiai and, where
appropriate, on exterior signage.

Altached are:
1. Summary of Community Preservation Committee Recommendations

2. Project Summaries for each Recommendation
3. Criterla for Project Evaluation adopted and published by the Community Preservation Committee

Estimated Community Preservation Fund Revenue availahle for appropriation or reservation is $960,000.
This Includes receipts for the local surcharge during FY 2010 and accumulated interest. and estimated recaipts
for FY 2011, plus the anticipated 28% state match.

Appiications for all projects are available for review in the Office of Planning and Development.

Submitted by:  Community Preservation Committes

J.J. Bell, Co-Chair and At-Large Sandy Dahi-Ronan, Co-Chair and At-Large
Bili Dugan, Housing Authority John Feener, Conservation Commission
Karen Gaflagher, Planning Board lan Lane, Historic Commission

Dan Morris, Open Space and Recreation Stacy Randell, At-large

Scott Smith, At-large




Summary of 2010 Community Preservation Committee Recommendations

approximataly $185,000/ year + one<time trangaction cosis of $10,000-$15,000

TOTAL

Project . ; . Recommended
Applicant Project Title
| No. | e o ‘!‘7 o VCategory Amount
. Dogtown/ North Gloucester
Community Development )
1 Department Wood.s Preservation Open Space $30,000
Planning
Gloucester High School, Waostrel Eavironmental- _ .
2 Jim Schoet Adventure Center Open Space/Recreation $10,700
Centrat Grammar . .
3 Gloucester Development Team Apartments Community Housing $50,000
Schocner Adveniure
4 The Gloucester Adventura Restoration: Historic Presarvation $25,000
Windlass and Anchor Chain
City Hall Restoration- $195.000*
5 City Hall Restoration Commission  [Compistion of the Exlerior Historic Preservation $2 6(}2) 000
Restoration ($2,600,000)
Gloucester Unitarian Universalist Meetinghouse L i
6 Universalist Church Restoration Phase || Historic Preservation $30,000
o L Gloucester Strest _ .
7 Gloucester Historical Commission Survey Update Historic Presaervation $7,500
L Beauport Window o .
8 Historic New England Conservation Historic Praservation $25,000
o |Gloucester Housing Authorit Cape Ann Community Housi $20,000
ouceg using W Homeownership Center ¥ housing !
10 Taylor 8t. . .
10 {Gardner Company Condominiums Community Housing $110,000
* 0,
" 20 Year Bond @ 3.75% $502,600




| PROJECT NQ. 1
- DOGTOWN/NORTH GLOUCESTER WOODS PRESERVATION PLANNING
Project Sponsor: Gloucester Community Development Department

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $30,000 to the Gloucester
Community Development Department to create an existing conditions inventory to be used o deveiop a
nreservation plan for the Dogtown/ North Gloucester Woods area.

The Community Preservation Act spending purpose s to plan for the ultimate acquisition of open space.

Project Summary

The project will (1) inventory the ownership and existing leve! of protection of 105 parcels north of the
publicly-owned land i Dogtown and the Babson Watershed including land titie research to obtain
current deeds and property boundary plans, (2) map out existing accass points, trails and ways through
those parcels and (3) use the deeds, plans and interviews of current residants o determine the current
iegal status of public access to the historic paths and roads through the area.

The existing conditions inventory will then be used to develop (1) a preservation plan for the area
designed with input from landowners and residents, (2) widely supported strategies to preserve open
space and public access to and across these jands.

Community Preservation Act funding wifl be used to engage the services of a title abstractor and land
surveyor to gather the necessary information to complete the inventory and to obtain legal advice as
need to determine the legal status of public access through the area,




PROJECT NG. 2

WORSTREL ENVIRONMENTAL-ADVENTURE CENTER
Project Sponsor: Gloucester High School (Jim Schoel)

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $10,100 to Gloucester High
School {Jim Schoel) for the removal of invasive tree species and the replanting of native species at the
Worstre! Environmental-Adventure Center. ‘

The Community Preservation Act spanding purpese for this appropriation is fo create recreation and
open space.

Project Summary

The Worstrel Environmental-Adventure Center will be an education center adjacent to the Annisguam
River and Gloucester High School that will utilize this unique enviranmental arez to enhance ouidoor
educational and vocational opportunities for Gloucester High School students. The project will include
construction of a Challenge Course, an addition fo the existing Aquaculture Lab, and a Community
Garden,

Community Preservation Act funds will be used to remove and replace invasive Norway maples with
species beneficial to wildiife.




CENTRAL GRAMMAR APARTMENTS

Project Sponsor: Gloucester Development Team

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $50,000 to the Gloucester
Development Team for the restoration of the Central Grammar Apartments, located at 10 Dale Avenue.

The Community Preservation Act spending purpose for this appropriation is to support community
housing. -

Project Summary

Central Grammar Apartments is an 80-unit affordable eldery housing development across the street
from Gloucester City Hall. It is a brick schoo! buiiding buiit in 1889 and the 1920’s that was converted to
residential use by Gioucester Development Team in 1975. Legal affordability restrictions on the
apartment rentals are expiring, and after 35 years the building badly needs renovation. The Gloucester
Development Team is proposing to recapitalize the property with tax exempt bond financing, private
equity, 4% federal low income housing tax credits, federal and state historic preservation tax credits,
and other state funding. The rehabilitation includes fire suppression sprinkler system, roofing, pointing
ana masonry repairs, new historically accurate and more energy efficient windows, handicap
accessibility, new kitchens and baths, inferior cosmetic upgrades, boiler and conirol replacement,
insulation and other snergy-conserving improvemenis.

Community Preservation Act funding will leverage public funding for the project by contributing foward
the local match for §2,695,000 in the Commonwealth's Capital Improvemert and Preservation Funds
and Affordable Housing Trust Funds.




oo PROJECTNO.4
SCHOONER ADVENTURE RESTORATION: WINDLASS 8 ANCHOR CHAIN
Project Sponsor: The Gloucester Adventure

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $25,000 to The Gloucester _
Adventure to contribute toward the rebuilding of the windlass and attach the ancher chain to the
National Historic Landmark, Schooner Adventure.

The Community Preservation Act spanding purpose for this appropriation is to restors historic
resources.

Project Summary

This Gloucester Adventure, Inc. has been undertaking the restoration of the Schooner Adventure, the
last of the Gloucester dory fishing schooners, to the original 1926 fishing configuration. Once complete,
the Adventure will serve as a floating and saliing museum and educational facility dedicated to the
preservation and reteliing of the New England fishing industry centered in Gloucester. Rebuilding the
windiass and repiacing the anchor chain are the next critical steps toward cormpleting the vessel's $3.5
million restoration. The windlass is a large woodsn and iron hand actuated winch that enables the
Adventure's 1000 pound anchor to be raised and lowered, allowing the vessel to be anchered in open
water. This piece of equipment is essential for the safe operation of the schooner.

Community Preservation Act funding will be used to help rebuild the windlass.




PROJECT NO. 5
- GLOUCESTER CITY HALL EXTERIOR RESTORATION
Project Sponsor: City Hall Restoration Commission

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of a 20 year level-debt service general
obiigation bond for the lesser of $2,600,000 {plus asscciated transaction costs) or the amount of debt supported
by an annual debt servioe of $185,000% (plus associated transaction costs), for the exterior restoration of
Gloucester City Hall. Bonding this important work now can take advantage of competitive construction costs and

historically low Inierest rates.

" The arnual debt service is based on information provided by First Scuthwest (3/15/10), and assumes
an interest rate of 3.75%.

The Community Preservation Act spending purpose for this appropriation is to restore historic
rEsoLIces.

Project Summary

Completed in 1871, Gloucester City Hall is the most historically and architecturally significant
municipally owned building in Gioucester, and is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.
Designed by the acclaimed architectural firm of Gridiey J.F. Bryant and Louis Rogers, Gloucester City
Hall defines the City's skyline, contributes fo the architectural fabric of Gloucester, adds vibrancy fo
downtown, houses municipa! freasures, serves as an important venue for community events and has
been the seat of municipal government depariments for aimost 140 years.

As part of the ongoing exterior restoration of Gloucester City Hall, Community Preservation Act funding .
will be used to fund architectural and engineering plans and to restore and rehabilitate the rapidly
deteriorafing elements of the building's exterior envelope, including the balance of the fower the
ventilators, the decorative cornice, the windows, and the entrance porticos.




oo PROJECTNO.6
UNIVERSALIST MEETINGHOUSE RESTORATION PHASEN
Project Sponsor: Gloucester Unitarian Universalist Church

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $30,000 to the Gloucester
Unitarian Universalist Church to fund improved accessibility for persons with disabilities, including a
platform fift, as well as to construct Americans with Disabifities Act compliant lavatories.

The Communily Preservation Act spending purpose for this appropriation is to restore historic
resources.

Project Summary

. Built in 1805-06 the Meetinghouse is listed on the National Register of Historic Places and is the oldest
standing church in Gloucaster. It is an often-cited example of a design popularized by an early American
architect, Ashsr Benjamin. The 155-foot lantem tower fighted at night is an iconic symbol of the City and
nas guided mariners into Gloucester Harbor for more than 200 years. The Meetinghouse hosts dozens
of plblic events each year inciuding theatrical and musical performances, lectures, benefit events and
group meetings. The Sanctuary and other areas where these events are held are now inaccessible to
persons unable {0 navigate stairs.

Community Preservation Act funding will help make this historically important bullding accessible to
persons with disabilities, through the installation of a platform lift elevator to serve both g downstairs
Vestry and the 300-seat main Sanctuary above. Lavatories for use by persons with physical disabilities
will also be consiructed.




PROJECT NO. 7

- GLOUCESTER STREET SURVEY INDEX UPDATE =~
Project Sponsor: Gloucester Historical Commission

The Community Preservation Committes recommends the appropriation of $7,500 fo the Gioucesier
Historical Commission 1o update the Strest Survay index of historic properties.

The Community Preservation Act spending purpese for this appropriation is to plan for the ultimate
restoration and preservation of historic resources.

Project Summary

The Survey Update will provide (1) a detailed assessment of Gloucester's inventory historic properties
and {2) comprehensive recommendations for priorities for updating and expanding the inventory, While
the city's existing historic resources inventory is relatively comprehensive, gaps and omissions are
recagnized, given the size of the City and the age of many of the existing inventory forms. The earfiest
mventory forms for Gloucester were prepared in the 1970s. it is important to evaluate the completeness
and accuracy of the city's existing collection of forms, in the iignt of new information that may be
available, the passage of time that makes additional properiies meet the threshold for historic
designations, and new perspectives on the cultural significance of property types and styles that may
previously have been underappreciated and under documented.

The Survey Update will identify areas where additional work is necessary, and provide a solid basis for
the City to move forward with its outstanding historic properties survey needs.

The Survey Update wifl result in a written Survey Plan, which will include an assessment of the existing

inventory of approximately 1400 properties and National Register documentation for historic properiies:

a prioritized list of properties recommended for updated or new inventory forms; and & prioritized survey
action plan for how best to undertake future documentation and protection of important properiies.

Community Praservation Act funding will be used to support the work of a Preservation Consultant to
complete the Survey Update.




... .. PROJECTNO.B
BEAUPORT WINDOW CONSERVATION (PHASE IV)
Project Sponsor: Historic New England

The Community Preservation Commitiee recommends the appropriation of $25,000 fo Historic New
England to provide professional conservation care for approximately 30 historic wood windows at
Beauport, Sleeper-McCann House, & National Landmark.

The Community Preservation Act spending purpose for this appropriation is to restore historic
resources.

Project Summary
Beauport, Historic New England's most-visited house museum, is a premiere travel dastination in the

City Gloucester, a nationally imporiant historic property and a unique educational and cultural resource.

The building's location on a natural rock ledge directly above the Atlantic Ocean places it directly in the
path of surface water runoff. Current restoration efforts, including the window conservation project, wil
prevent fulure moisture penetration, remove potential threats to the building, and mitigate further
damage to the historic fabric and collections.

In 2008, Historic New England secured a $500,00C matching grant for the planned $1,135,475
preservation project from Save America’s Treasures program through the Dapartment of the Interior to
address some of the most significant issues threatening the building and colections within. The scope of
work includes window repairs and repainting, masonry repairs, and a wood shingle roof replacement.

A partial mateh to the Save America’s Treasures grant was secured through the Massachusetts
Preservation Project Fund in 2008 that allowed Historic New England o begin window conservation
work on other sides of the house.

Historic New England is now working towards the chaliengéhg restoration of severely deteriorated
windows on the harbor side of the property, located over the rocky ledge and the sea.

Community Preservation Act funding will support Phase IV of the $50,000 window restoration project,
with matching funds through the Save America’s Treasures grant already approved.




PROJECT NO. ¢

~ CAPE ANN HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER
Project Sponsor: Gloucester Housing Authority

The Community Preservation Committee recommends the appropriation of $20,000 to the Gloucester
Housing Authority to expand their pre-purchase, post-purchase, and foreclosure prevention counseiing
programs through the Cape Ann Homeownership Center,

The Community Preservation Act spending purpese for this appropriation is to support community
housing for low and moderate~income individuals and families.

Project Summary
Established in 1948, the Gloucester Housing Authorify currently assists over 1400 low and moderate-
income housenolds on Cape Ann annually through public housing, rental assistance, and

homeownership programs.

Housing prices and tight credit markets pose obstacles for credit worthy families to purchase their own
home. The waiting lists for Gloucester Housing Authority pre-purchase certificate courses have doubled
in the past year. The goal of the Cape Ann Homeownership Center is to prepare the potential buyer to
be in the best possibie position armed with the highest level of knowledge prior to seeking financing.
The Homeownership Center also provides training on household budgeting, repair and maintenance,
and wise refinancing decisions o enable homeowners to stay in their homas and enjoy being part of the
Gloucester Community. There is an urgent need {o aducate prospective homeowners about safe and
stabie decisions to ensure the success of their pending homeownership. Guidance and tools to sustain
ownership and avoid foreclosure are provided to existing homeowners.

Community Preservation Act funding will help expand the existing counseling program offsetting
program expenses and the salary of the Homeownership Specialist.




FROJECT NO. 10

- 10 TAYLOR STREET AFFORDABLE CONDOMINIUMS
Project Sponsor: Gardner Company

The Community Preservation Commitiee recommends the appropriation of $110,000 to the Gardner
Company o help fund the construction of three affordable condominium units at 10 Tayior Street,

The Community Preservation Act spending purpose for this appropriation is to create community
housing for low and moderate-income individuals and families.

Project Summary

The Gardner Company proposes fo acquire, al a bargain price, a vacant 4,318 s.f. fot, currently owned
by the Gloucester Housing Authority, and constiuct three new condominiums, in accordance with plans
approved by the Zoning Board of Appeais. Ali of the units will be sold 1o pre-qualified, income eligible,
first-time buyers at prices no greater than $13C,000 for 2, two-plus bedroom townhouses and 1, one-
bedroom handicap accessible unit. These prices will allow households earning approximately 50-70% of
the area median income to qualify for purchase. All units wiil be deed restricted as permanentiy
affordable, meet the requirements of the Local Initiative Program of the Department of Housing and
Community Development, and count towards the City's subsidized housing inventory. Multiple funding
sources will combine to achieve the balance of the required $140,000- $150,000 project subsidy.
Construction financing will be provided by Bank Gloucaster

The 10 Tayior Street Condominium project will reviialize an exdsting vacant iof in central Gloucester, and
provide affordable housing in an established neighborhood. The site is within walking distance of Main
St., the waterfront and CATA bus-service.

Community Preservation Act funding will be used to offsat aif project expenses, including land
acquisition, site improvements, building construction and project management.
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City Hall
Nine Dale Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930

TEL 978-281-9700
FAX 978-281-9738
ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov

CITY OF GLOUCESTER
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

October 1, 2010

Mr. Jeff Crawford
646 Washington Street
Gloucester, MA 01930

Dear Mr. Crawford;

Thank you for your interest in serving on the City of Gloucester’s Historical Commission.
I have issued you a 90-day temporary appointment to serve on this committee which will
enable you to attend and vote at meetings. Please report to the City Clerk’s office at your
earliest convenience to pick up your appointment card {copy enclosed) and be sworn in.

Your appointment will be forwarded to the City Council for their October 12, 2010 meeting
and will be referred out to the Ordinance and Administration subcommittee. You will be
contacted by the Clerk of Committees as to the date on which the 0&A Committee will
review your appointment.

Should you have any questions or if you require any additional information, please do not
hesitate to contact my office.

Again, thank you for agreeing to serve on the Historical Commission. I truly appreciate the
hard work and dedication you and your colleagues on this important committee offer on

behalf of the City of Gloucester.

Sincerely,

Carolyn A. Ki
Mayor

cc: Mayor’s Report to City Council

David Rhinelander, Chair-Historical Commission
Enclosure
CAK/c




EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 2010

The ity of Glourester, ﬁ[zzsﬁmfgﬁszﬂﬁ

Dear Jeff Crawford, 646 Washington Street, Gloucester, MA
It is my pleasure to inform you thar I have this day appointed you

Lo _the HISTORICAL COMMISSION of the City of

Gloucester, Massachusetts_m
This is a 90—day_£g1_n_ggrarz appointment. After City Council

_approval, term to éxpire 2/14/2012. (Filligg_ggggggy_gg_qgted

by resignation of Robert Wolfe,)
Respectfully

N.B. You are required o be sworn in ar the office of the®t? efore iﬁg
under this appointmens .

Sworn in_______%_______m_______‘______w_ By.%__%___m___m__m“______%___m_.




- JEFF CRAWFORD

September 28, 2010 M@y @? S
Mayor Kark

City Hall

Gloucester, MA 01630

Dear Mavor Kirk,
I am writing to you regarding my interest and request o join the Glouces-
ter Historical Commission.

At the invitation of Tan Lane and David Rhinelander, T have been attend-
ing meetings since last spring, and I am now requesting to become a voting
member of this commission. T was first introduced (o the work of this
commission by my friend Pru Fish, and T believe that I am 2 good candi-

date to assist this group.

In my work, I have spent the past twenty five years presery ing, restoring,
and rebuilding old buildings 1 the (,‘apff. Anmarvea. T helieve 1ima my un-
derstanding of the mechanics of historic buildings and my vears of read-

mg and studving local history will be of value o this Commission. My
work reflects my belief in preserving the past while establishing the [uture.

I have been committed to the Gloucester communty [or many vears.
For the past five vears T have been teaching Cape Ann children Qutward
Bound skills with the Gloucester Mugeum Se hnﬂ- during the summer
months. My primary focus in teaching is to uilize Cape Ann as a living
classroom and to mstill in our children 2 love and sense of wonder for the
area in which they live, M
love of local history with the kids. T am aﬂqo the Boy Scout Troop Master

Smtention s to share my vast knowledge and

for Gloucester Troop 56, a member of the Building Commitiee for the
Annisquam Yillage Church, and T was one of the founders of the New
Fish Festval.

.. P,
Sincerely youks

JefF Crawlord

B48 WASHINGTON 8T, GLOUCESTER, A 01930
EEEMEAWEJBQ@IMM

CELL 978 834 7873
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Bilts & Laws
General Laws

FreEndla)

PART I ADMINISTRATION OF THE GOVERNMENT
{Chapters § through 182}

TITLE VII CITIES, TOWNS AND DISTRICTS
CHAPTER 40 POWERS AND DUTIES OF CITIES AND TOWNS

Jaint Buiey

Section 8D Historical commission; establishment; powers and duties

Section 80. A city or town which accepts this section may establish an histaricas cornmission, hareinafter called the
cormmission, for the preservation, protectien and development of the historical or archentogical assets of such city or
town. Such commission shall conduct researches for places of historic or archeological value, shall cocperate with the
state archeologist in conducting such researches or other surveys, and shall seei ta coordinate the activities of H
unoffictal bocies organized for similar purposes, and may advertise, prepare, print and distribute hooks, maps, charts, i
plans and pamphlets which it deems necessary for its work, Far the purpose of protecting and preserving such places,
it rnay make such recommendstions as i deems necessary to the city cauncil or the selectmen and, subject to the
approval of the city coundil or the selectmen, to the Massachusetts histaricat commisston, that any such place be
certified as an historical or archeslogical landmark, It chail repart to the state archeolegist the existence of any

| archeological, paiesntological or historical site or object discovered in accordance with section twenty-seven C of

i i chapter nine, and shall apply for germits nicessary pursuant to said section twenty-seven C. Any information received i
by 2 local historical commission with respect ta the focation of sites and specimens, as defined th sectlon twenty-six B
of chaster ning, shail not be a public recard. The cemmission may hold hearings, may ¢nter into contracks with
individuals, organizations and institutions for services furthering the obiectives of the commissian’s program; may

1 enterinto contracts with iocat or regional assaciations for cooperative endeavors furthering the comemission’s program;
may accept gifts, contributions and bequests of funds from individuals, foundations and from federal, state or other
governmental bodias for the purpose of furthering the commission's pragram; may make and sign any agregments
and may 4o and perform any and ali acts which may be neressary or desirabie to carry out the purposes of this
section. It shall keep accurate records of #ts meetings and acticns and shall Bie an annual report which shalt e arinted
ir the case of towns in the annual town report. The commission ey appoint such derks and other empicyees as it
may fram time to time reguire. The cormmission shatl consist of nat l2ss than three nor more than seven membars, In
cities the members shall be appointed by the mayar, subject ta the provisions of the city charter, except that in cities
having a city manager form of government, said appaintments shall be by the city manager, subject to the provisions
of the charter; and in towns they sha#l be appointed by the selectmen, excepting towns having a town marager farm
of government, in which towns appointments shall be made by the town manager, subject to the approval of the
selectmen. When a commissian i first established, the terms of the members shalt be far ane, two or three years, and
so arranged that the terms of appreximately one third of the members will expire sach year, and their successors shall
be appointed For terms of three years each. Any member of a commission so appointed may, after a public hearing if
requested, be removed for cause by the appointing autharity, A vacancy CCCUPHing otherwise than by expiration of a
term shai ir & city or town be filted for the gnexpired term in the same manner as an originai appointment. Sald
comimissian may acquire in the name of the ity or town by gift, purchase, grant, bequest, davise, lease or otherwise
the fee or lesser interest in real or personal property of significant hiskoricai value and may manage the same.

Copyright @ 2010 The General Court, All Rights Reserved

http://www.malegislature.gov/Laws/GeneralLaws/Partl/ Title VII/Chapter40/Section8D 9/30/2010




City Hall TEL 978-281-9700
Nine Dale Avenue FAX 978-281-9738
Gloucester, MA 01930 ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

October 1, 2010

Ms. Candace Wheeler
8 Rockholm Road
Gloucester, MA 01930

Dear Ms. Wheeler:

Thank you for your interest in serving on the City of Gloucester's Clean Energy Commission. |
have issued you a 90-day temporary appointment to serve on this committee which will enable
you to attend and vote at meetings. Please report to the City Clerk’s office at your earliest
convenience to pick up your appointment card {copy enclosed) and be sworn in.

Your appointment will be forwarded to the City Council for their October 12, 2010 meeting and
will be referred out to the Ordinance and Administration subcommittee. You will be contacted
by the Clerk of Committees as to the date on which the 0&A Committee will review your
appointment.

Should you have any questions or if you require any additional information, please do not
hesitate to contact my office.

Again, thank you for agreeing to serve on the Clean Energy Commission. | truly appreciate the
hard work and dedication you and your colleagues on this important committee offer on behalf
of the City of Gloucester.

Sincerely,

Carelyrf A. Kigk
Mayor

cc Mayor’s Report to City Council

Sarah Garcia, Community Development Director
Enclosure
CAK/c




EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 2010

The ity of Gloncester, Massarhusetts

Dear Candace Wheeler, 8 Rockholm Road, Gloucester, MA 01530
It is my pleasure to inform you that I have this day appointed you

to the CLEAN ENERGY COMMISSTION of the City of

Gloucester, Massachusetts

This is a 90-day temporary appointment. Aftex City Council

approval, term to expire 2/14/2012, (Filling vacancy created

by resignation of Michelle Dyer,
Respectfully, -

N.B. You are required to be sworn in at the STty

under this appointment.

By:

Sworn in




Application for Clean Energy Commission Vacancy Page 1 of |

Christine Pé}xtano

From:  Carolyn Kirk [ckirk@gloucester-ma.gov}

Sent:  Thursday, September 23, 2010 2:50 PM

To: cpantano@ci.gloucester.ma.us; ‘Sarah Garciag'
Subject: FW: Application for Clean Ensrgy Commission Vacancy

From: Candace Wheeler [mailto:candacepwheeler@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 23, 2010 2:38 PM

To: Carolyn Kirk - Mayor

Cc: Jim Duggan; Cleaves, Sam

Subject: Application for Clean Energy Commission Vacancy

Dear Mavyor Kirk,

While attending a meeting of the MAPC North shore Task Force, | learned from Sam Cleaves that there is an
opening on the Gloucester Clean Energy Commission. | would be very interested in joining the Clean Energy
Commission, and wouid like to submit my name for that vacancy. | talked with Sam about the work of the
Commission, and | feei that it could play an important role not only in meeting environmental goals, but also in
saving municipal funds, and fueling economic development in Gloucester. | would like to be part of that!

I'think that my background could be useful to the dialogue of the Commission. | spent 30 years working for the
Town of Hamilton, with 12 years as the Town Planner, and 18 years as the Town Administrator. | worked on the
wind energy by law adopted by Hamilton in the 1980’s, and more recently worked on the new alternative
energy siting by-law as part of the Green Communities Program. Hamilton and Wenham filed a joint application
for the Green Communities Program, and were designated as Green Communities this past spring. | also worked
on a proposed wind turbine project to be developed jointly with the U.S. Air Force at their Hamilton solar
telescope site, and on setting up and administering a joint Hamilton-Wenham Energy Services Contracting
project for retrofitting municipal buildings with energy-saving capital improvements, funded through the stream
of energy savings resulting from the improvements.

50, I bring some relevant experience and much enthusiasm for the City’s work on clean energy options and
conservation. Please tet me know if | need to do anything other than submit this e-mail to appiy for the opening
on the Clean Energy Commission, and please feef free to contact me at the phone/e-mail listed below.

Thank you for your consideration.

Candace Wheeler
8 Rockho!m Road, Gloucester, MA 01930

Home; 978-281-3566
Celi: 978-835-6110
£-mail: candacepwheeler@gmail.com

10/1/2010




DIVISION 11

SECTION 2-514 CLEAN ENERGY COMMISSION

Be it enacted by the City Council assembied and by the authority of the same as follows:

Sec. 2-514 The Gloucester Ciean Energy Commission is created to promote clean energy
options in Gloucester, including energy efficiency, conservation and the development of clean
and renewable energy,

Sec. 2-515 The Commission shall pursue the following tasks:

a)

Propose and develop strategies to reduce energy costs of city-owned facilities and
vehicles through energy conservation, efficiency and renewable energy measures, The
strategies may include electricity, vehicle fuel, natural gas and oil conservation and may
identify innovative cost-saving measures.

Recommend city-wide programs including participation in federal or state-wide energy
initiatives, such as the Green Communities Program, to promote and facilitate smart
energy strategies for Gloucester citizens on both public and private real property.

Work with appropriate city departments to track energy usage and costs associated with
key assets and operations of the City.

identify climate adaptation and mitigation issues and strategies to safeguard the long-
term economic and cultural vitality of the City.

Follow emerging federal and state mandates, as well as initiatives and funding
opporiunities for energy conservation, renewable energy, or climate adaptation and
mitigation strategies. Recommend strategies to comply with applicable mandatory or
voluntary standards.

Provide guidance, in the form of education or information, to the Mavyor, City Council
and key city departments and personnel, to support their decision-making on
recommended strategies and clean energy opportunities.

Serve as a communications and information rescurce on clean energy issues and city
initiatives for the public through:

i) Meetings and sponsorad events:

ii} Maintenance of an active web site;

iif) Regular communications to interested parties; and

iv) Public/private partnerships.

Pagelof2




Sec. 2-516

a) The Commission shall consist of seven (7) members. Members shali be
appointed by the Mayor and approved by the City Council, subject to the provisions of the City
Charter, Appointees shall serve staggerad terms of two years beginning at the date of
appointment and ending on February 14 as required by the city charter. Commission members
shalt be Gloucester residents and may include representation by appropriate city employees as
determined by the Mayor. Members will be selected based on relevant éxperience and
knowledge in energy management strategies, renewable and alternate energies, energy
efficiency and/or community sustainability. A vacancy occurring other than by expiration of a
term shall be filled for the unexpired term in the same manner as an original appointment.

b} The terms of the members shall be Staggered, as such, the initial members shall

be for the following terms: _
i Three members for one year:
i, Four members for two vears.
c) The Commission shall:
i Meet on a monthly basis and retain meeting minutes;
ii, Report to the Mayor on a guarterly basis; and

iit. Beginning six months after its initial formation, the Commission shall
submit to the Council on a semi~annu_ai basis a report of its activities and
its progress in achieving its mission.

Page2of2




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Tuesday, September 28, 2010
7:00 p.m.
Kyrouz Auditorium — City Hall
Council Meeting 2010-21

Present:  Council President, Jacqueline Hardy; Vice President, Sefatia Theken; Councilor Joseph
Ciolino; Councilor Paul McGeary; Councilor Steven Curcuru; Councilor Bruce Tobey; Councilor
Greg Verga; Councilor Robert Whynott

Absent: None.

Also Present: Linda T. Lowe; Jim Duggan; Kenny Costa; Jeff Towne; Jack Vondras; Max Schenk;
Rufus Collinson; Janet Rice; Kersten Lanes; Maggie Rosa; Charles Olsen; Nicole Bogin; Attorney
Robert J. Coakley; Thomas Hauck; Larry Ingersoll; Peter Jenner; Henry Ferrini

The meeting was called to order at 7:02p.m.

Flag Salute and Moment of Silence.

Oral Communications:

Maggie Rosa, 26 Fort Hill Avenue announced a significant improvement in the City Hall building: a
newly restored bell cradle and clock. Time was now “right” on all four sides of the building thanks to a
generous donation from the Dusky Foundation and individual donors as well.

Sherry Gallagher, 8 Columbia Street presented a petition signed by 41 neighbors to the City Council and
stated they have an abandoned, condemned building in their neighborhood (submitted and on file) and
have sought the attention of City departments to alleviate the matter and asked for help in expediting a
solution. Eight other people from the neighborhood were present at the meeting. She stated she has also
provided this petition to the Mayor. Councilor Hardy advised her that she will receive a reply from the
Mayor’s office in two weeks.

Councilors’ Requests to the Mayor: All Councilor requests have been received in writing and
forwarded to the office of the Mayor.

Confirmation of Appointments:

Councilor Theken stated questions were asked of all appointees regarding Open Meeting Laws, the
State Ethics Commission test., and were interviewed as to their background and how it relates to their
particular Council or Board to the O&A Committee’s satisfaction which could recommend the four
appointees below to the Council.

Thomas Hauck Gloucester Cultural Council TTE 02/14/2013
MOTION: On motion by Councilor Verga, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Thomas Hauck to the Gloucester Cultural Council, TTE 02/14/2013.

Discussion:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council

voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to appoint Thomas Hauck to the Gloucester Cultural Council, TTE
02/14/2013.
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Martin Ray Gloucester Cultural Council TTE 02/14/2013

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Martin Ray to the Gloucester Cultural Council, TTE 02/14/2013.

Discussion:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to appoint Martin Ray to the Gloucester Cultural Council, TTE
02/14/2013.

Kersten Lanes  Capital Improvement Advisory Board (CIAB) TTE 02/14/2013

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Kersten Lanes to the Capital Improvement Advisory Board (CIAB), TTE 02/14/2013.

Discussion:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to appoint Kersten Lanes to the Capital Improvement Advisory
Board (CIAB), TTE 02/14/2013

Janet Rice Capital Improvement Advisory Board (CIAB) TTE 02/14/2013

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Janet Rice to the Capital Improvement Advisory Board (CIAB), TTE 02/14/2013.

Discussion:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to appoint Janet Rice to the Capital Improvement Advisory Board
(CIAB), TTE 02/14/2013.

By the Council’s unanimous consent the Administration made the following introduction:

Jim Duggan, CAO introduced Paul Keane, new City Engineer, to the City Council who began his
employment with the City the previous week.

Mr. Keane introduced himself as a 15 year public sector employee and an experienced engineer of 30
years, who had also worked as a DPW director in two other Massachusetts communities, his last public
appointment having been with the City of Dedham.

Councilor Theken asked Mr. Keane has he been around the City

Mr. Keane stated he is working on the large projects already ongoing within the City. He’s seen quite
a bit of the City and is involved in all the infrastructure work. He understood there were many
challenges and great opportunities ahead for him in this new position.

Presentations:
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1 of 1: Max Schenk — Board of Health — Title V Septic System Regulations

Max Schenk, Health Department Manager of Environmental Health stated they are aware of the
Columbia Street issues referenced to in Oral Communications, and that the Building Inspector has been in
communication with them; and that folks in the audience may see some action soon. He reviewed for the
Council the Title V regulations, how they have changed over time, as well statistics on Gloucester septic
systems: Out of the approximately 11,000 properties in Gloucester, 2,934 have septic systems. Out of
those, 2,114 have advanced pre-treatment systems and 61 have a “tight tank”. He went into the
background on Title V and the Gloucester Board of Health’s septic system regulations for them. Lastly,
he described resources for residents who need to replace their failed septic system (copy of Mr. Schenk’s
documentation on file and further information available at the Gloucester Health Department and at the
City’s website: gloucester-ma.gov).

Councilor Tobey stated he had asked for this presentation. He wanted more detail regarding the DEP
requirement that the Board issue letters to homeowners who had failed septic systems with two years to
upgrade those systems; and that for certain areas in West Gloucester those two years were nearly up. He
asked how many of those letters the department issued.

Mr. Schenk stated 80-plus which included 91 failed systems in the City.

Councilor Tobey asked how he foresaw this evolving over time.

Mr. Schenk explained all folks are asked to do, is for them to do what was to be done when their system
failed. Everyone gets two years to remedy the situation, stating economy drives much of this. The
number of Title V inspections done are driven by time of transfer of real estate. They expect around 20 to
30 septic systems per year now in the waning real estate market as opposed to much more during the real
estate boom years. It is also based on new home construction; it, too, has fallen off in the last year. This
problem will not go away; there are a lot of old systems in the community.

Councilor Tobey asked if there was a limit a household could borrow under the septic loan program.
Mr. Schenk stated there is no limit; but there is a household income limit ($150,000) to apply.
Councilor Tobey asked when they think they’ll cease to be so responsive with this financial program.
Mr. Schenk stated that has to do with the DEP and their funding. It is a long-standing program with a
zero interest loan and didn’t see it going away anytime soon.

Councilor Tobey asked about 61 homes on “tight tanks” and asked if they can sell their homes, will the
DEP allow for this going forward.

Mr. Schenk stated this is based on DEP criteria. They are approving them as they go through. Even they
see that there’s no other option for these folks regarding waste water. He explained that tight tanks are
strictly holding tanks for household wastewater. Where most septic systems have a pipe coming from the
house into a settling tank, and then another pipe goes out to either a leaching field or leach pit, when a
tight tank is used, there is no treatment of the effluent; only a pipe that goes from a house into a tank.
Then that tank must be pumped out by a septic hauling company on a regular basis.

Councilor Tobey asked so the Council can understand which of their neighbors have these kinds of
problems.

Mr. Schenk replied it was the peripheral areas of the City, like West Gloucester. Those folks on Essex
Avenue are pretty much sewer. For instance you have a septic system functioning just fine but there is a
sewer system near you, there’s no requirement you hook up to the system if your system is approved as
functioning. He noted other areas like Wingaersheek Beach area where folks are upgrading.

Councilor Tobey stated there was good news; that the community is so well served by the Board of
Health and are handling the regulatory burden so well; the DEP is exercising a little forbearance with
regards to this matter in Gloucester.

Councilor Mulcahey stated when the sewer went through Rt. 133 there were a lot of roads that were
bypassed. However, after that, new houses went up and were able to hook up to the sewer. Why were the
other houses not connected?

Mr. Schenk stated those decisions were made by the Engineering Department and is also a function of
whether the homeowner is willing to pay for building a connection to the Essex Avenue sewers. There is
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the capability to do private sewer extensions; but that this a process that goes through the Engineering
Department based on their regulations. They encourage neighbors to band together to do this, but it is not
an easy process; and there are out-of-pocket expenses that can be a burden to some homeowners.
Councilor Ciolino noted 91 septic failures and wanted to know if the area of Page Street and Way Road
was included in that number.

Mr. Schenk stated he didn’t believe there were many properties included from that area the Councilor
mentioned. They are in communication with the Building Department so that they can check who is or is
not on sewer.

Councilor Ciolino asked when a tank is pumped out, the company that did the pumping writes a report
and submit it; did that still occur.

Mr. Schenk stated they are supposed to and should. The property owner, the Health Department and the
pumping company are supposed to have a copy of the report.

Councilor Ciolino asked how the step systems were doing.

Mr. Schenk stated he couldn’t answer that question, that it would be managed by the DPW and the
Engineering Department and the outside contractor, Woodward & Curran.

Councilor Ciolino then asked if they don’t hear from a property that their tank has been emptied, how
long does it take for the Health Department to get notification to the homeowner

Mr. Schenk stated that under Board of Health regulations they’re supposed to do it every three and one
half years at the outside. When they were not so inundated, they would check monthly; but now with the
workload and staff cutbacks they get to it only every six months to a year. The burden is on the
homeowner. Generally they look through function check forms. If they see an issue they’ll pull it out.
Councilor Theken thanked Mr. Schenk and the Health Department for their hard work. She spoke of
some West Gloucester streets several years ago that were promised they would have City sewer who were
experiencing problems during flooding conditions. Their septic systems were failed and were given a
special dispensation.

Mr. Schenk stated those homes were notified or should have been, and that they have two years to
upgrade. In terms of where does sewer go, in some regards it is a decision by the Council, the
Administration, and the Engineering Department. Once those decisions are made, the Health Department
then enforces the regulations.

Councilor Theken asked about West Parish School

Mr. Schenk stated that system is working fine. They are on City sewer and the septic system has been
decommissioned.

Councilor Theken asked if the neighbors could hook in.

Mr. Schenk stated certain properties that people had stubs put out and can connect if they want to; but he
wasn’t sure how far back those properties were that could connect to it.

Councilor Theken asked if from the Fire Station down Concord Street toward Rt. 128 have they talked
to the families there.

Mr. Schenk stated that would be the DPW.

Councilor Theken asked if they have been educated on the loan program.

Mr. Schenk stated many more households than one would think meet the financial requirement. When a
septic system fails, they send them a packet for all the information they need.

Councilor Curcuru thanked Mr. Schenk and spoke of tight tanks. There is an added cost as it is pumped
regularly.

Mr. Schenk stated they encourage those homeowners to use water saving devices and fixtures’, agreeing
it was an expensive but necessary solution.

Councilor Curcuru stated Mr. Schenk indicated there are some houses in the inner city that are on septic
tanks. If there is no issue in a neighborhood they don’t know about it at the Health Department.

Mr. Schenk stated there are other observable issues like ponding. Staff can go out and note the odor and
the state of the ground in the yard to find the failure. If they go out on a complaint, they do a thorough
look. If they can’t see anything obvious, they can’t require a property owner to spend the money to hire a
backhoe operator to dig a 10 ft. hole for testing.
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Councilor Curcuru stated then in a possible failing system the Health Department can’t do anything
about it?

Mr. Schenk stated if it is not obvious then they can something about it. They can go forward legally to
require the property owner to do a Title V inspection with a deep hole inspection also.

Councilor Curcuru asked about the cost of a new system versus tying into the sewer system.

Mr. Schenk stated it depends on where the home is. If there is ledge, and much of Cape Ann has that
issue, and blasting is required to put a line through, the costs are much higher ($30,000 to $50,000).
Councilor Curcuru asked if the system is failing do they still get two years.

Mr. Schenk stated there are exceptions but generally two years.

Councilor Verga also thanked Mr. Schenk for this presentation and for coming to his ward meeting in
March. If a homeowner has a system that meets Title V, they don’t have to tie in to the sewer system.
The loan program helped him to decommission his cesspool. A neighbor wasn’t so lucky, but the
program helped people with these costs. He hoped for some kind of program for people who get
“zapped” with huge septic bills and are near wetlands. He wondered what happens if people say they
won’t do anything.

Mr. Schenk stated that hasn’t happened yet during his tenure with the City, although he knew it had
happened in the past. They can pull them into court if it gets to that point. This ties to a person’s home
value and affects the sale of a home. They explain it is in the homeowner’s short- and long-term interest
[to correct the situation].

Councilor Verga agreed it can help with values. But in Lanesville with the sewer betterment bills they
received, and with septic systems that cost up to $90,000 it can be daunting.

Mr. Schenk stated that’s why they try to approach each situation individually; but they are required by
DEP and local regulations that public health and safety is maintained.

Councilor Verga didn’t think anyone didn’t want to protect the environment. He appreciated the work
Mr. Schenk and the Health Department has done and continues to do.

Councilor Whynott noted in the 1970’s at the DPW there was a valve that could be opened up to pump
out there. He wondered if this was still done and if any businesses were allowed to have tight tanks.
Mr. Schenk stated no, this was not done. There are other issues that would dictate why.

Councilor McGeary also thanked Mr. Schenk. He asked out of the 2,934 septic systems in the City, how
many are on streets with sewer lines.

Mr. Schenk stated he believed only a very few. They are now reviewing that statistic in the City.
Councilor McGeary asked if there is a list of priorities if the ARRA federal funding program comes
along to have a shovel ready list of streets they would like to see sewer on.

Mr. Schenk stated that would come down to priority drainage areas where watersheds drain into shellfish
beds, the Walker Creek area, Bay View beaches as an example as was established by the Daylor Report.
Councilor Hardy asked regarding folks who are on septic and hire private companies to inspect and
pump their systems. Some of those people get notices every six months from private inspection
companies that it’s time to pump. But legally how frequently does the City require them to pump.

Mr. Schenk stated by local regulations the B.O.H requires inspections every 3-1/2 years; this is not a
Title V inspection. This is a basic inspection which takes place at the time of the pumping, making sure
there’s no ponding, that the tank is in good condition, etc.; once every three and one half years which is a
bare minimum, recognizing that a family of five’s needs would vary from those from, say, an elderly
couple.

Consent Agenda:

¢ MAYOR’S REPORT
1. Proclamation designating the late poets, Vincent Ferrini & Charles Olsen as Honorary Poets Laureate of
the City of Gloucester (Presentation)
2. Memorandum from CFO relative to Loan authorization for Capital Item for FY11 (Refer B&F)
3. Memorandum from Community Development Director requesting acceptance of remaining $250,000 Seaport
Bond Funds (Refer B&F)
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4. Memorandum from Fire Chief re: addition of new fees & increasing current fees (Refer B&F)
5. Memorandum from Fire Chief re: acceptance of a donation in the amount of $500.00 (Refer B&F)
6. Memorandum from Harbormaster re: permission to pay FY10 invoices with FY11 funds (Refer B&F)
7. Memorandum from Health Director re: acceptance of a grant amendment award in the amount of $20,000
(Opiate Prevention) (Refer B&F)
8. Appointments:  Open Space and Recreation Committee TTE 02/14/2012  Patty Amaral
Zoning Board of Appeals TTE 02/14/2011  Michel Nimon (Refer O&A)
9. Response to Oral Communication of August 17, 2010 City Council Meeting to Ms. Marina Evans (Info Only)
10. Memorandum from Community Development Director re: APA National Conference (Info Only)

11. Memorandum from Community Development Director re: submitted Green Communities Designation Applicat. (Info Only)
e APPLICATIONS/PETITIONS

1. PP2010-005: Installation of J.O. Guy Stub Pole #3-84 and Anchor and Guy re: Tufts Lane (Refer P&D)
2. PP2010-006: Installation of approximately 17 feet of Underground Conduit re: School Street (Refer P&D)
3. PP2010-007: Installation of approximately 16 feet of Underground Conduit re: Middle Street (Refer P&D)
4. SCP2010-012: Kondelin Road #16, GZO Sec. 5.13 PWSF (Refer P&D)
5. SCP2010-013: Rogers Street #127, GZO Sec. 5.13 PWSF (Refer P&D)
6. SCP2010-014: Cherry Street #32 (O’Maley Middle School), GZO Sec. 5.22 Wind Turbine (Refer P&D)
e APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. City Council Meeting: 08/31/10 (Approve/File)
2. Special City Council Meeting: 09/21/10 (Approve/File)
3. Standing Committee Meetings: O&A 09/07/10, P&D 09/08/10, B&F 09/09/10, O&A 09/20/10, Special B&F
09/21/10, P&D 09/22/10, B&F 09/23/10 (under separate cover) (Approve/File)
¢ COMMUNICATIONS
1. Thank you for Hearing our Presentation Letter re: Dog Park (File)
2. Letter from Senator Tarr & State Representative Ferrante to Governor Patrick re: Gloucester Community Arts Charter  (File)
3. Letter from Senator Brown to City Clerk re: American Jobs and Closing Tax Loopholes Act of 2010 (File)
4. Letter from Lt. Governor Murray re: MassWorks Infrastructure Program (Info Only)
5. Letter from Patricia Pierce re: Radiation Monitoring of Air and Water in City of Gloucester (Refer P&D)
6. Letter from National Grid re: Cherry Street and Reservoir Road (Refer P&D)
7. Correspondence from Shirley Lake re: Green Street Playground (Refer O&A)
e ORDERS
1. CC2010-066 (Curcuru) Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking prohibited at all times” and Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away
Zones re: Centennial Avenue #20 TO Leslie O. Johnson Road (Refer TC & O&A)
2. CC2010-067 (Curcuru) Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking prohibited at all times” re: intersection of
Summer Street and Granite Street from in front of Summer Street #21 (Refer TC & O&A)
3. CC2010-068 (Hardy) Review parking situation and traffic flow from its intersection with Washington St. to
its intersection with Norwood Heights (Refer TC & O&A)

Items to be added/deleted from the Consent Agenda:

Councilor Tobey asked to remove Item #2 under the Mayor’s Report: Memorandum from CFO relative
to a Loan Authorizations for Capital Items for FY11. He asked that this be with B&F and meeting jointly
with the CIAB to learn how this would line up with the overall policy of capital improvements.

By unanimous consent the matter was referred to the B&F Committee.

By unanimous consent the City Council accepted the Consent Agenda as amended.

Councilor McGeary invited Henry Ferrini, nephew of the poet Vincent Ferrini and Charles Olsen, son of
the poet, Charles Olsen, to come forward and noted the history of great writers nurtured in Gloucester.

He also acknowledged the presence of Gloucester’s current poet laureate, Rufus Collinson. He recounted
to those present the contribution of the poet Charles Olsen on his centenary anniversary as well as those
of Vincent Ferrini. He then read the Proclamation designating the late poets, Vincent Ferrini and Charles
Olson, as Honorary Poets Laureate of the City of Gloucester.
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Henry Ferrini, by unanimous consent read to the Council a poem by his uncle, Vincent entitled
Prologue.

Charles Olsen thanked the Council and felt his father would have appreciated this honor.

Councilor Hardy added that the proclamation that was read and done by the Administration was at the
behest of Councilor McGeary.

Councilor Hardy noted the Olsen Centenary celebration events through October 10"

Rufus Collinson, Poet Laureate recalled the friendship between the now honorary Poets Laureate, Olsen
and Ferrini, exceptional men who extolled the beauty of Gloucester and honored the two “poets of life”.

For Council Vote:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Theken, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to adopt Council Order #CC2010-065 (Hardy) to send a letter to State
Representative Ann-Margaret Ferrante and State Senator Bruce Tarr requesting they secure state
money to study the feasibility of a bypass road either linking Nugent Stretch in Rockport to
Blackburn Circle in Gloucester or exploring the possibility of another route to establish the link.
Further that the Gloucester City Council invite the Rockport Selectpersons and other interested
stakeholders including but not limited to the EDIC and representatives of environmental interests
and Gloucester’s state delegation to a joint meeting to engage in a comprehensive discussion about
a possible joint venture related to the issues involved with the proposed linkage. This order is put
forth with the condition that protection to Gloucester’s natural resources, including, but not limited
to, its watershed and reservoirs are of the highest priority and with the understanding that there
will be no compromise related to the protection of same.

Public Hearings:

1. PH2010-008: SCP 2010-001: 79-99 Essex Avenue, Sec. 2.3.1(12), Sec. 5.7.3 Major Project, Sec.
3.1.6(b) height excess 35 ft., lowlands Sec. 5.50 lot area per two guest special permit 3.2.6
(Continued from 04/13/10)

This public hearing is opened and continued to November 23, 2010 at the request of the applicants
in a letter received by the Council from Attorney Ralph Pino (letter on file) and that a letter with
the date certain of the continuation be sent to the attorney by the City Clerk.

2. PH2010-061: Amend Gloucester Zoning Map and Zoning Ordinance re: 33 & 47 Commercial Street
(Birdseye Mixed Use Overlay District) (Continued from 08/17/10)

This public hearing is opened and continued to October 26, 2010 at the request of Lisa Mead, the
attorney for the applicant (written request on file).

3. PH2001-069: SCP2010-011 — Hesperus Avenue #82, GZO Sec. 3.1.6(b) Building Height in excess
of 35’

This public hearing is opened and continued to October 12, 2010 at the request of the applicants in
a letter received from their attorney, J. Michael Faherty (letter on file).

4. PH2010-070: Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled Veteran, handicapped parking” re: Lexington
Avenue

This public hearing is opened.
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Those speaking in favor:

Katherine Martel, 89 Lexington Avenue spoke of her daughter with MS since she was four years old.
Her daughter was in the ground floor apartment which was no longer suitable for her as her condition
deteriorated. Her daughter swapped apartments with her mother and father. Because of that change, they
have asked that the handicapped parking space be moved to the vicinity of her new apartment walkway so
she can move directly from the vehicle to the sidewalk to the door of the home. There is a special ramp
that she has to use. Any great distance is very difficult for her. The first parking sign was moved but it
wasn’t moved far enough. She provided pictures to the Council (received and on file).

Larry Ingersoll, Co-Chair of the Traffic Commission stated they approved this order at their August 26"
meeting. Even though the DPW has moved the sign, the sign is not in the correct place.

Councilor Hardy noted there had been an emergency order and was done legally at a special City
Council meeting. This is to clarify the positioning of the sign.

Those speaking in opposition: None.

Communications: None.

Questions:

Councilor Mulcahey stated this handicapped parking spot is open to anyone with a handicapped placard
and wondered what would happen if Ms. Martell found the space occupied.

Mrs. Martell responded that it has never occurred. She was aware that it is a public space to anyone with
a placard. She didn’t know what they would do in that case.

Councilor Hardy believed the intent of the question was to be sure that the applicant understood the
nature of a handicapped parking space.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend the
Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by DELETING
Lexington Avenue westerly side, beginning at a point one hundred forty-four (144) feet from its
intersection with Shore Road for a distance of twenty-two (22) feet in a northerly direction and further by
ADDING Lexington Avenue westerly side beginning at a point one hundred seventy (170) feet
perpendicular to the wall at 89 Lexington Avenue from its intersection with Shore Road for a distance of
approximately twenty-two (22) feet more or less, in a northerly direction.

Discussion:

Councilor Verga thanked for the Council support on the emergency order previously. When the site visit
took place he believed the curb cut was probably interpreted as the driveway. He hoped for the Council
support on this order.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino the City Council voted
BY ROLL CALL 9in favor, 0 opposed to amend the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-287
(Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by DELETING Lexington Avenue westerly side,
beginning at a point one hundred forty-four (144) feet from its intersection with Shore Road for a
distance of twenty-two (22) feet in a northerly direction and further by ADDING Lexington Avenue
westerly side beginning at a point one hundred seventy (170) feet perpendicular to the wall at 89
Lexington Avenue from its intersection with Shore Road for a distance of approximately twenty-
two (22) feet more or less, in a northerly direction.

5. PH2010-071: Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “No Parking at all Times” and Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away
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Zones” re: Wells Street

This public hearing is opened.
Those speaking in favor:

Larry Ingersoll, Co-Chair, Traffic Commission stated that at their July 29, 2010 meeting they approved
the order and that there be no parking on both sides with of Wells Street with “NO PARKING EITHER
SIDE” signs be used and placed where appropriate. This is for safety reasons to prohibit parking on both
sides especially with trash trucks trying to get there. All the neighbors were in favor of the order as well.
Those speaking in opposition: None.

Communications: None.

Questions: None.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend the
Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) by ADDING No parking on
BOTH SIDES of Wells Street with “NO PARKING EITHER SIDE” signs, where appropriate, for both
sides of the street.

Discussion: None.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed to amend the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-
270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) by ADDING No parking on BOTH SIDES of Wells Street
with “NO PARKING EITHER SIDE” signs, where appropriate, for both sides of the street.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend the
Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING from #5 Wells Street to its
intersection with Beacon Street on both sides.

Discussion:

Councilor Theken noted that Councilor Curcuru brought this forward for safety reasons and was in
support of this order.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed the City Council to amend the Gloucester Code of
Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING from #5 Wells Street to its intersection with
Beacon Street on both sides.

6. PH2010-072: Amend GCO Sec. 22-288 “Off Street Parking Areas”, Sec. 22-289 “Parking Meter
Zones on Streets” and Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking” re: Manuel F. Lewis
Street

This public hearing is opened.

A) Code of Ordinances, Sec. 22-288 “Off Street Parking Areas”:
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This public hearing is opened.

Linda T. Lowe related that the new Gloucester City Engineer, Paul Keane, (see letter dated 9/28/2010 on
file) who is working on O&A’s request to update the 1991 official off-street parking lot for the Rose
Baker Senior Center at Manuel F. Lewis Street. He will present a revised/surveyed plan which provides
the correct/current number of spaces as required as per a vote by O&A on 9/20/2010.

This public hearing is continued to November 9, 2010.
MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council

voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed, to AMEND all Code of Ordinance references to Manuel F. Lewis Road
to Manuel F. Lewis Street when the Code of Ordinances is next updated by Muni-Code.

By unanimous consent the matter of PH2010-072: Amend GCO Sec. 22-288 “Off Street Parking
Areas”, was referred back to the O&A Committee awaiting the updated mapping by the City
Engineer.

B) Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-289 “Parking Meter Zones on Streets — Manuel F. Lewis Street”

This public hearing is opened.

Those speaking in favor: None.
Those speaking in opposition: None.
Communications: None.

Questions: None.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Theken, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed 1 (Tobey) absent to recommend to the City
Council to amend GCO Sec. 22-289 by adding: “Manuel F. Lewis Street meters, six (6) are free to
vehicles with current City of Gloucester Senior Resident Beach Parking Stickers effective Monday
through Friday on a first-come/first-served basis. No signs are required.”

Discussion:

Councilor Theken explained that the Committee felt it appropriate that the senior citizens of Gloucester
be allowed to park on Manuel F. Lewis Street during the hours the Rose Baker Senior Center is open
without having to feed the meters. They worked hard for their status as senior citizens, and it is the least
the City can do for them. There will be no signage on the street; each vehicle owned by a senior citizen
will have to have a current City of Gloucester Senior Resident Beach Parking Sticker affixed to their car
in order to use the six spaces on Manuel F. Lewis Street on a first come/first served basis. It will be
available Monday through Friday only. They don’t need signs and that the Police Department and
Parking Enforcement personnel will know not to ticket those seniors who have current Senior Resident
Beach Parking Stickers.

Councilor Ciolino, who had originated the order, stated that seniors were parking in the Walgreen’s
parking lot and that had to be discontinued; that area is tight for parking. It can be expensive to feed the
meters for the seniors and to have them worry about being ticketed. He felt they owe it to the City’s
senior citizens to assist them when their income is limited and to take care of them. He urged his fellow
Councilors to vote for this order.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed, to amend GCO Sec. 22-289 by adding: “Manuel F.
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Lewis Street meters, six (6) are free to vehicles with current City of Gloucester Senior Resident
Beach Parking Stickers effective Monday through Friday on a first-come/first-served basis. No
signs are required.”

Councilor Theken, the City Council liaison to the Senior Center, noted the presence of Peter Jenner, who
works closely with the Senior Center who has worked hard to see the passage of these changes.

C) Code of Ordinances, Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking in Manuel F. Lewis
Off-Street Parking Lot:

This public hearing is opened.

Those speaking in favor: None.
Those speaking in opposition: None.
Communications: None.

Questions: None.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Theken, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed to amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled
Veterans/Handicapped Parking” to create an additional handicapped parking space in the Manuel F.
Lewis Off-Street Parking Lot to be created nearest a rear entrance to the Rose Baker Senior Center and to
further amend Sec. 22-287 by adding five (5) total spaces currently signed/designated to Sec. 22-287 for a
total of six (6) spaces located at the front and rear entrances.

Discussion:

Councilor Theken explained that this was to make sure there were enough handicapped parking spaces
around the Rose Baker Senior Center to make it completely accessible to all of Gloucester’s seniors by
adding a sixth designated handicapped parking space and by referencing the existing spaces in the Code
of Ordinances.

Councilor Ciolino was in support of this motion and asked the Council to support it also.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, City Council voted
BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed to amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled
Veterans/Handicapped Parking” to create an additional handicapped parking space to be created
nearest a rear entrance to the Rose Baker Senior Center and to add five (5) total spaces currently
signed/designated to Sec. 22-287 for a total of six (6) spaces located at the front and rear entrances.

7. PH2010-073: Loan Order #10-07: Loan Authorization in the amount of $36,000
This public hearing is opened.
Those speaking in favor:

Jeff Towne, CFO stated that the $36, 000 loan order will repair the five doors on the bays at the Fire
Department and the Plymovent system for the air quality in the station. This originally wasn’t going to be
done but since they are going to be at Central Station a while; this is an energy savings issue, and health
issue (loss of heat through the five bay doors and air quality through the Plymovent system in the
building). This was going to use the last portion of fire station repair funds, which the Council had voted
to epoxy the floors. The Chief would rather use the funds for this purpose and that there is a vote that
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needs to be taken since a loan had not been taken out and then a vote will come before the Council to
rescind the previous vote.

Those speaking in opposition: None.

Communications: None.

Questions: None.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Hardy, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Budget & Finance
Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council that $36,000.00 is appropriated
for fire station repairs; that to meet this appropriation the Treasurer with the approval of the Mayor is
authorized to borrow $36,000.00 under G.L. c.44, §7(3A) or any other enabling legislation; that the
Mayor is authorized to contract for and expend any federal or state aid available for the project; and that
the Mayor is authorized to take any other action necessary to carry out this project; and that the Treasurer
is authorized to file an application with the Municipal Finance Oversight Board to qualify under Chapter
44A of the General Laws any or all of the bonds authorized by this order and to provide such information
and execute such documents as the Municipal Finance Oversight Board may require for these purposes.

Discussion:

Councilor Hardy stated for the record in order to avoid any appearance of impropriety (M.G.L. 268A)
her brother is a proud Gloucester firefighter; but since this matter does not have anything to do with salary
issues; she did not have a conflict of interest and would be voting on the matter.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed that $36,000.00 is appropriated for fire station
repairs; that to meet this appropriation the Treasurer with the approval of the Mayor is authorized
to borrow $36,000.00 under G.L. c.44, §7(3A) or any other enabling legislation; that the Mayor is
authorized to contract for and expend any federal or state aid available for the project; and that the
Mayor is authorized to take any other action necessary to carry out this project; and that the
Treasurer is authorized to file an application with the Municipal Finance Oversight Board to
gualify under Chapter 44A of the General Laws any or all of the bonds authorized by this order
and to provide such information and execute such documents as the Municipal Finance Oversight
Board may require for these purposes.

8. PH2010-074: SCP2010-010 — Middle Street #15, GZO Sec. 2.3.1.7 conversion to or new multi-
family dwelling four to six units, Sec. 3.1.6 for a building height over 35” and Sec. 3.2.2a for decrease
in minimum lot area per dwelling unit.

This public hearing is opened.

Those speaking in favor:

Attorney Robert J. Coakley, representing the applicant and owner of 15 Middle Street, Michael E. Lee
explained that this property was purchased several years ago. The application is a request for a
conversion of a three unit dwelling to a four unit dwelling which was intended to be owner occupied
under 2.3.1(7). The building has a gabled roof existing at 34 feet and to expand to a mansard style roof,
like that adjacent to his property. Further, they are asking for a height exception, to 39 feet under Sec.
3.1.6(b), as well as a decrease in the minimum lot area per dwelling unit from 10,000 feet to 7,890 feet,
decreasing the area by 2,110 feet. There was no proof positive how it became a three family dwelling.
There was a certificate of usage but that does not legally establish how it became a three family dwelling.
Mr. Lee wished to improve the property physically since he bought the property and wishes to make the
fourth dwelling on the top floor, owner occupied, which is essentially a slight height increase. They went
before the Zoning Board. They granted all the necessary underlying dimensional relief. They have the
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appropriate open space area, a 7,500 square foot area, over the 5,000 feet required. The plans are the
same as were put before the Zoning Board. There is ample parking on site, without counting the spaces in
the garage. Mr. Lee wishes to save the garage and fix it up. With the usage and ownership on site, he can
control that. It can be blocked by allocating spaces and to any one of the four parties on site. They’re
asking for two forms of relief, one is the SCP authorizing the conversion as a multi-family of four units
and for the ability to go up to 39 feet, counting a widows walk, which is common to the neighborhood,
measured to the top of the rail. The existing height is 34 feet. This would be five feet above the existing
height. They went with a set of plans rendered by Mr. Lee’s architect to the Zoning Board which were
approved. Mr. Sanborn suggested that Mr. Lee go back to the Board and show the minor changes that are
on the plans that the Council has and the Board approved the minor changes, windows from the driveway
side changing to a Juliet balcony which allows the doors to open more for show and safety purposes; they
are not wide enough for chairs. Another change was on the rear where the roof line was made into a flat
roof with a small deck on it. The plans that were approved by the Board are the same submitted to the
Council in the application. Visually instead of another gabled roof, it is a more simplistic design. The
Zoning Board felt it was a minimal change and voted to authorize it and those plans have been filed with
the Building Inspector. The other form of relief they’re asking for is that for a multi-family they need
2,500 sq. ft. per unit. They’re under it by about 500 ft. per unit. They’re asking for a ‘lot area” which was
not a variance, but a special, special permit, like the height variance that the City Council is empowered
to grant. He felt one of the advantages of this change was that the required means of egress for this
property are all internal. There will not be a “hodgepodge of stairways” crisscrossing on the outside of
the building. The design for the top floor is a mansard design. There is one of similar design next door to
15 Middle Street, also with a widow’s walk, and also across the street. Mr. Lee has upgraded the
electrical systems on the property. The house was kept within an extended family for 40 years. The
house was tired. Mr. Lee has done a lot of physical upgrades, the electrical being the most conspicuous
and most safety oriented. There is a staircase coming down the back of the building which is a required
egress which is in deteriorated condition; that would come off and be replaced by internal staircases.
There is a home of mansard design with a widow’s walk to one side of the property and one across the
street. The section of the Middle Street is replete with many multi-family dwellings. He pointed out
Angle Street and that portion of Washington Street nearby as having dwellings that have mazes of
external staircases, which would not be the case with Mr. Lee’s property. Some are as tall as or taller
than the proposal of Mr. Lee, as well as have more units. He felt the application to be straightforward,;
that will be a better looking building. They have more than the required parking plan. There is room for
cars to turn around on site and drive out facing into Middle Street. Attorney Coakley is submitting photos
from his presentation to the Council the following day which he described to them (all photos are on file
in the SCP file). He noted the condition added to the permit that no canopy be put on the widow’s walk.
Mr. Coakley noted the six criteria of Sec. 1.8.3 that this structure was meeting the socio-economic needs,
more than adequate parking; it is a sewered property and the electrical has been upgraded; the proposed 4
family is consistent with the area; the design is characteristic with those in the area; it will be owner
occupied upon completion. There is no blockage of view because the house is on a downhill slope. The
fiscal impact will add another unit to the tax rolls and for Mr. Lee to continue to upgrade the property.
Those speaking in opposition: None.

Communications: None.

Questions:

Councilor Theken asked about the parking and who was the previous owner.

Mr. Coakley stated they have six spaces plus the garage, and he was unsure of the previous owners. The
issue came up before P&D and he submitted 11 all-inclusive packages.

Councilor Theken wanted to know if the building was going from two units to four units.

Attorney Coakley stated it is a three unit domicile going to four units. The Building Inspector had
records dating April 17, 2008 by the Assistant Building Inspector certifying it as a three family home in
use for 20 years that way.

Councilor Theken was satisfied.
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This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Planning & Development
Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed on 15 Middle Street, Assessors Map #2, Lot #39 (R-5), to grant
the Special Council Permits (SCP2010-010) for conversion of an existing three (3) unit dwelling to a
four(4) unit dwelling by adding one (1) unit under Zoning Ordinance Sec. 2.3.1(7); and for a height
exception of nine (9) feet under Sec. 3.1.6(b) for a total height not to exceed thirty-nine (39) feet; and
under Sec. 3.2.2.a for a decrease in the minimum lot area per dwelling unit (4 units) from a total of 10,000
feet to a total of 7,890 feet with a decrease of 2,110 feet; and further, the Committee finds that the
proposed use in this application for these special permits meets the six (6) factors of Sec. 1.8.3 and under
Sec. 1.10.2 the proposed conversion is in harmony with the purpose of the zoning ordinance and will not
adversely affect the neighborhood with the following condition:

1. No canopy or permanent roof is to be built over the widow’s walk.
Discussion:

Councilor Ciolino stated the applicant has met the six requirements of Sec. 1.8.3; that the social,
economic or community needs are met with the upgrading of the existing building and the construction of
an additional dwelling to the existing three family which is a use consistent with the surrounding
neighborhood; traffic flow and safety by formalizing the existing parking on the site; there are adequate
utilities to serve the site, that the additional fourth proposed unit doesn’t place an additional strain on
public services; the neighborhood character and social structure is maintained as the proposed four-family
dwelling is consistent with the uses in the surrounding neighborhood; qualities of the natural environment
will be maintained, as the applicant shows no impact with the conversion and finally, the potential fiscal
impact by the addition of one unit, to be owner occupied will provide additional tax revenue to the City.
He would vote in favor of this application as it is a wonderful addition to the street and is consistent with
the neighborhood. It is a good plan and worth the expansion. There are a lot of existing three families
not on the City records. When one of these buildings get sold that is when the issue comes up. He urged
his fellow Councilors to vote for it.

Councilor Whynott went to see the property on his own; and two people who lived across the street were
there and spoke to them. They thought it was fine. He would support it.

Councilor Verga would support it and thought this was an excellent plan. He had no problems making
this a legal four family. They will be four safe units, unlike some others in the City.

Councilor Theken noted so many homes are three family unit homes that are not necessarily legal and
safe; she liked the plan and appreciated the condition placed on the permit.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the City Council voted
BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed on 15 Middle Street, Assessors Map #2, Lot #39 (R-5), to
grant the Special Council Permit(s) (SCP2010-010) for conversion of an existing three (3) unit
dwelling to a four(4) unit dwelling by adding one (1) unit under Zoning Ordinance Sec. 2.3.1(7);
and for a height exception of nine (9) feet under Sec. 3.1.6(b) for a total height not to exceed thirty-
nine (39) feet; and under Sec. 3.2.2.a for a decrease in the minimum lot area per dwelling unit (4
units) from a total of 10,000 feet to a total of 7,890 feet with a decrease of 2,110 feet; and further,
the Committee finds that the proposed use in this application for these special permits meets the six
(6) factors of Sec. 1.8.3 and under Sec. 1.10.2 the proposed conversion is in harmony with the
purpose of the zoning ordinance and will not adversely affect the neighborhood with the following
condition:

1. No canopy or permanent roof is to be built over the widow’s walk.
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Councilor Hardy noted the plans had been duly signed and entered into the record of this hearing.

9. PH2010-060: Amend Chapter 17 “Police” Article 11 re: the non-civil service process of selecting the
Police Chief

This public hearing is opened.

Those speaking in favor:

Jim Duggan, CAO expressed the Administration’s support in front of the Council and at the Special
Meeting of the O&A Committee; and thanked them for their amendments and work on the ordinance.
Those in opposition: None.

Communications: None.

Questions: None.

This public hearing is closed.

Councilor Theken asked to waive the reading of the motion and was agreed to by the Council by
unanimous consent and stated that at a special meeting of the O&A Committee on September 7, 2010,
the language of the ordinance as of the August 31, 2010 City Council Meeting was reviewed by the
Committee and amended by a vote taken at that meeting and is presented to the Council at this time (see
below with amendments from the September 7, 2010 O&A special meeting in boldface type).

The Ordinances & Administration Committee voted unanimously to recommend to the City Council to
AMEND the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Chapter 17 POLICE, Article 11 POLICE DEPARTMENT in
its entirety as follows:

Chapter 17 POLICE
ARTICLE Il. POLICE DEPARTMENT

17-16 Police Chief

a) The Mayor shall appoint the Police Chief who shall hold the office for a term of three years. The
appointment of the Police Chief shall be subject to confirmation by the City Council; as provided in
Section 2-10 of the Charter. The Police Chief is exempt form the Provisions of Chapter 31 of the General
Laws.

b) Within thirty days of the position of the Chief of Police being declared vacant, the Mayor shall
appoint a temporary Police Chief who shall serve until a permanent chief is selected in accordance with
the provision hereof.

17-17 Selection of Police Chief; qualifications.

The Chief of Police shall be selected by the Mayor and shall have the following minimum qualifications,
in addition to those developed by the assessment process provided in Section 17-18(b):

(@) The Chief of Police shall be a law enforcement professional with minimum of 15 years experience in
federal, state, county, municipal or military policing, no less than five of which shall be in a progressively
responsible law enforcement management position;

(b) The Chief of Police shall have a master’s degree in Police Science or related
fields;

(c) Preference shall be given to candidates who have experience with the following:
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i) possess a minimum rank of lieutenant or higher for a minimum of three
years in a policing environment;

ii) a nationally recognized police leadership program(s), such as the Senior
Management Institute for Police, and the FBI National Academy;

iii) financial management, innovations in police operations, and information
technology as it pertains to law enforcement;

iv) labor relations, community relations, mediation and facilitation skills; and
including staff development, training, community policing and use of crime
data for deployment and decision-making.

(d) Preference may also be given to candidates who have experience with the following:

i) in a multi-lingual and multi-cultural urban law enforcement environment from
municipalities with a population of 30,000 or more residents; possess managerial
experience, as defined in paragraph (a), in the command structure of the Gloucester
Police Department;

ii) bilingual, with the second language reflecting the linguistic diversity of the City of
Gloucester.

17-18 Selection of Police Chief; manner of appointment.

(@) The candidates for Chief of Police shall be reviewed by a Selection Committee consisting of the
following individuals:

(1) The Personnel Director, who shall serve as the Chair of the Selection
Committee;

(2) One member of the City Council to be appointed by the President of the City
Council;

(3) Two members of the general public to be appointed by the President of the
City Council, with at least one of said members being a representative of the
City’s socio-economic and racial and ethnic segments; and,

(4) Two members of the general public to be appointed by the Mayor, with at
least one of said members being a representative of the City’s socio-
economic and racial and ethnic segments; and,

(5) Two sworn officers of the Gloucester Police Department, one of whom shall
be a member of the union representing patrol officers, elected by that body;
and one of whom shall be a member of the union representing superior
officers, elected by that body;

(6) A public safety official appointed by the Mayor, who shall be the
Emergency Management Director, if such position shall exist at that
time.

The Mayor may appoint appropriate support personnel to facilitate operations of the Selection

Committee.

(b) In consultation with the Selection Committee and the Purchasing Agent, the Mayor shall select a
qualified recruitment and assessment consultant to analyze candidates for Chief of Police. After



City Council Meeting 09/28/2010 Page 17 of 24

consultation with members of the public at community meetings, the consultant shall develop selection
criteria; recruit qualified candidates; select the most qualified candidates which shall be no more than
seven or less than three who shall be considered finalists and administer the selection process to these
candidates. The process shall consist of, without limitation, a written examination, a professional
assessment center and a psychological evaluation.

(c) The Selection Committee shall hold public interviews of the finalists. The Committee shall vote a list
of no more than five and no less than three unranked qualified candidates for Chief of Police and shall
submit such list to the Mayor. All votes taken by the Selection Committee shall be by majority vote of
those present. If the Selection Committee determines that there are fewer than three candidates for Chief
of Police, the Selection Committee shall nonetheless send the names of the candidate(s) to the Mayor.
The Mayor may choose to commence a new selection process if the Selection Committee submits a list of
fewer than three candidates or for any other reason designated in writing.

(d) The Mayor shall appoint a candidate from the list, subject to confirmation of the City Council. Prior
to confirmation, the City Council shall be provided with a copy of the contract negotiated with the
candidate selected by the Mayor. The contract may not be subsequently amended without the approval
of the City Council. The term of the contract shall be three (3) years. The Mayor may reappoint
said Chief for subsequent contractual terms of three (3) years subject to City Council confirmation.

(e) Upon such time as the Mayor shall become aware of a vacancy in the office of Chief of Police, the
Mayor shall within a reasonable period of time notify the City Council that a vacancy has occurred. The
Mayor shall thereafter commence the process to fill the vacancy, in the manner prescribed herein.

17-19 Powers and duties of Police Chief

The Police Chief shall manage the Police Department. He/she shall be responsible for the discipline and
efficiency of the department. The Police Chief shall act as the City Marshal. He/she shall have control of
the department, its officers and members, the care of the police station, the care and custody of all the
property of the department and shall keep a record of its business.

17-20 Appointment and removal of Officers

The Mayor shall have the power to appoint all police officers and patrolmen who shall hold their office at
the discretion of the Mayor subject to the laws pertaining to civil service and to the collective bargaining
agreement. The Chief of Police is exempt from civil laws and the terms of the collective bargaining
agreement. All police officers are required to be citizens of the United States and within nine months of
his/her appointment, to reside within 15 miles of the limits of the City of Gloucester as required by
Chapter 41, Section 99A of the General Laws.

17-21 Composition

The Police Department shall consist of the Police Chief, and as many lieutenants, sergeants and patrolmen
as may be deemed necessary. The department shall also include supporting administrative staff.

Consecutively renumber the remainder of Article Il Police Department as follows:

17-22 Unlawful use of insignia, etc.

17-23 Firefighters appointed as police officers
17-24 Chief of Police to act as dog constable
17-25 Chief to receive complains and prosecute
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17-26 Records of persons arrested and disposal of cases
17-27 Powers and duties of police officers

17-28 Acceptance of gifts, etc., by officers

17-29 Officers acting as bail or surety

17-30 Return of City property when member leaves office
17-31 Suspension of police officers

17-32  Mutual aid program

Discussion:

Councilor Whynott offered an amendment to Sec. 17-18(a). He felt that the Council was going down a
“slippery slope” to the separation of the branches of government and that the Executive and Legislative
branches of government needed clear separation. “The Mayor proposes; the Council disposes.” This is a
hiring ordinance. The City will have a committee for the selection process but the Council should not be
involved until the confirmation process. He would strike #2, and #3 would say: Four members of the
general public to be appointed by the Mayor, with at least 2 of said members being representatives of the
City’s socio-economic, and racial and ethnic segments; delete #4, renumber old #5 as new #4.

Councilor Verga would support Councilor Whynott’s amendment and believed also in the separation of
the branches.

Councilor Tobey stated having worked for or been part of every mayoral administration under this
charter and said that in the early 1980’s Mayor Alper included the Council on the selection committee as
did all other Mayors since then. He believed the weight of history was in support of the ordinance as
approved by O&A on 9/7/2010; and this would enhance transparency between the branches enhancing
their operations. It has been quite successful. More is better than less.

Councilor McGeary opposed the proposed amendment by Councilor Whynott and believed that when
the voters made this change they lost some protections and thought this was important to retain; that the
Mayor makes the final selection to go to the Council. This change of ordinance accomplishes that.
Councilor Ciolino noted in the business world that when someone says we’ve always done it this way,
doesn’t work. He believed they needed to be true to what the charter is and need a separation agreeing
with Councilor Whynott. He urged the Council to think outside of the box and “think new and fresh” and
that this new ordinance with the amendment is a fresh start and not be stymied by what happened in the
past.

Councilor Hardy expressed she was not stymied at all. She believed a lot of work went into this
ordinance as presented and needs some additional transparency and would support to keep the ordinance
as it was as it came out of O&A on September 7, 2010.

Councilor Tobey stated he’s been in corporate America for 13 years and selection of senior management
is open, transparency is dominant. For that reason, and the history of transparency it is important [to
leave the language intact].

Councilor Ciolino posed that if it was such a success, why do what they’re doing tonight.

Councilor Hardy reminded that this was the will of the voters.

Councilor Whynott stated it hasn’t always been the purest situation [referring to the selection process for
a Chief] in the past, and “this wasn’t corporate America”.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Whynott, seconded by Councilor Verga, the City Council
voted by ROLL CALL 3 (Whynott, Ciolino, Verga) in favor, 6 opposed to amend the language of
the proposed GCO Chapter 17 POLICE, Article 11 POLICE DEPARTMENT (as resulted from the
September 7, 2010 Ordinances & Administration Committee meeting).

MOTION FAILED.
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MOTION: On motion by Councilor Theken, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 8 in favor, 1 (Whynott) opposed AMEND the Gloucester Code of
Ordinances Chapter 17 POLICE, Article Il POLICE DEPARTMENT in its entirety as follows:

Chapter 17 POLICE
ARTICLE Il. POLICE DEPARTMENT

17-16 Police Chief

a) The Mayor shall appoint the Police Chief who shall hold the office for a term of three years.
The appointment of the Police Chief shall be subject to confirmation by the City Council; as
provided in Section 2-10 of the Charter. The Police Chief is exempt from the Provisions of Chapter
31 of the General Laws.

b) Within thirty days of the position of the Chief of Police being declared vacant, the Mayor shall
appoint a temporary Police Chief who shall serve until a permanent chief is selected in accordance
with the provision hereof.

17-17 Selection of Police Chief; qualifications.

The Chief of Police shall be selected by the Mayor and shall have the following minimum
qualifications, in addition to those developed by the assessment process provided in Section 17-
18(b):

(a) The Chief of Police shall be a law enforcement professional with minimum of 15 years
experience in federal, state, county, municipal or military policing, no less than five of which shall
be in a progressively responsible law enforcement management position;

(b) The Chief of Police shall have a master’s degree in Police Science or related
fields;

(c) Preference shall be given to candidates who have experience with the following:

i) possess a minimum rank of lieutenant or higher for a minimum of three
years in a policing environment;

i) a nationally recognized police leadership program(s), such as the Senior
Management Institute for Police, and the FBI National Academy;

iii) financial management, innovations in police operations, and information
technology as it pertains to law enforcement;

iv) labor relations, community relations, mediation and facilitation skills; and
including staff development, training, community policing and use of crime
data for deployment and decision-making.

(d) Preference may also be given to candidates who have experience with the following:
i) ina multi-lingual and multi-cultural urban law enforcement environment from

municipalities with a population of 30,000 or more residents; possess managerial
experience, as defined in paragraph (a), in the command structure of the Gloucester
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Police Department;

ii) bilingual, with the second language reflecting the linguistic diversity of the City of
Gloucester.

17-18 Selection of Police Chief; manner of appointment.

(a) The candidates for Chief of Police shall be reviewed by a Selection Committee consisting of the
following individuals:

(1) The Personnel Director, who shall serve as the Chair of the Selection Committee;
(2) One member of the City Council to be appointed by the President of the City
Council;
(3) Two members of the general public to be appointed by the President of the
City Council, with at least one of said members being a representative of the
City’s socio-economic and racial and ethnic segments; and,
(4) Two members of the general public to be appointed by the Mayor, with at
least one of said members being a representative of the City’s socio-
economic and racial and ethnic segments; and,
(5) Two sworn officers of the Gloucester Police Department, one of whom shall
be a member of the union representing patrol officers, elected by that body;
and one of whom shall be a member of the union representing superior
officers, elected by that body;
(6) A public safety official appointed by the Mayor, who shall be the
Emergency Management Director, if such position shall exist at that
time.
The Mayor may appoint appropriate support personnel to facilitate operations of the Selection
Committee.

(b) In consultation with the Selection Committee and the Purchasing Agent, the Mayor shall select
a qualified recruitment and assessment consultant to analyze candidates for Chief of Police. After
consultation with members of the public at community meetings, the consultant shall develop
selection criteria; recruit qualified candidates; select the most qualified candidates which shall be
no more than seven or less than three who shall be considered finalists and administer the selection
process to these candidates. The process shall consist of, without limitation, a written examination,
a professional assessment center and a psychological evaluation.

(c) The Selection Committee shall hold public interviews of the finalists. The Committee shall vote
a list of no more than five and no less than three unranked qualified candidates for Chief of Police
and shall submit such list to the Mayor. All votes taken by the Selection Committee shall be by
majority vote of those present. If the Selection Committee determines that there are fewer than
three candidates for Chief of Police, the Selection Committee shall nonetheless send the names of
the candidate(s) to the Mayor. The Mayor may choose to commence a new selection process if the
Selection Committee submits a list of fewer than three candidates or for any other reason
designated in writing.

(d) The Mayor shall appoint a candidate from the list, subject to confirmation of the City Council.
Prior to confirmation, the City Council shall be provided with a copy of the contract negotiated
with the candidate selected by the Mayor. The contract may not be subsequently amended without
the approval of the City Council. The term of the contract shall be three (3) years. The Mayor may
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reappoint said Chief for subsequent contractual terms of three (3) years subject to City Council
confirmation.

(e) Upon such time as the Mayor shall become aware of a vacancy in the office of Chief of Police,
the Mayor shall within a reasonable period of time notify the City Council that a vacancy has
occurred. The Mayor shall thereafter commence the process to fill the vacancy, in the manner
prescribed herein.

17-19 Powers and duties of Police Chief

The Police Chief shall manage the Police Department. He/she shall be responsible for the discipline
and efficiency of the department. The Police Chief shall act as the City Marshal. He/she shall have
control of the department, its officers and members, the care of the police station, the care and
custody of all the property of the department and shall keep a record of its business.

17-20 Appointment and removal of Officers

The Mayor shall have the power to appoint all police officers and patrolmen who shall hold their
office at the discretion of the Mayor subject to the laws pertaining to civil service and to the
collective bargaining agreement. The Chief of Police is exempt from civil laws and the terms of the
collective bargaining agreement. All police officers are required to be citizens of the United States
and within nine months of his/her appointment, to reside within 15 miles of the limits of the City of
Gloucester as required by Chapter 41, Section 99A of the General Laws.

17-21 Composition

The Police Department shall consist of the Police Chief, and as many lieutenants, sergeants and
patrolmen as may be deemed necessary. The department shall also include supporting
administrative staff.

Consecutively renumber the remainder of Article 11 Police Department as follows:

17-22 Unlawful use of insignia, etc.

17-23 Firefighters appointed as police officers

17-24 Chief of Police to act as dog constable

17-25 Chief to receive complains and prosecute

17-26 Records of persons arrested and disposal of cases
17-27 Powers and duties of police officers

17-28 Acceptance of gifts, etc., by officers

17-29 Officers acting as bail or surety

17-30 Return of City property when member leaves office
17-31 Suspension of police officers

17-32 Mutual aid program

Committee Reports:

Ordinances & Administration; 09/07/2010

All action items for this meeting were taken up under PH2010-060: Amend “Police” Acrticle 1l re: the
non-civil service process of selecting the Police Chief
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Ordinances & Administration: 09/20/2010

There were no action items from this meeting to be taken up by the Council at this time.
Planning & Development: 09/08/2010

There were no action items from this meeting to be taken up by the Council at this time.
Planning & Development: 09/22/2010

There were no action items from this meeting to be taken up by the Council at this time.
Budget & Finance: 09/09/10

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Hardy, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Budget & Finance
Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the acceptance of the
Massachusetts E911 Salaries Grant for a total of $61,795.00.

Discussion:

Councilor Curcuru stated the City has been awarded from the State the E911 Salaries grant of
$61,795.00 and the E911 Training Grant of $10,987.00. The training grant which also has seen a slight
increase this year is used to pay for training of officers who routinely dispatch and for training of new
officers who must attend the E911 training for the first time. Last year six full-time dispatchers received
a 40-hour course given by the State in handling all types of E911 calls with the assistance of this grant.
There is no cash or in-kind match required for the E911 grants.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to accept the Massachusetts E911 Salaries Grant for a total of
$61,795.00.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Hardy, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Budget & Finance
Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the acceptance of the
Massachusetts E911 Training Grant for a total of $10,987.00.

Discussion: None.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to accept the Massachusetts E911 Training Grant for a total of
$10,987.00.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Hardy, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Budget & Finance
Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to allow Community
Development to apply for a HUD Sustainable Communities Challenge Grant in the amount of $1.5
million.

Discussion:
Councilor Curcuru explained Community Development submitted their application on August 23" for

the HUD Sustainable Communities Challenge Grant. This grant looked at the transportation aspects and
green path networks. The planning money would integrate with the harbor plans for a harbor walk and
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how to connect the neighborhoods to the waterfront. They are applying for $1.5 million in funding.
They’ve asked for this sum at the suggestion of their grant writer. This would be a matching grant which
they would be able to provide through in-kind services and other grant sources so there would be no
requested obligation from the General Fund.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Ciolino, the City Council
voted 9 in favor, 0 opposed to allow Community Development to apply for a HUD Sustainable
Communities Challenge Grant in the amount of $1.5 million.

Budget & Finance: 09/21/2010

There were no action items from this meeting to be taken up by the Council at this time.

Budget & Finance: 09/23/2010

There were no action items from this meeting to be taken up by the Council at this time.

Councilors’ Requests Other than to the Mayor:

Councilor Verga stated October 21* 6:00 p.m. will be a Ward 5 meeting at the GHS lecture hall.
Councilor Curcuru stated the Cyclo-cross will be at Stage Fort Park this weekend for the 11" year.
Councilor Tobey highlighted the event Operation Commitment to our Troops by the United Veterans
Council of Gloucester at the High School Field House, thanks to Attorney Mark Nestor. This will have a
variety of information for our veterans. He encouraged all veterans who have needs to take full advantage
of the event taking place Saturday October 2™, 10 a.m. — 4:00 p.m.

Councilor McGeary noted a workshop the following evening by Lisa Press, Conservation Agent for
those in beach areas and how to build and upgrade septic systems in the Wingaersheek and Long Beach
areas.

Councilor Mulcahey thanked the Tourism Committee for welcoming the cruise ships into the City.
6,000 folks have visited in three trips.

Councilor Theken recognized all the Senior Center Volunteers showing the Council that the total of
dollars, if a dollar amount was attached to each hour of volunteering for the center would be $593,596 in
one year which amounted to 42,381 in volunteer Hours from 243 volunteers which keeps the Senior
Center going. She thanked all the volunteers and that there was no way to repay a senior or a volunteer
for that matter; that it truly counts.

Councilor Tobey noted the glue at the Rose Baker Senior Center is a caring staff led by Lucy Sheehan
and should be acknowledged.

Councilor Theken stated 20,000 seniors received letters saying that Harvard Pilgrim, a private insurer, is
going to be leaving Massachusetts as an HMO. She has over 600 seniors that have to be changed. She
asked that they not come now. She can’t do anything until open enroliment from November 15" to the
end of the year. Seniors will have no HMO’s offered and need to get Medi-gap. Seniors on fixed income
pay $110 already; and now will have to add Medi-gap which is at an additional cost and much higher.
“There is nothing out there.” This is their universal healthcare. They went to the State with the City’s
legislative representatives to seek relief. November 2, 2010 at 10 a.m. the director of SHINE will be at
the Rose Baker Senior Center to explain the process. She urged seniors to be enrolled in other programs
before they take care of this issue. She explained she will need help to accomplish this in 45 days to
switch these people. She urged all seniors to open up their mail. She will try to get to everyone. You can
call 800-AGE-INFO. Push #2 for an application. #1 is for elder affairs for more help and explanations.

A motion was made, seconded and voted unanimously to adjourn the meeting at 9:53 p.m.
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Respectfully submitted,

Dana C. Jorgensson
Clerk of Committees

DOCUMENTATION/ITEMS SUBMITTED DURING THE MEETING:

e Petition from Neighbors at Columbia Street regarding 10-12 Columbia Street

e Two photographs submitted by Attorney Coakley re: 15 Middle Street (with others to follow
09/29/2010 as part of the Special Council Permit SCP2010-010 file)



CITY COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE
Ordinances & Administration
Monday, October 4, 2010 — 6:30 p.m.
1°' FI. Council Conference Rm. — City Hall

Present: Chair, Councilor Sefatia Theken; Vice Chair, Councilor Ann Mulcahey; Councilor Bruce
Tobey

Absent: None

Also Present: Councilor Curcuru; Councilor Hardy; Councilor McGeary; Linda T. Lowe; Jim
Duggan; Michael Hale; Nancy Papows; Mike Wells; David Bain; Patti Amaral; Michael Nimon;
Christine Rasmusen; Suzanne Egan; Steven Malboeuf

The meeting was called to order at 6:33 p.m. There was a quorum of the City Council (all members
from Budget & Finance Committee were present).

1. Continued Business:

A) CC2010-036 (Tobey) (a) Rescinding for FY12 Budget Cycle the CSO debt shift enacted
on May 25, 2010, and (b) instituting a stormwater fee system pursuant to the ordinance
enacted September 2009 (Cont’d from 08/09/2010)

Jim Duggan, CAO noted the task force team was in attendance with the exception of Mr. Towne who
was ill and unable to attend. He handed out a draft document entitled, Stormwater Management Fee
(received at meeting and on file), an overview. He stated in the first year they anticipate a budget of
$800,000.00 and would explain how they came to that conclusion. The improved properties he believed
to be self-explanatory; exempt properties would be City of Gloucester properties and those with no
impervious areas at all. The fee applies to all other tax-exempt properties, including federal, state and
non-profit organizations. They would identify residential versus commercial/industrial base on use. Split
use calculation would be based on an “ERU” (Equivalent Residential Unit) formula. There is no credit
for those properties that have a septic system or “green”/on-site stormwater treatment. He acknowledged
that through Councilor Tobey’s guidance, they were directed to a community in Florida that has
simplified a way of applying the stormwater fee.

Mr. Hale stated the fee is based off the single family impervious square footage. They took an average
of what a single family residence looks like in the community. Anything that was a non-residential
parcel, they calculated the true impervious nature of those lots. Therefore, to use round numbers, if your
average single family residence was 2,000 sg. ft. of impervious area, that equals one Equivalent
Residential Unit, or 1 ERU. If someone had a small market downtown, say, and that building was a
similar size to a residential single family, they could have the equivalent of one residential unit or if a bit
bigger it could have a fraction, as 1.2 or 1.3 ERU’s. With multi-families, they are given a fraction of one
ERU. In a particular case they looked at .6 of a whole for each unit of a multi-family. So people that
have a two-family, had 1.2 ERU; slightly larger than a single family; and in no case would it be less than
a half because you wouldn’t want a two-family charged less than one single residential [unit]. A three-
family at a half rate would get 1.5 times the fee. Basically, you have a budget of X number of dollars, and
a total number of ERU’s, and you divide the budget by the number of ERU’s, you come up with a dollar
amount for each residential unit, and then assign that to the number of residential units. Each residential
unit has a dollar figure attached to it; and it is multiplied by the number of residential units assigned to
each parcel. A single family is assigned 1; a two family is assigned 1, or maybe it’s 1.1 or 1.2, say. If
you own a big box store, a very impervious building and parking area, you could pay ten times what a
single family could pay. But if you own a small ‘Mom & Pop’ coffee shop, you may pay only the
average for a single family unit.
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Councilor Curcuru asked what they base the definition of units on; was it square footage.

Mr. Hale stated the imperviousness is a square footage number; and the unit is a one-family, a two-
family, a three-family, and four-family. They propose to use condos in the multi-family rather than
charge each condo a single fee. They are a single family unit as they are assessed. They wouldn’t charge
each condo one whole fee; they would get a proportionate share just as a multi-family would.

Councilor Curcuru gave the example of Harbor Heights — some are apartments; some are condos.

Mr. Hale stated they would be treated as multi-family buildings. You would forget about the fact that
they are condos. Say there were 10 units in a building. It would be 10 multiplied by whatever fraction
they choose to assign to a multi-family. If it’s half, they’d get five ERU’s. Whatever it is, it is the
number of units multiplied by the assigned fraction.

Councilor Tobey reviewed that the primary building block is a residential unit. The Councilor
understood that they have done some calculations so that there’s an average of the properties that are
single residentials in the City that sets the size of the first building block based on GIS data that they have
complied with the Assessor’s office, working with IT. The single family residential unit is the
standardized; “one-size fits all” is based on some good data, which was working off the models of some
other communities, in this case the Boca Raton model. He understood they want to have the second
building block be the multi-family homes and come up with a standard fraction of the first building block
to capture the fairness factor, so it averages it out to “catch a fair yardstick”, and gets them through the
residential side of it.

Mr. Hale affirmed Councilor Tobey’s summary.

Councilor Curcuru understood that and felt it made sense, but when they get to a larger single family
property which is where the square footage comes into play on impervious area; all residential properties
are different in size.

Mr. Hale stated they’re taking an average single family residential. You may live on a two acre parcel
and made a bigger driveway and relatively have less impervious area than a 4,000 sg. ft. lot next to them
that is all driveway. You come up with one number that is the average for a single family in the City of
Gloucester. That is by far the largest group — 7,000 single family houses. Multi-family and non-
residential are the smaller portion.

Councilor Curcuru stated he had concerns in the beginning of their meetings regarding multi-families.
Many of his and Councilor Mulcahey’s constituents live in multi-families that are family owned and is
related to the “fairness factor’. Besides trash pick up, how else are they basing multi-families, four and
over as a single unit; and three and under on trash pick up. They’re basing this on each unit.

Mr. Hale stated they’re basing this on an average of the City of Gloucester single family lots. It is still
the same yardstick; they’re still coming up with a number on a single family unit and then take up the
number of units that are in a multi-family. Some they’ll come up with a fraction — a half unit for each
building, say 0.6. It can’t be a half which they believed would be unfair. Even if they say it’s a half, a
two family will pay the same as a one family because most of your two families in the City look like a
one family. There are some houses that are connected by a breezeway; but those are far fewer than
upstairs/downstairs apartments. So they pay the same or close to the same as a single family. A three
family likely has a bigger parking area, a bigger home; so they’re going to pay a half of a single family
unit. They’re 1-1/2, a half times greater.

Councilor Curcuru understood and noted there are homes on Granite Street, two- and three-families that
look the same — the same square footage of land because there are a three family they’re going to end up
being penalized, maybe 1-1/2. He posed why not base it on the trash fees, 3 units and under is considered
a single family. Why do they change the rules here for this? Why not base this on trash pick up because
he didn’t think there was anything else.

Mr. Hale didn’t think trash pick up was a good “measuring stick” for stormwater. They spoke numerous
times of the trash number for their basis. The only thing they measure is whether you have private or
public trash collection. With this [stormwater management fee], you’re trying to be as equitable as
possible in saying that the average single family home in Gloucester is 2,000 sqg. ft. A three family is
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probably greater than that. They should be paying slightly more; it’s not three times as much. It’s only %2
of one greater.

Councilor Curcuru stated when this fee is instituted would it be [billed] annually, quarterly.

Mr. Hale stated it would follow the sewer/water billing cycle, whatever that is; if quarterly it would be
four times. They looked at models with new software his office has for meter reading; and could possibly
do six bills a year; every other month if that was desired. They can’t do 12 (monthly) bills, however.
Councilor Curcuru stated that earlier a figure of $800,000.00 was mentioned in first year because they
don’t know all the associated costs which would change as the costs change.

Mr. Hale responded just as with the water and sewer enterprise funds, they would build a budget for
personnel, ordinary and any debt service they carry for that year. That’s what they would base their
budget on. They don’t base a budget on that they want to have a $10 or $12 per 1,000 gallon water pr
sewer fee, they base it on need. This reflects the equivalent of six full time employees which is a little
less than a third of the utility basis today; their benefits, the personnel costs; ordinary costs. They looked
at 20% of the operating budget for sewer minus the contract with Veolia; putting in pipe, buying the pipe
and repairing the roads after the drain work is done. Those numbers will change as benefits change and
payroll increases. They aren’t showing any debt on this, other than they’re carrying money for new
flyovers [for GIS mapping].

Councilor Tobey thought they were “making a mistake” beginning at the end point. The end point was
the amount of money they’re going to raise with this fee. They knew well that he felt the CSO debt shift
was bad public policy and a bad move by the City Council. He thought they need to look at what the
system was going to look like and then figure out what they’re going to fund with it. He disagreed with
Mr. Hale; the $800,000 figure was not the right figure. They need to move some of the CSO debt, which
is stormwater management off of tax payers and back on the rate payers, realizing they didn’t need to
discuss that now; but believed the $800,000 was a “red herring”.

Councilor Curcuru was trying to get at the figure of the associated costs would be per household and
was the only reason he brought that up. They don’t know that now because they’re only talking of
residential and haven’t gotten to the commercial aspect.

Mr. Hale stated they didn’t know the number of the areas which will take some time to do; a bit of data is
aged data. They’ll have to go into it in Year #1 knowing some of that data is aged. They’re proposing to
do another fly over which would benefit this plus dozens of other parts of their GIS [data base].
Councilor Theken stated this was a round table discussion to explain that it can be done because at first
it was said they couldn’t do it, and arguing how it could be done; commercial vs. non-commercial; trash
pick up vs. not trash pick up per family. This is a scenario to see if they can implement, to see if it can
work here in Gloucester. She believed this to simply be the first step in a process.

Mr. Duggan stated they have to educate the community; walk everyone through it; look at equity and
how they’re going to approach it.

Councilor Theken stated this was not a quick process. She noted she was on the task force committee
with Councilor Curcuru even before the debt shift. She understood Councilor Tobey’s frustration, but
that the Administration is going forward looking to make this equitable and fair.

Councilor Tobey asked to speak to the commercial side, as they now have the rough beginnings of the
residential piece.

Councilor Hardy asked about the City of Gloucester property and properties with no impervious areas
to be exempt and asked how often they look at a property to see that it remains impervious or not.

Mr. Hale stated they will need to come up with a time line to revisit that whether it is every three, four or
five years. That would be a part of the new regulations they would craft on how it is calculated. It would
be fairly burdensome annually because the data’s not going to shift. They’ll have to take a look at some
of the new building. Even in the last few years there haven’t been a significant number of new buildings.
There’s been one major development.

Councilor Hardy spoke to the residential portion stating that many people in her ward have pea stone,
etc. because they live so close to the water they can’t pave. Those who may decide to pave certain areas
of their yard would there then be a difference.
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Mr. Hale stated for the residential portion they are looking at an average anyway. They’ll look at 2005
and fly over this winter, and look at the 2011 data. It will be average single family residential has “X”
number of square feet.

Councilor Hardy stated she understood that; but if it’s zero, it’s zero. There’s a big difference between
zero and one if they start to put in a driveway or something of that nature, don’t they then kick it to an
ERU.

Mr. Hale replied he didn’t think one driveway would sway the average. It is that the whole footprint of
the home is impervious. The unimproved lot that would be something without imperviousness, a wooded
lot or a green lot. The footprint with the house and driveway is reasonable to say 2,000 ft. Commercial
would be an actual number. They would have to take a look at all the non-residential properties. They
would take a look at the actual amount of imperviousness of a lot and divided by the single family
residential number of 1 ERU. For example 2,000 sg. ft. for each ERU and you have a factory that has
10,000 sq. ft. imperviousness; you have the equivalent of 5 ERU’s. A small coffee shop that was the
same size as a small home, when calculating it out, the small coffee shop has just about 2,000 sq. ft. The
coffee shop would be assessed 1 ERU. Every non-residential would be calculated so it would be a true
number. If you were a small shop, you’d still get charged 1 ERU. They would never go below that
number. They would pay their actual share. The bigger it is, the more you pay. It would not penalize a
small business, nor would it overly burden the large businesses either.

Councilor McGeary wondered if the same logic would be used for non-profit entities, actual calculation
of areas.

Mr. Hale stated assuming they were non-residential, yes.

Councilor McGeary stated churches have large parking lots.

Mr. Hale responded they would be assessed the same way. They would take a look at the actual
impervious nature of the lot.

Councilor Theken noted right now they’re not paying taxes, or the CSO debt shift.

Mr. Hale replied they do pay sewer and water.

Councilor Curcuru asked how they determine business, small business.

Mr. Hale stated if you run a business out of your home, for instance. They talked about some of the split
and believe there are still questions under the equity there; but it may be simpler just to categorize them as
non-residential, and get a “fair shake” at what they truly are. Say you run your shop out of your home;
and you’re the same size as the average home in your neighborhood, you’d be charged 1 ERU versus
something greater; you wouldn’t be charged 2 [ERU’s].

Councilor Tobey stated philosophically from a policy point of view, would they differentiate between
types of businesses.

Mr. Hale stated they would have to categorize mixed use properties in village business districts. For
example, a liquor store and with an owner-occupied apartment; what should they assess for this,
regardless of what they’re selling? It’s mixed use. The best classification may be non-residential. Those
are some of the details that have to be worked out.

Councilor Tobey stated they looked at a lot of models. The models he looked at were either residential
or non-residential. They don’t differentiate between types of commercial and asked if they had found any
that differentiate between types of commercial or was it all the same based on impervious area for
commercial properties.

Mr. Hale stated they’ve seen a graduated scale. He didn’t think they were trying to differentiate between
the types of commercial.

Mr. Duggan stated once you incorporate any type of a commercial business with residential then it
immediately takes it out of the residential calculation and goes into the commercial from the models the
Councilor has seen.

Councilor Tobey stated “residential is as residential does”. If people live in it, it’s residential.

Mr. Hale added he didn’t think the Assessor’s data truly defines things as neatly as they’d like them for
this. It’s going to be a lot of work on their part; and however they can help to put everything in the right
slot.
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Councilor Theken asked could they calculate it when they do their taxes.

Ms. Papows stated on the mixed use properties they do get part residential part commercial. It’s based on
the value of each piece. The way that the property record card works is that it allows you to know the
exact value of a residential portion that’s private, residential tax, rate and the same with commercial.
With the split it could be 50:50; if you’re going to put part in residential and part commercial; those are
some of the things they considered. If they did go on the commercial side, at least they were being
calculated for what they had; there would be less problems of equity as to who got put into what category.
Councilor Theken questioned if Ms. Papows believed if this would place an undue burden on her office.
Ms. Papows didn’t feel that would be the case, other than they’d be using Assessors’ data. She will be
working to help get an export out of their valuation software that will help to put these parcels where they
need to go in terms of the number of units; whether they’re residential; whether they’re commercial.
There are use codes they can use that clearly define them. She’ll be working to help provide data, making
sure it is accurate to help the billing process. She didn’t believe it would really affect her office in terms
of tax billing because it will be on the utility bill.

Councilor Mulcahey asked what the classification is for a Bed & Breakfast (B&B).

Ms Papows replied those were the types of things that there were “idiosyncrasies” they’ve been coming
across. They’ve been discussing this; and they are in the residential in terms of the use code and what
they pay for a tax rate. That is one type of category to be looked at closely and determine how they want
to look at them. They may not necessarily have multiple units. They may have bedrooms they rent out
but don’t necessarily have separate units that are kitchen, bathroom, and bedroom. They might have to
involve Bill Sanborn, Inspector of Buildings, in their discussions as well. That is one example of one that
is not so clear cut.

Councilor Mulcahey stated when someone opens a B&B, didn’t they have to categorize it and be
established as a business.

Ms. Papows stated they may have a business license and while they may be considered a B&B in the
Building Inspector’s office, she didn’t know if the Building Inspector considered them a commercial
building. There will have to be a discussion on assessed use versus legal use. They are assessed as
residential in her office. If they use their data, they’ll have to determine what is fair in determining their
stormwater fee.

Councilor Mulcahey and Curcuru went back to trash pick up with non-profits stating it was the only
yardstick they have, and was a confusing issue and noted that under trash pick up, a B&B is classified as a
commercial property.

Ms. Papows stated the decision of how they want to look of that type of property has to be made. Do we
think it is multi- or commercial and we want to do it on an actual calculation regardless of how she
assesses it, they could still do that? She has a use code for those properties; put them into a certain
“bucket”; but maybe they’re going to be calculated the same as commercial.

Councilor Theken stated this is new, and they can construct the ordinance how they see fit. She asked
they not look at trash because it is already situated. They’re looking at taxes. Even if they’re residential
or commercial they’re paying their taxes on that property accordingly. They’re already paying their
sewer and water. This was totally different. Some of the scenarios Councilor Tobey has discussed,
they’ll have to set the rates. Sewer and water is already being billed and taxes are being paid. Everyone
is already paying. Everyone is already setting their categories. Now, this a category they need to set.
Everyone is saying just do it evenly. Residential is one rate, commercial one rate; and figure it out from
there. If the B&B is then considered residential, not commercial, then they’ll be charged accordingly.
And there is a formula for a two- or three-family. The fact is, they shouldn’t emphasize trash pick up or
non-profits. In her opinion, they keep going over and over who should and who shouldn’t pay. At the
last hearing quite a few people stated they would pay even through they didn’t get anything from the City
they would pay it because they use the roads. Just make it fair. She felt they should complete this first
round table discussion in order to move forward. All the scenarios they’ve brought up, they’ll take a look
at them. This is a major step, and they’ll do another round table. She urged the Councilors to ask for
input.
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Councilor Tobey noted he and Councilor Curcuru sat in on the last meeting of the task force; and that
they’re boiling it down to real language. With the concept at least on the table, the single unit; the
multiplier approach, the multi-families, the commercial. The commercial represents, say the square
footage of the single family held to be 1,000 square feet and go to a business on Main Street, and found
out their roof and pavement is 5,000 sq. ft., the formula would be that they would pay 5 ERU’s. There is
a real “elegance and simplicity” to it. This is all driven by GIS data. They’re comfortable with the
concept. Maybe the next round they will come back with the actual language and start wrestling with the
details. This is something they can learn from things they don’t like, for example on trash or non-profits,
and build this one right.

Councilor McGeary gave the example of the old axiom; a meat axe is a great tool, but not right for every
kitchen to preface his two concerns — about the non-profits. The reason they are tax exempt is because we
presume they provide public services that the City would otherwise have to provide. It is true rain falls on
non-profits and profits alike. Perhaps, some sort of rate abatement or a different set of rates could be had
for non-profits. Secondly, right now as he understood Mr. Hale, they would not be putting the CSO
indebtedness onto tax rates which he wanted to see preserved. He didn’t want to see indebtedness put
back on the rate payers. He felt that was infrastructure they all pay for. Those were two broad-scope
concerns he had as the ordinance is crafted.

Councilor Curcuru stated yes it’s a new ordinance; but this is not new fees. They’re shifting from sewer
onto a stormwater fee, and how much new money they were talking, possibly. The rest of it is actually
sewer money that’s on the rate payers that’s going to be shifted.

Mr. Hale replied they’re diverting this year’s sewer budget, a portion of it to cover stormwater today
because whether they’re on Magnolia Avenue doing a storm drain or on Cherry Street and the Magnolia
Avenue properties don’t have sewer but the Cherry Street properties do, it’s the sewered properties that
are supplementing the work they’re doing on Magnolia Avenue. It’s perfectly legal and an enterprise
fund allows them to do that. This is moving some of the sewer enterprise money to a separate enterprise.
They did include some tools they need to make the data fresh. The impervious data is from the state from
2005. They have to update their data. They need more advanced system and a way to enhance that
update. This is stormwater opportunity to contribute to it going forward.

Councilor Curcuru noted his point is this is rate payers’ money being shifted to the entire tax base. So
they pay a fee that’s being shifted to the tax base. He gave an example of an additional cost like
monitoring [which would likely be required under the federal stormwater permit].

Mr. Hale stated they are carrying what would be the Phase 2 stormwater regulation compliance. Right
now it’s going by the sewer rate. It’s not on this year’s sewer because the regulations haven’t come
forward. In the upcoming months, the federal stormwater regulations have requirements for monitoring.
Councilor Mulcahey acknowledged Councilor Theken’s statement that this is new and a new ordinance;
the reason she asked her questions was she wanted them to keep it as clean as possible. They can’t do
that if they can’t streamline the definitions all the way through for everything that is connected to it, like
the trash, taxes and water. She noted the complaints regarding categorization from past experiences. She
felt they should apply the same thing for each piece of property all the way through, saying it has to be
one or the other. She cited the example of a B&B as either residential or commercial feeling it all has to
be even and uncomplicated; and everyone has to know where they are.

Councilor Tobey told them all to be “very, very afraid”. He stated this pool of costs, regardless of how
they deal with the debt shift issue, will go up. If people are angry, they need to look to the EPA
headquarters in Boston and Washington. They’ll get past the MS4 permit; they’ll collect data and
monitor and study the scope of the problem; and the costs will only increase because they’ll require
construction of facilities; close adherence to new sets of standards on water quality. He “bet” within 10
years [they’ll be requiring] end of pipe treatment. “We will live to regret as a community having done
combined sewer separation rather than storage and treatment for the treatment plant, bleeding it into the
plant during dry weather”. He warned that the brand new outfall just built, for example, running down
Mansfield Street, will need a treatment facility. They’ll have to build it, operate it and pay for it. This
fee is going to have to absorb it or some fee. He warned those in attendance to be afraid of this. He also
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shared some data which he had already shared with the Administration, from a power point on stormwater
management financing (which was forwarded to the Councilors via email for distribution, copy on file)
from 2007. This came from other communities wrestling with this same issue.

Councilor Mulcahey spoke of flooding and where the water goes — why when it rains and floods the
water suddenly disappears.

Mr. Hale felt each place was different. He explained since March 2010 there has been 25 year or 100
year rain events. Storm drains are sized for 10 year events. If they designed and installed them for 100
year events pipes would be 24” or 30”. During normal rain they don’t function as well because they’re
isn’t enough flow to carry water through them. There is surcharging during peak storms; and these pipes
not designing for the 100 year storm. You couldn’t put that type of pipe in the ground. With the models
they use, the 25 year storm equates to 5.5 inches of rain. The Cornell model is predicting climate change
rain amounts. Now they’re saying you need to add 1.5 inches to that, which Mr. Hale noted to “incredible
numbers” but also stated that drain size wouldn’t exceed a 10 year event.

Christine Rasmusen, 82 Woodward Avenue stated after listening to the Committee speaking about the
CSO, the vision she keeps seeing is that people who are zoned for 20,000, 40,000, 10,000 (sg. ft.) all have
very different amounts of impervious surfaces and didn’t’” hear recognition of zoning districts where you
have an 40,000 sg. ft. zone and one single family house on it. She felt that is not creating the run-off that
you would have from a 10,000 sq. ft. lot with maybe three families and a lot of asphalt and driveways and
cars. She also felt that was something that needed to be thought about if they are talking about equity is
to realize where the stormwater is coming from. She asked they look at the zoning districts as they look
to their fee formulas.

Steve Malboeuf, 25 Overlook Avenue stated he started this ‘journey’ two years ago he was willing to
compromise then. He expressed his disappointed with where things ended up. He was willing to
compromise but felt that if they were going to go this route and this system was not going to be fair he
would push back against it. However, he was happy to see the draft that was presented this evening
because he saw the fairness now. They started out with simple. This shows unit to unit fairness. He
owns commercial property that is 100% impervious. On the other hand they’ll treat his 6.5 acres fairly.
Mr. Hale described his 6.5 acres with one house as fair and believed they were on the right track. But he
wondered where the CSO debt is. They didn’t start by creating a new division of the DPW. He felt Mr.
Hale does a great job and understood this has to be paid for. He can’t explain this if CSO debt isn’t taken
care of and doesn’t belong on his tax bill. I1f CSO isn’t on here, then he’ll “push back”. He doesn’t
contribute to this at his home. He urged the Committee to keep it on track; keep it simple, and people
might begin to understand it.

Mr. Hale stated regardless of where the CSO debt falls — if you look at the draft and the first three
bullets, the only thing the operating budget covers is personnel costs — the CSO debt could be added to it.
Three categories go on their budget. It is set up that it could be done however they chose. They’re
assuming they’re not going to do it, but is a decision of the Administration.

Councilor Tobey noted as relates to the first part of his original order on the debt shift that this is the
avoidance of Prop 2-1/2 by using the debt shift. He thanked Mr. Malboeuf for bringing that matter back
up.

Councilor Curcuru related if their tax bill has gone up, their sewer bill has gone down. They’re getting
back into fairness.

Councilor Theken stated the shift was about having the bill go down fairly. Its here they have to deal
with it and to set something up to be fair. She was glad with the first draft for something to go by. This is
something she can explain and looked forward to seeing the second stage. She thanked everyone who
participated.

This matter would be continued to a special meeting of the O&A Committee for a one item agenda
for a joint meeting with Budget & Finance on Monday, November 22, 2010.

The Committee recessed at 7:42 p.m.
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The Committee reconvened at 7:45 p.m.

B) CC2010-061 (Hardy) Enact Ordinance as required by Ch. 217 of the Acts of 2010 re: Linkage
Exaction Program

Ms. Egan stated the Committee asked her to draft an ordinance to allow Gloucester to impose a linkage
fee. She noted the legislation didn’t give her anything to base writing an ordinance. Back in the 2008
O&A minutes was a request from Councilor Hardy to contact the City of Medford, which she did, and
spoke to them about their program, about what they have done. They sent a packet of information on
their linkage ordinance and program, sent to the Councilors (on file), which lay out their zoning ordinance
establishing their linkage program; and the rules and regulations their Community Development Board
has enacted (the equivalent of Gloucester’s Planning Board). It also sets out the declaration of trusts,
where the linkage payments would go into. She related that the first thing that Gloucester has to do
before they can enact an ordinance is to do the study because that’s what the legislation says. Three new
members of the Capital Improvement Advisory Board (CIAB) have been appointed; and believed this
would be the place to start to look at the build out of the City, and what is going to be the increase in the
capital improvements the City would need to make (the costs) in order to come up with an equation as to
how much they would charge for a linkage fee. Once they have the equation, then they can go back and
make an ordinance and decide what an improvement project is. In Medford it is triggered by a project
10,000 sq. ft.; in a residential development it is a certain number of units and over that number. You have
to determine what the triggering mechanism is. There is a lot of work to be done to put this program in
place. She thought what would be the most helpful would be to put this to the different places that can do
the work, and to get a lot of the work done and then come back with an ordinance. The Medford system
for linkage works. There have been other ordinances that have passed with impact fees and have been
challenged. Medford’s linkage program has never been challenged. She believed in emulating a program
that works. Ordinances that have been passed that have impact fees have been challenged; and the
biggest factor with that was they didn’t have the special legislation which Gloucester has. She suggested
working with the CIAB to come up with a plan; working with the Planning and Community Development
Departments to craft an ordinance, learn what our build out would be, and then look at the triggering
mechanism. All three would come back to her and would inform her of what needs to be done and then
she would come back with the recommendations and craft an ordinance.

Councilor McGeary wondered if there is a need to put a budget aside to do as there appears to be a
significant amount of research based on how the City of Medford developed this. Should the CIAB do
this as a volunteer board or should they have the ability to hire a consultant.

Councilor Tobey stated when they tie it all together with the Charter, the Planning Director is charged
with doing this and has the staff to do it. What Planning Directors have done with CIAB is they put out a
capital needs questionnaire to all the operating departments and ask them to state what, how much, etc.,
and then it is all sifted together through the CIAB and they in turn report without ever having to use
consultants. The City staff provides the expertise. He expressed he was pleased Ms. Egan had brought
this forward because the CIAB will now have a good project to move on.

Councilor Mulcahey stated this would be for commercial and residential to which she was informed that
to be the case.

Councilor Hardy stated that there are certain people who come before them (the Council) for permit
granting opportunities and criticize the City Council for not being able to extract impact fees and different
things throughout the community and this legislation will now give them the vehicle to do it. She also
asked if they had any idea how long it would be before they expected to have something concrete would
come of this.

Ms. Egan stated it would depend on the CIAB. She knew that Mr. Cademartori has already been
working closely with them and is aware of it; and interested and motivated to get this done.

Councilor Hardy asked would this pending ordinance affect anyone who is filing a new application for a
major project.
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Ms. Egan stated it didn’t affect any pending application because there is no ordinance filed.

The Clerk of Committees will forward the documentation received by General Counsel to the CIAB, the
Planning Director and the Community Development Director.

This matter will be placed on the agenda as soon as General Counsel notifies the Chair of the
Committee that they are ready to come forward with an ordinance.

2. Appointments:

The Committee questioned all potential appointees to their respective Boards, Councils and Committees
as to their background and qualifications, desire to serve the community as well as their familiarity with
the Open Meeting Laws. They were also asked if they had taken their State Ethics exam, and filed it
appropriately with the City Clerk’s office.

Open Space and Recreation Committee TTE 02/14/2012 Patty Amaral
Councilors Mulcahey, Tobey and Theken welcomed and endorsed Ms. Amaral’s appointment.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Tobey, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, Oopposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Patti Amaral to the Open Space and Recreation Committee, TTE 02/14/2012.

Zoning Board of Appeals TTE 02/14/2011  Michael Nimon

Mr. Nimon stated he was an alternate to the Committee and now is being made a permanent member
who stated he wanted to continue to give back to the community and feels he can continue to contribute to
the Zoning Board of Appeals. He also noted that he is a building contractor. Councilor Hardy
appreciated Mr. Nimon’s contribution. She noted that it was difficult to hear the members of the ZBA
due to their not speaking into the microphones. Councilors Theken and Tobey extended their
appreciation to Mr. Nimon for his contribution of his time to the City.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Tobey, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council the
appointment of Michael Nimon to the Zoning Board of Appeals, TTE 02/14/2011.

In addition, Councilor Theken stated that the appointment of Hans Pundt, Gloucester Cultural Council,
TTE 02/14/2013, would be continued to November 1, 2010 as he was unavailable until that time, which
was not noted in the September 20, 2010 meeting minutes.

3. Schedule for a Comprehensive Salary Review of Non-Union Senior Managers (and other non-
union employees as necessary) (Referred by City Council 8/31/10)

Mr. Bain presented to the Committee a draft Management Salary Survey (received at meeting and on
file) as it relates to the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Personnel Ordinance, Appendix A, Sec. 4-3(e)
“Review the classification system every two years”, under Classification Plan within Appendix A. He
noted that the position of City Auditor was inadvertently left off the survey and would added back in on
the second iteration. The position of Chief Administrative Officer, which he informed the Committee
being unique to the City, will need to be researched further to be able to show where it should actually be
situated. He also would be providing further information on the position of General Council as it, too,
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needed more research. Councilor Hardy asked Mr. Bain, when preparing the second iteration, to
include for the cities and towns being used for comparative analysis their population, median income,
number of square miles of the municipalities and roadway miles. Councilor Theken asked also to be
included was to see the upgrade information — when each position’s grade last changed and by how much
in dollars. Councilor Tobey discussed with Mr. Bain that the Management Salary Survey was done all in
house by his staff without the assistance or cost of an outside consultant. Councilor Tobey also asked
that the Management Salary Survey as submitted 10/04/2010 be included as a part of the minutes.

The Committee accepted the first iteration of the Management Salary Survey for 2010 and would look to
it’s being updated by Mr. Bain and then would await a recommendation from the Administration before
returning the matter to the O&A Agenda.

Councilor Tobey asked the Management Salary Survey as submitted 10/04/2010 be included as a part of
the minutes.

This matter would await a recommendation from the Administration before returning to the O&A
Agenda.

CORRECTION MADE FOR THE RECORD BY THE COMMITTEE:

Councilor Theken stated the following motion was voted at the August 23, 2010 meeting of O&A:

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-271 (Parking Prohibited from May 1 to September 15-
Generally) by ADDING Lexington Avenue both sides from its intersections with Cliff Avenue and
Oakes Avenue in a southerly direction (towards Shore Road) AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE
FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

The section of the Ordinance as referenced is incorrect and so the Committee needs to revote as follows:
MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Tobey, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinance Sec. 22-270.1 “residential sticker parking only”(Seasonal-May 1
to September 15) by ADDING Lexington Avenue both sides from its intersections with Cliff Avenue
and Oaks Avenue in a southerly direction (towards Shore Road) AND FURTHER TO
ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

A motion was made, seconded and voted unanimously to adjourn the meeting at 8:26 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Dana C. Jorgensson
Clerk of Committees

DOCUMENTS/ITEMS SUBMITTED AT THE MEETING:

e Submitted by David Bain, Personnel Director: Draft Schedule for a Comprehensive Salary
Review of Non-Union Senior Managers
e Submitted by Jim Duggan, CAO, Draft Stormwater Maintenance Fee overview
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Management Salary Survey

Submitted to C & A on 10/4/2010, first iteraticon,
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CITY COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE
Planning & Development
Wednesday, October 6, 2010 — 6:30 p.m.
1*' FI. Council Conference Room — City Hall

Present: Chair, Councilor Joseph Ciolino; Councilor Greg Verga, Councilor Jacqueline
(Alternate), Councilor Paul McGeary (Second alternate: see below)

Absent: Councilor Whynott

Also Present: Attorney Michael Faherty; Joseph & Mary Amicone; Howard Costa I11; Attorney
Mark Nestor; Mildred McCarthy; Stephen Winslow; Daniel Morris; Judy Masciarelli; Mary Lou
Maraganis; Chris Raymond; David Spaulding; John McElhenny

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m.
1. Continued Business:
A) SCP2010-011: 82 Hesperus Avenue, GZO Sec. 2.3.6(4) (Cont’d from 09/08/10

Attorney Michael Faherty, representing the applicants Joseph & Mary Amicone for SCP2010-011, 82
Hesperus Avenue stated that the Committee asked them at their last meeting asked them to consider the
height of trees and the locations of the trees and bring forward a planting plan. They submitted the site
plan prepared by John Judd showing all the relevant features of the proposed house, and the access
driveway coming into the property (on file). He had also given in writing a letter (on file) with a
stipulation what they would agree to a condition to no trees over 25 ft. in height; they would all be
deciduous. The only exception would be along the areas shown in green on the site plan to situate
Autumn Lace maples on either side of the driveway, which potentially grow to a height of 40 ft. and
would be restricted to that area. The area fronting on Hesperus Avenue is intended to be all lawn with
mature trees “speckled” in between and trees were listed that the applicants are proposing to use
throughout the site. He clarified for the Committee that the exception is 7.2 feet because the height
restriction is 30 ft. Up to 35 ft. the jurisdiction is with the Planning Board but over 35 ft. it is the purview
of the Council under the special Council permitting process. So the total height is 37.2 feet which is a
variance of 7.2 feet. He noted that the calculations are on the site plan also and that he had circulated the
condition to Attorney Mark Nestor.

Attorney Nestor, representing Mr. & Mrs. Shelkrot, and Ms. Fenster, abutters, expressed their opposition
to the project (letter submitted previously by hand to Councilor Ciolino and on file with attachments). He
noted the ordinance states that height is only allowed to be exceeded if it is detrimental to the
neighborhood because of obstruction of views and overshadowing of other properties. When they went to
the site visit, Attorney Faherty pointed out the Fenster’s property and how the level of that is. He
attached a copy of Ms. Fenster’s plan for her home when she did her addition. He noted this was ‘Exhibit
A’, and that her house did not exceed the 30 ft. height requiring a permit and the area of the house was
significantly less than the area of the proposed roof construction and less the garage. The other issue was
if you looked at Ms. Fenster’s she is right to the Coastal buffer zone. One issue raised the last time was
would the applicants go to the Conservation Commission (ConCom) for permission to encroach into the
buffer zone for purposes of the building because the building is on a hill. The main issue is the bulk and
size as it looks from Hesperus Avenue. If the proposed home moves down the hill the silhouette would
be reduced. When he pulled the plan from the ConCom, the building itself is still set back from the buffer
so that they can move down to the buffer zone without seeking any variance or permission from the
ConCom although they would have to expand their current request that they have before ConCom to
encroach into the buffer zone for the purposes of the patio and pool. Even if they bring it down 20 or 30
feet it would lower the elevation and lower the silhouette from the rear. They would suggest they do at
least that. When the issue was last raised you asked if the applicants would consider going before



Planning & Development 10/06/2010 Page 2 of 9

ConCom, especially when he represented that he thought the neighbors would support it; they’re not
asking the size of the building be reduced but that the building be moved down towards the buffer zone;
they politely rejected that option. He understood their position was they’ve already done the site work
and the location sited; this is where they want to build. He respectfully suggested that since the applicants
knew they had to come before this Committee and also before the City Council to seek permission to
exceed the height, they should have waited until they got that permission before they sited the building.
Unfortunately they did not. They now have a hardship, which he submitted was a created hardship by
them. If they had waited they could have sighted it down by the buffer without a problem. Then they
could have done the construction and everyone would have been happy. For those reasons they would
oppose it and ask if they want to have that height they move it close to the buffer zone, even if they don’t
move it inside the buffer zone which reduces the silhouette because it would be further down on the hill.
The parties behind and to the side won’t have as much as an obstruction. He did speak with Mrs. Fenster;
and she didn’t have any concern about moving the building down even though it would be closer to her,
the nearest neighbor. He knew Windover was developing the property on the other side (of the
applicants’ property) but didn’t know what was going in there but felt, given his knowledge of Windover
developments, that it was likely a large building going there as well and doubted it would have any
opposition to it. He would ask the Committee in light of the current proposed location of the house to
reject this application.

Councilor Ciolino stated if they move the building in any direction there will still be a building of 37.6
feet.

Attorney Nestor replied they understood that but the land slopes down.

Councilor Ciolino stated he understood that even if they do that, they’ll still have to come to the
Committee and the Council for a height exception because no matter where you put it, it will still be 37.6
ft.

Attorney Nestor countered if they located the building further down he suspected there would be less
opposition from the abutters because the silhouette they would see is further away from Hesperus Avenue
and the silhouette they would see from Hesperus Avenue would be reduced. That was the main issue
because they’ve got to push back the silhouette goes higher. If they go down the hill and drop 10-15 ft. in
elevation, the whole thing drops and there is less of a silhouette. That is the major objection they have.
They’re not arguing the size of the building. If it was relocated he didn’t believe they would not be
arguing the height. It is the location, height and the size.

Attorney Faherty showed the Committee the site plan. In response to Attorney Nestor’s ‘charge’, he
noted if they move the house 30 ft forward without being in the buffer zone. He pointed to the buffer
zone and the house. To move it forward, they can’t go forward 30 ft. without being “severely” into the
buffer zone. The ConCom takes the position that if you are working in a buffer zone to a coastal bank,
that if you remove this building (there now), you are only allowed to substitute what was already there.
The removal of this building is the compensation for this and everything else is outside the buffer zone.
To Mr. Nestor’s “‘charge’ that the building is too close to Hesperus Avenue, the building is % of the way
into the lot or more. The silhouette (of the proposed home) that Attorney Nestor speaks of is largely
obscured from the street by a knoll. There are four standards; one is consistency with the neighborhood.
Most of the homes on the ocean side of the street, if you consider the neighborhood extending along
Hesperus Avenue for any distance, all have large houses with much higher ‘facements’ towards the water
than on the land side. He believed it to be consistent with the neighborhood. He asked was it consistent
with some houses across the street, he believed it was not. He noted the McCarthy house which is a
single story ranch. The other issue is does it obstruct. The ordinance talks about *“substantial
obstruction”. He pointed out that maybe one house that the Committee looked at (during their site visit),
Mr. Costa’s house, was the one that would have some impact on the view. The rest of the views stand.
There’s no overshadowing, and there nothing to do with utilities. The reason the applicants rejected
pushing the house further forward is that the area is all bedrock and coastal bank. They showed in the
field what they could build if they put it up (and he pointed to the map) as a matter of right, and the
Committee saw the big difference in distance, over 15 feet lower from the street than if they put it up at
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the top of the hill. He thought that what the Committee asked for and suggested about the trees and the
landscape restriction more than protects the neighbor(s).

Mr. Nestor pointed out the proposed patio and building. They’re already asking for a variance for this
and part of the patio. All they are saying is take the building; move the building closer and expand the
request to ConCom; but it’s more for the patio and not for the actual building. The building is still
outside. The request is already there for encroaching the pool and patio. They’re saying expand for the
patio and the building can still stay outside the buffer and is still further down. For the rest, he felt
Attorney Faherty and he can agree to disagree for the size and the views only.

Mr. Faherty felt it was a bit of a disingenuous argument for Attorney Nestor to say they’ll move the
house forward and then have to expand the application which then pushes this down which the Attorney
Nestor was unacceptable forward and is unacceptable to ConCom. “It will not be based on what the
neighbors want; it will be based on ConCom’s obligations under the statute and regulations; and they will
say no. What he felt they were saying was that you can have your house, and they’ll support it. But there
won’t be anything in your front yard, and you won’t be able to use it. He asked the Committee to take
their vote, and they’ll go from there.

Councilor Hardy asked when they went before ConCom did they ask to come more forward with the
house.

Mr. Faherty stated he did not represent the applicants when they went before ConCom. The application
was presented by John Judd. He had talked to John Judd, and Mr. Judd is very familiar with the process
they have in terms of substitution. This was the presentation based on his knowledge, his experience, and
ConCom’s past rulings and current rulings of ConCom and statutory regulations. This is a coastal bank
which is a protected feature.

Councilor Hardy noted to Chairman Ciolino that since they last met at the site, she made an inquiry to
ConCom as to whether or not there was a request to build the home closer to the buffer zone. She was
told that ConCom approved what was put in front of them. Nothing more was requested to come further
towards the buffer area. It was neither denied nor approved. Nothing was put in front of them for an
exemption.

Attorney Faherty stated that was gone over at the last meeting. He didn’t believe it was the burden of
the applicant to go to the ConCom to be rejected and then set back when you have experience and
precedent.

Councilor Hardy contended it would have been nicer to ask and got to the step that now they’re asking
for the height when if they knew before that ConCom would have said no, then it would have been more
of a burden. But she didn’t see that the burden was created by the layout of the land right now. They
probably could have come forward more. Exponentially, when they did the site visit, they looked from
the picture window of the Costa home; and she agreed that the McCarthy home, no matter what they do,
the McCarthy home is just not something to be brought into this. The views from the Costa home, she
did believe if they got closer to the water with the home, that exponentially it would drop off even more.
For every foot you get closer to the water, it’s going to be that much more you’ll be able to see.
Attorney Faherty reiterated what he had said at the last P&D meeting that the applicants were not
prepared to do it. “It is nothing but blasting the whole way.”

Councilor Hardy then stated they’ve already completed their blasting.

Attorney Faherty responded yes, they are now at grade. There was no requirement; they went to
ConCom and then came to the Council. He stated that to suggest there is an obligation they push towards
the water as close as they can when there really isn’t any serious obstruction of view. This is fully
forward. He believed the ordinance was quite clear as to what they have to look at. They are not required
to make it a blasting pit out of the coastal bank to do it.

Councilor Hardy would have liked to have them come to the Committee first to ask how far you have to
blast and then you would have known instead of it being over and now you have to come in and do that so
that they could have worked some sort of compromise.
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Attorney Faherty stated they went by standard procedures of going to ConCom first because there are
restrictions that effect going to the City Council. Standard procedures were followed. This was not an
exception.

Councilor Hardy stated they didn’t ask exceptions from ConCom, not Attorney Faherty, but Mr. Judd.
Attorney Faherty responded the Councilor was correct.

Councilor Verga stated that was where he was coming from, is the issue about ConCom asked if there
was anything else.

Councilor Ciolino stated if you look at the house there now, which is being torn down, has been eaten up
by salt water and salt spray. He thought it was prudent to build it a bit further back from a building point
of view. Especially if you live near the water, it is almost impossible to find insurance; and if you find it,
it is prohibitive. He felt a construction point of view from his years in the building industry; the house
would be the same no matter where it is situated from a height perspective. Views aren’t owned and
believed it is a matter of compromise. Three-fourths of the view will remain (to the neighbor across the
street). He also saw it at the site visit. He recounted he had seen on a house on Starknaught Heights
which walled off the view of Good Harbor Beach. He stated, “You can’t protect a view”. He asked is it
their consideration and believed it was. The most expensive thing one owns is a home; and if you have a
view you want to keep it. But these folks bought this lot and wish to make a home there too. To him,
where it is sited, is probably the best place from a safety point and not to be eaten up by the salt water.
Putting the pool and patio back there makes sense. It would create a hardship to ask them to put the house
further down.

Councilor Verga felt they would be spinning their wheels by sending them back to ConCom because if
they go to ConCom and they said no, he would be able to say there’s the hardship. If they send them
back now, they’ll come back in a month and say ConCom said no; and they’re be back where they started.
There is still a view.

Councilor Ciolino stated it would still be the same height.

Councilor Verga added that they mentioned the people across the street don’t own the view. He thought
there was still, because they all looked through the windows, some views maybe not as great as they
wanted.

Councilor Ciolino stated three-fourths of the neighbor’s view is still open. That’s why he asked for a
landscaping plan. He suggested the neighbors put that plan with their deed, and then they have something
if their view is blocked. This will go with the property, what they do tonight and the next owner will have
the same conditions on their property. This is how it works and is a compromise to protect the view for
the neighbors across the street and so that the applicants can build their home.

Councilor Verga continued if you stick to the spirit of the ordinance, about the significant view, in this
case there really isn’t it is not a significant view. It may be considered significant by the homeowner. It
was difficult for the Committee with the “Solomon” decision to make. The “by right idea’ was
concerning to him. If we say no, they’ll just “put it here” and the Starknaught Heights situation is
repeated. But he hoped there is a bit of compromise with the landscaping and hoped there was still some
conversation between the applicant and the neighbors could work together as they will be neighbors. He
will reluctantly support this tonight.

Councilor Hardy asked if there was any room for compromise in asking for 7.6 ft. Would they be
willing to bring the height down a bit.

Attorney Faherty responded he did talk to the architect about the height and the open span construction
and didn’t see that they were talking about 1 ft. to 1.5 ft. maximum.

Councilor Hardy stated as she had said earlier, every foot or portion of a foot exponentially at the
distance they are away from the home that is infringed upon is going to make a big difference.

Attorney Faherty stated with due respect to the Councilor, he could not believe one could tell that
between 1.5 ft at a distance of 185 ft.

Councilor Hardy thought it could.

Attorney Faherty stated he would accept, then her explanation. He, however, didn’t believe one can.
Councilor Hardy replied that when you site something on the horizon, yes.
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Attorney Faherty pointed to the home on the plan that is looking down; and already has a vector that is
going down the 1.5 ft. is going to be less on the vector horizon than perceived on the whole map.
Councilor Hardy responded that was a compromise she could work and willing to go for rather than
moving the house closer [to the buffer zone]. She noted the large size of the lot. The house has a 155 ft.
footprint.

Attorney Faherty interjected that was not the Committee’s jurisdiction.

Councilor Hardy responded she was talking proportions. She continued to believe the 1.5 ft reduction
would make a difference.

Attorney Faherty asked if they come in and amend their petition that instead of 7.2 ft. (5 ft. 8 inches
overall) is that what it is going to take?

Councilor Hardy replied it was a compromise.

Attorney Faherty flatly stated that would be a redesign of the whole structure. “If that’s what it is going
to take they’ll have to go back to the drawing board” to see if it can be done; and it may not be done.
Councilor Hardy stated it was an offering she would like to suggest.

Councilor Ciolino recalled when he became a City Councilor he tried to change the zoning ordinance to
make 35 ft. by right. Now with the open floor plans, people are coming in with pre-engineered floor
tresses, and it is the same with the ceiling joists. An 8 or 9 ft. ceiling requires several more feet of
structural height that has to be added and you need the drain. He agreed with Attorney Faherty with
regard to the height reduction not being a noticeable difference. It is the way construction is these days.
It creates a hardship with open floor plans.

Councilor Verga reiterated that his biggest reason to support because of his concern of what the
alternative is which is by right closer to the street; and nobody sees anything. He didn’t’ feel it was a
good plan to put something that big there but it was “a lesser of two evils”.

Mr. Costa didn’t agree with a lot that was said. The Committee thought the knoll in front of the home
would affect the silhouette of what they thought they saw regards to the orange stake from his property.
If you have a charge to look at the view or lack thereof that would be impacted on his home, he thought
that 155 ft. home that % of the existing view would remain available to him. There is space down there.
The view across the street blocked by the home, they’re not going to consider moving the house to the
buffer zone and take a cottage built in 1955, uncared for. Because the house looks like that we’re
allowing “a monster house with monster pool and you people across the street that’s the way it is”.
Councilor Ciolino stated that is their right, but the only thing they have in front of them is the height
exception. They’re talking a couple of feet. If they go to the Board of Appeals, the ZBA is 35 (ft.). Itis
a moot point. They’re doing the best they can and protect his and his neighbors’ views and trying to get
these people to utilize their property also. It’s hard for everybody. It’s compromise. He noted the letter
received by Attorney Faherty and read it to the Committee (letter on file):

“I continue to represent Joseph M. and Mary Ellen Amicone regarding their application for a Special
Permit Height Exception for their proposed house at 82 Hesperus Avenue.

The purpose of this letter is to confirm in writing that my clients will accept a condition on the requested
grant of a Special Permit for a height exception of 7.2 feet that

Would restrict plantings of new trees on the locus to deciduous trees with a height of less
than 25 feet from base of tree provided that the condition would not apply with respect

to height only to a row of Autumn Blaze maples on either side of the location of the proposed
driveway in the locations shown and noted on the attached site plan.

For the Committee’s general information, my clients intend to create a grass lawn around the
existing mature trees similar to the Fensler lawn to the west of the locus along the Hesperus
Avenue frontage and in as far as the knoll. The purpose of a requested exception along the
driveway is that the clients wan the *“curb appeal” that will be generated by the taller maples
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along the sides of the top of the driveway. My clients’ preference for plantings at the site are
Kousa dogwood, Newport flowering plum, white fringe tree and white and pink dogwoods.”

Councilor Ciolino noted his familiarity with trees and knew these trees to provide a “spectacular” display
in the spring. These trees don’t get very big.

Councilor Hardy wanted to let it be know that part of the reason they’re here is because they didn’t ask
ConCom to bring the home closer to the water so that the size could be reduced. She thought possibly
part of this is a self-imposed reason to come to do this. She believed Attorney Nestor had a point that if
they had gone to ConCom perhaps they could have gone closer to the buffer zone with it thereby negating
the reason for coming here. That would have been a compromise that she was willing to accept. She
would not vote in favor this permit this evening.

Councilor Verga would reluctantly support the permit. He felt the problem they have to focus on as a
Councilor; and unfortunately, they have to be focused on the points of the ordinance to approve this. He
believed a no vote would not be the end of it, but a yes vote wouldn’t either. He wanted to get things
moving and get a compromise going.

Councilor Hardy asked if it was continued and they went to ConCom and showed hardship which
believed to be self-imposed; agreed that the house there now was in deplorable condition. The building
materials they used then are not what they are now. She thought if they went back to ConCom they could
do away with some of this hardship.

Councilor Ciolino stated he would support the application and understood that they couldn’t consider it
under this height exception; but he looked keenly at the views from across the street and felt that % of the
view across the street was preserved. He understood, for instance, that the lot in front of his home would
be bought some day and someone would build there and take away his view; but that is who it is and
difficult to do. Itis a compromise and still feels they are protecting the neighbors but are also welcoming
the applicants into the neighborhood.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Planning &
Development Committee recommends to the City Council by a vote of 2 in favor, 1 (Hardy)
opposed for 82 Hesperus Avenue (Map #192, Lot #14, Zoning District RC-40), to grant a Special
Permit (SCP2010-011) Height Exception under Sec. 3.1.6(b) for a height of 37.6 feet, for
construction of a new residential dwelling as shown on plans drawn by Integration, Jason Gove &
Associates, Architects, dated 4/15/10. Further, the Committee finds that under Section 1.10.2 of the
Zoning Ordinance the height exception of 7.2 feet will be in harmony with the general purpose of
the ordinance with the following condition(s):

1. Landscaping to be as shown on plans drawn by Gateway Consultants, Inc. dated
5/10/2010 as revised with notes concerning trees over 25 ft. in height along driveway
and deciduous trees of less than 25 ft. elsewhere on plan. Owners must maintain the
trees so height does not reach 25 ft.

Councilor Verga left the meeting at 7:08 p.m. and Councilor McGeary stepped in as the
Councilor’s alternate.

B) Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition” of City Charter
(Cont’d from 09/22/10)

Dan Morris, Chair of the Open Space & Recreation Committee thanked them for allowing them to
consider the dog park. It took them some time to get back to P&D. He read the motion that was passed
by the Committee from their letter dated 9/23/2010 (on file with the Committee previous to the meeting).
The Committee supports the idea of the park and congratulated the proponents of the dog park for putting
this forward and their ability to organize the effort and was impressed. They supported this group as new
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major users of the City’s park and hoped they would join them in their advocacy of the City’s parks. The
provisions of this support are a reaction to the Committee’s concern that there are a lot of parks in need
around the City. This is a unique and interesting proposal coming forward, and hoped that its fruition will
be worked within a broader set of priorities. Regarding the location, a subcommittee was formed to look
at the six locations offered by the dog park proponents. They recommended the best were Sites #2 and #3
at Stage Fort Park. The other sites proposed are in use by sports teams or not fully adequate for the
purposes of the dog park; and they’re easily adaptable to other uses like sports fields. Adjacent to the
south parking lot at Stage Fort Park, one in particular could be more readily adapted, and one would need
more work to accommodate the dog park.

Stephen Winslow, Project Manager with the City stated these areas are uphill from the parking lot,
between the lots and the neighboring home.

Mr. Morris stated #2 is in the back by Beachmont. There is an area where the park extends behind the
cemetery behind Western Avenue.

Mr. Winslow stated in discussion with the proponents of the park, they have interest from a landscape
architect who could do a preliminary design. This would be a good place to look at and to see what
would look best and have community meetings to find where exactly to situate the park. They wanted it
to be expansive so that through the community process they weren’t tied down to one and then to whittle
it down to an appropriate location.

Councilor Ciolino wanted to have a site visit on Saturday, October 9, 2010 at 9 a.m. to walk the two sites
and then make a recommendation to the City Council. They can talk about the procedure. They have
created an ordinance. This Committee will recommend a site; it goes back to the DPW Director with the
Open Space & Recreation Committee to come up with a plan to govern and run the dog park. He believed
all the little pieces are coming together. He will try to have someone from the DPW to be there for the
site visit also.

Judy Masciarelli stated that Mr. Cole hade recommended area #3.

Mr. Winslow stated area #1 was not the best location in SFP. Mr. Cole was concerned about the festivals
that go on at SFP.

Councilor Hardy asked about area three, and asked if this was where people come to pay for the lot.

Mr. Winslow stated that would have to be worked out.

Councilor Hardy asked if this was a four season use.

Ms. Masciarelli stated it would be four season.

Mr. Winslow stated that during prime beach season dog owners can not bring their dogs to the beach and
during the summer there isn’t any place to take their dogs.

Councilor Hardy appreciated years ago when they didn’t have a skate park, and then had one dedicated
to that purpose, they’re off the street. Now they’ll be able to have dog owners take their dogs to the park
instead of the sports fields and to the school fields which is a “no-no”. Now people will be able to say
they have a dog park and can use it.

Councilor Ciolino stated then they can “take back the Boulevard”. It is certainly a need. If the
community has a leash law they should have a dog park. They’re getting there. It is taking some time,
but they’re working on it.

Mary Lou Maraganis, a dog park proponent asked for clarification on the new ordinance process.
Councilor Hardy explained that O&A works out the language for an ordinance, and they form a
recommendation to the full City Council at the public hearing.

Councilor Ciolino added they are having their site visit. P&D deals in land issues. They’ll make their
recommendation. From there, their group and the DPW will get together and start hammering out the
policy, who pays for what, etc. John Dugger (landscape architect) can be involved then and come up with
some plans. There is currently interference with equipment storage in the proposed area now and perhaps
the company storing equipment there can’t grade some of the land there. They’ll have to ask. He
thanked the Open Space & Recreation Committee. This was their first test to make a recommendation to
the City Council and was a great help to them. He thanked them for the P&D Committee.
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Mr. Morris stated they enjoy great support from Mr. Winslow and Gregg Cademartori, Planning Director
as well.

This matter is continued to October 20, 2010.

2. SCP2010-012: Kondelin Road #16, GZO Sec. 5.13 PWSF

This matter is continued to October 20, 2010.

3. SCP2010-013: Rogers Street #127, GZO Sec. 5.13 PWSF

This matter is continued to October 20, 2010.

4. SCP2010-014: Cherry Street #32 (O’Maley Middle School), GZO Sec. 5.22 Wind Turbine

Councilor Ciolino stated that this matter was continued to Wednesday, October 20, 2010 in order that the
applicant, the Gloucester School Department, can make appropriate notice to the abutters about that
meeting.

This matter is continued to October 20, 2010.
5. Letter from National Grid re: Cherry Street and Reservoir Road

Chris Raymond, agent for National Grid and a senior engineer stated his apologies that the contractor to
the last day. He had been before them in February. Phil Courcy sent a letter asking to be put on the
agenda, in order to amend the Pole Petition permit for the next year in the same date range, which would
work well.

Councilor Hardy was concerned regarding the school buses and the children being dropped off and
picked up also from the school. She recalled Mr. Palazzola, an abutter, who spoke at the February 24"
meeting of P&D, when the matter was heard, was happy with the conditions placed on the petition.
During that conversation they had people on Reservoir Road who expressed they wanted to be sure they
will be able to have access to enter and exit the road.

Mr. Raymond stated they would have several details there and be sure to allow adequate access to the
abutters.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Hardy, seconded by Councilor McGeary, the Planning &
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to amend the motion passed on February 24,
2010 by the Committee on the matter of a plan filed by National Grid, UG-WR#7722673-1 10/16/09
for the purpose of the installation of 4-way duct bank using six (6) inch pvc conduits encased in
concrete from existing manhole 540-A to the existing riser poles 42 and 41-A via proposed manholes
on Cherry Street (and Reservoir Road) in Gloucester, MA, Condition #1, as relates to Condition
#1 as follows:

1. Construction can only take place from July 5, 2011 to August 15, 2011.
A motion was made, seconded and voted by unanimous consent to adjourn the meeting at 7:36 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Dana C. Jorgensson
Clerk of Committees
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DOCUMENTS/ITEMS RECEIVED AT MEETING:

o Letter dated 10-05-10 hand delivered to Councilor Ciolino from Attorney Mark Nestor on behalf
of his clients regarding Height Special Permit — Zoning Ordinance Section 3.1.6(b) Property
Address of 82 Hesperus Avenue with enclosures (file letter only; letter and attachments to SCP
file)

o Site plan of Stage Fort Park submitted by Daniel Morris, Chair of the Open Space & Recreation
Committee
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In conformance with the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Gloucester, the undersigned

hereby applies for a Special Council Permit (CC or CCS) in accordance with Section 1,8 3 of the Ordinance

an d other Sections as listed below:
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Zoning Classification: }Q ~3

Attached is a list of owners (with complete addresses) of land directly opposite on any public or private
street or way, direct abuiters, and abutters to the abutters of land within three hundred (300) feet of the
property line, as they appear on the most recent City of Gloucester Assessor’s Mans and Tax list.
Attached is a listing of criteria set forth in Section 1.8.3.  of the Zoning Ordinance, inchuding any
supportive material or comments the applicant may wish to include {i.e. ZBA decisions, Order of
Conditions, ect.) if necessary.

Attached are the necessary plans as set forth in Section of 1.5.3, . of the Zoning Ordinance, which at a
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Section i.8.3 ~{Use additional sheets, if necessary)
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ymsh respirces anst  hrs  been  pApproued Oy

e Conserya tic;m COrIrIISS 1IN,
6. Potential fiscal impact::

ConStruciornn /S Egpecre m LoST berrreesy

£ /S s00 - F 25000

The applicant is advised that City stafl is available to assist the applicant in prepacing the .épp!ic:aﬁan,
including the Inspector of Buildings and City Planoer.




Application For Sp.eciai Permit

The undersigned applicant hereby applies for a special permit under M.G.G., Ch. 40A, § 9 as follows,

I. Applicant (includes equitable owner or purchaser on a purchase and sales agreement): -

Name: ?6/7/7 /5 5: /Vﬁ

Addresss G Kirke “Roadl
Ccerl)
Tel. #: Days 5087532 )57 ‘Lvenings

Check here if you are the purchaser on a purchase and sales agreement.

2. Owner, if other than épplicant:

Name:

Address:

Tel. #: Days Evenings

3. Property:
Street address: 7 /2*/ rK ;E oo
Assessor’smap:_ /0 / Lot 52,

Registry of deeds where deed, plan, or both records:

Aand court “Docyment #sosygo, Plon #8525 R

Deed recording: Book Page

Plan recording: Plan .#

Property is location in the ' P -3 - zoning district.

© Massachusetts Federation of planning and Appeals Board 1972
{Revised 1980, 1983, 1988, 1991, 1897)

App ALY




4. Nature of relief requested:

Special permit pursuant to Artical/Section of the

Zoning Ordinance/By-Law which authorizes 724 (oienc, [ to permit
4

A o) cls Deriit _Fer A residestral  eck,

Detailed explanation of request:

e privecs Cons!s7s oF IW0  Centens ;D.//f’ljfs 70

be ;f)oa: red  gn 7@77 CF _eNIStra ﬁ‘z//fc/'a/DS /)

e M0 River VéLﬁﬁﬂ%S W‘/%/ Sl proort 17

Mol e PO il Conriec i 7D s rargo et
F AT wused Br  pes;deorres | Loa 7L

5. Evidence fo support grant of special permit:

Because of reasons set forth below, the special permit requested will be in harmony with the infent and
purpose of the Zoning Ordinance/By-Law:

Fhe /7)/@/905@0/ Aec Kk piity Frt I Y e Mﬂ/)?ﬂ
gvher  ocks o Yhe W @11/&/; bos e |

reviwed:  pd  Approwsd b% Ve  copaSers va Fuer
LI5S 1ge , W 127 4se M&m,/cr/?éz/

Srvices, e plll Ko7 interFe  p) MA
+7 7T F 1

© Massachusetts Federation of planning and Appeals Board 1972
{Revised 1980, 1983, 1988, 1991, 1997)

App.A.10




Because of reasons set forth below, the special permit requeqted will meet the additional requxremcnts of
the Zoning Ordinance/By-Law as follows:

If someone other than owner or equitable owner (purchaser on a purchase and sales agreement) is the
Applicant or will represent the Applicant, owner or equitable owner must designate such representative
below,

Name of Represenitive: OQW { €( O’{z{fnh_ﬁ(m@// M} \ ﬂf\(f“y Cﬁﬂﬁc‘//ﬁ;&
Address of Represenitive: g 97/?(0/‘7# éwff’—?, J(OVC & QW

Tel. #: Days - 2% ©0( (/ Evenings

Relationship of representative to owner or equitable owner:
otgy (A ]

I hereby authorize , to represent my interests before the

Specia} Permit Granting Authority with respect to this Special Permit Application.

gfi(/Signed by owner/equitable owner) 9‘@/@} QT_}W C,ll{;y/ a (7\”4 o ( 24 7%\27

© Massachusetts Federation of planning and Appeals Board 1972
(Revised 1980, 1983, 1988, 1991, 1997)

App.A.ll




I hereby certify under the pains and pgnilties of pe that fhe information centained in this
Application is true and complete.

50¢ attuche, gohorizalior forw

Signature of Applicant Date

Signature of Owner, if other Date
than Applicant

Signature of Equitable Owner Date
Who is filing Application to

satisfy condition of

Purchase and sales agreement

© Massachusetts Federation of planning and Appeals Board 1972
{Revised 1980, 1983, 1988, 1991, 1997)

App.A.11




Authorization Form

Re: 9 Kirk Road, Gloucester, MA

I hereby authorize Mill River Consulting to sign any applications or permits for the City
of Gloucester or the Department of Environmental Protection,

/ /Zé%/f

wDa{?m'Dr D%nms Sﬂva = Date
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 Abutters To Parcel.., MAP 101 10T 52

%ﬁwﬁa@%&ww@%mwm%@mﬁ%@%&ﬂ%\m@@\g@%&www%%&%ﬁw%&%«%&%ﬁ%

mﬁ&&ﬁ%&%&n@w&%ﬁwﬁ%@ m%%%ﬁ?&

R w@@%ﬁ%ﬁ%&@%\\%ﬁ%%@ e

Abutter Street Address Parcel No. gmm__:m >an_,mwm
1 101 48
MORTILLARC GINO & THERESA 35 HODGKINS ST 101 48
35 HODGKINS ST
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
2 101 49
SOUSA ALISON G TR 3 KIRK RD 101 49
3 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
3 101 50 S
DAVIS LISA TR MOGDY 1990 TR 5 KIRK RD 101 50 C/O BILL & R MOODY
5 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
4 101 51 o
BAYLIES ANN LOUISE & BENJAMIN S TBYE 7 KIRK RE 101 51
7 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
5 101 52 .
SILVA DENNIS & DONNA 9 KIRK RD 101 s2
9 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
6 101 53
RIVERDALE MILL ASSOCIATES 11 KIRK RD 101 53 C/O R DELTORCHIO
41 HODGKINS ST
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
7 101 54
DEAN SHIRLEY A 10 KIRK RD 101 54
10 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930 0000
8 101 55 _ _
BURGESS L INGRID 8 KIRK RD 101 55 C/O QUILLEN KAREN
13 KENT 5S¢
BROOKLINE MA 02446-6937
9 101 56 T _
CIOLINO VIRGINIA R 6 KIRK RD 101 56
6 KIRK RD
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
10 101 57 T . ,
CIARCIA STEVEN A 37 HODGKINS ST 101 57
21 CRESTWOOD RD
TOLLAND CT 06084 00060
11 101 58
WOODRUFF ANITA L. TR 39 HODGKINS ST 101 58 ANITA L WOODRUFF REVOCABLE TR

39 HODGKINS ST
GLOUCESTER MA 01930

10/4/2010 1:15:28PM

Pace 1 of 2
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Street Address mum:.om_ No. Mailing Address

Abutter

12 i01 59
DEL TORCHIO RUSSELL TBYE & TOR 41 HODGKINS ST 101 59
41 HODGKINS ST
GLOUCESTER MA 01930
13 161 76 . .
GLOUCESTER CITY OF 11A KIRK RD 101 76
9 DALE AV

GLOUCESTER MA 01930

BOARD
Oy 10, OF ASSESSORS

9 DALE AVENUE
OWOCOmmHmm MA 01830

Page 2 of 2

10/4/2010 1:15:39PM



SUPPORTING MATERIAL
3 KIRK ROAD DOCK APPLICATION

USGS MAP



AERIAL VIEW
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~ consulting _ _
Civil Engineering € Environmental Permitting _ 10 SEP 20 ARz 25

“Municipal Environmental Health. Consuiting
September 28, 2010

Gloucester City Councﬂ
9 Dale Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930
BY CERTIFIED MAIL

RE: Chapter 91. Application, 9 Kirk Road

Councilors,

This letter is being written to notify you of an application being sent.to the MassDEP for a
Chapter 91 license to serve a proposed dock, ramp and float located at 9 Kirk Road. 1 have
enclosed a copy of the application form which is being submitted to the MassDEP-

Prewously, this project has been reviewed and issued an Order of Conditions by the Gloucester
Conservation Commlssxon

If you hdve any questlons about this matter piease do not hesitate to contact me at 978- 282 0014
or at duno@mills vereonsultin W .Com.

e

1pce§ely,

- 240 v
Daniel G. Ottenheimer
President

ce: MassDEP

Sargent Street, Gloucester, Maséachuset‘ts 01930- 27?9
ofe 978-282:0014 4 Fax  978-282-

frto@milriverconsulting.com 4 www.mil‘lriverconsuI’{ing.cdﬁﬁ




License No.

Date:

Approved by the Department of E_nvironmental Protection
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Purpose: Sim'piiﬁed Licensing

Adjacent Property Owners:
1. Ann Baylies ‘
7 Kirk Road, Gloucester
2. Riverdale Mill Associates
11 Kirk Road, Gloucester

Plan accompanying the
petition of:

Dennis Silva
9 Kirk Road
Gloucester, MA 01930

Proposed Pier, Ramp & Float
in Mill River -

at Gloucester

County of Essex

Date: 9/28/10

Sheet 1 of 2




License No.

Date:

Approved by the Department of Environmental Protection

m SIDE VIEW @

! 1w E

57 e
X
.4
oS,
AW | WA
A i .
e ]
el 2 X 4 FOLLANSBEE
WOODER CECKING 1S e DRUM FLOAT OR
UAL {TYP.
SUPPORT <2 %7 i FQUAL LT
MOUNT va;:
(TYP) ! X
W S sTen|
CONCRETE xy T {
PILING —_— P v
(TYP) P s od!
'\I‘:
YY Y, Yy\dl
EXISTING ERX - |
ROCK oo
OUTCROP ; e
(TYe) P52
S e "4
' MUD FLAT TGP ViEW
PIER DETAIL DOCK FLOAT DETAIL
ot to Scate Mot to Scale
1
kil 0 - #
DWELLING FLOOD ELEVATION = L IMIT GF LAND
. T {7 SUBJECT TO COASTAL STORM FLOWAGE ) GéwGWAY . ©
15 . TOP OF BANK ELEY = 5
K — TOP OF RIP RAP FLOAT
—_ " AT HIGH TIDE
© _ PROPOSED CONCRETE 5 . 1
ANCHORING FAD
5 . e e i 5
FLOAT .
) ‘ EXISTING SHED i AT LOW TIDE .
. MLW o
N TG R g f .
R L rock ourcaoe L seawanb £06E 0F vEGETATION : . . . .
L] 1 26 El 4Q 50 &0 0 B kol 10 pEL] 120 130 145 350 piH 370 180 90 o) 216 20 230 L 250
SCALED PROFILE A-A
HORL 1" = 40"
VERT, 1" = 207

Purpose: Simplified Licensing

Adjacent Property Owners:

1. Ann Baylies '

7 Kirk Road, Gloucester
2. Riverdale Mill Associates
11 Kirk Road, Gloucester

Plan accompanying the
petition of:

Dennis Silva
9 Kirk Road
Gloucester, MA 01930

Proposed Pier, Ramp & Float
in Mill River

at Gloucester

County of Essex

Date: 9/28/10

Sheet 2 of 2




The Commonwealth Of Massachusetts

SIMPLIFIED LICENSE
- ' BRP WW06
Applicant must fill in pages 1 and 2 of this license.
Dennis Silva o Gloucester . Essex
. Applicant's name of the TOWWCity of: Town/City . n. County

County and Commonwealth aforesaid, has applied to the Department of Environmental Protection for a Simplified
License to: .

Please check: 1 maintain an existing (pre-1984): construct a proposed or maintain an
existing (post-1984);
Please check alf that apply below: Please check all that apply below:
[ pier/dock - (X1 pier/dock
[_] boat ramp : ramp
[iramp : float(s)
[7] float(s) K] pile(s)
] pile(s) [ ] boat lift
] boat lift L] pile-supported boat house
(] boat house U] other
L | retaining wall/seawall g
[ ] buikhead
L] rip rap/stone revetment
[] grain(s) y
[_] Nonwater-dependent (NWD) residence
[ other ‘

and has submitted plans of the same; and whereas due notice of said application has been given, as required by law, to
the [Please check one:} [ ] Board of Selectmen [X] Mayor and City Council, of the Town/City of:

Gloucester
Towr/City

;

NOW, said Department, having heard all parties desiring to be heard, and having fully considered said application, _
hereby, subject to the approval of the Governor, authorizes and licenses said Licensee, subject to the provisions of the
ninéty-first chapter of the General Laws, and of all laws which are or may be in force applicable thereto, to:

Please check all that apply: . Please check all that apply: '

[] maintain existing structure(s) for: 2 construct and maintain structure(s) for:
L non commercial docking/access to navigable water ] non commercial dockingfaccess to navigable water
[] shoreline stabilization : [ ] other '
[ ] residential, NWD building
[other '

~in and over the waters of. 5\,\,"] W River in the Town/City of: Glouqester
aterway Town/City

and in accordance with the locations shown and details indicated on the accompanying License Sketch Pian No.M:

USEONIY, (total number of Sheet(s): 1 . )




License # DEP USE ONLY . | Page 2

The total area of the combined structures, measured below mean/ordinary high water shall be no greater than a
total of 800 square feet for proposed water-dependent structures, or for structures built or substantially altered after
January 1, 1984 without any fil. For structures or fill constructed prior to January 1, 1984 and not substantially
altered since that date: any structures and fill, either water-dependent or nonwater-dependent, total no more than
600 square feet. In both instances structure is not a marina (i.e. does not serve ten or more vessels). Dimensions
of alf structures are shown on the accompanying plan(s).

‘I hereby make application for a License to authorize the activities | have described herein, Upon my signature,
F agree to allow the duly authorized representative of the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protecticn to enter upon the premises of the project site at reasonable times for the purpose of inspection. -
hereby certify that the information submitted in this document is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge:
And, upon my signature, that | have read the License and conditions and agree to the terms and conditions set
forth herein.” : ‘

BOX A:
Dennis Silva
Print Name

9 Kirk Road
Mailing Address

Gloucester
City/Town (not village)

MA 01830 Essex
State - Zip Code’ County

{508) 783-1575 ' denniss99@aol.com

(area code} tetephone : e-mail

Notification: Your signature to the right certifies that
you have notified the entities as checked off in the

hoxes below. . Signature of applicant Date
Notification of application )
hﬁs iifje" provided to: (please B Local Conservation Commissior  {J Board of Selectman Mayor and City Councit
chec
B4 Zoning Authority X Planning Board
and has been seni by certified
mail to: (please check) Abutters - {7 Interested Parties [3 Landowner (if not applicant)
BOX B:

If site address is different from mailing address:

Site Address of the structures

City/Town

State Zip Code County

BOX C: ,
If the applicant is different than the owner:

Qwner

EngineeﬂAgent

NOTE: This License is not valid unti such time as it has been numbered and sighed by the appropriate State
officials (see page 5) and recorded at the Registry of Deeds. B




License # DEP USE ONLY , - Page 3

USE: The structures authorized herein shall be for private non-commercial use of the licensee. The structures
shall not be used for commercial purposes, leased, rented or otherwise let for compensation. Any change in
use shall require an amendment to this license by the Department. The structures authorized herein shaill be
limited to the following uses: noncommercial docking and boating access to navigabte waters.

TERM: This L.if:ense will éxpire fitteen (15) years from the date of License issuance. By written request of the
Licensee for an amendment, the Department may grant a renewal for the term of years not to exceed that
authorized in the original license. :

WATERWAYS CONDITIONS:

1. ACCESS: In accordance with any License condition, easement, or other public right of lateral passage that
exists in the area of the subject property lying between the high and low water marks” or "below the ordinary
high water mark”, the Licensee shall allow the public in the exercise of such rights to pass freely over, under or
around aff structures within such (intertidal) area. Accordingly, the Licensee shall place and maintain, in good
repair, a public access sigh on the easterly/westerly or northerly/southerly sides of the pier/dock, authorized
herein or at each property line, adjacent to the high water shoreline. Said signs shall comply with the
Department’s signage guidelines (see instructions) and shall be posted immediately upon license issuance or
completion of construction. Nothing in this condition shall be construed as preventing the Licenses from
excluding the public from portions of said structure(s) or property not intended for lateral passage.

In partial compensation for the private use of structures and/or fill on tidelands and/or private tidelands and/or
Great Ponds which interferes with the rights of the public to use such fands, the Licensee shall allow the public
to pass on foot, for any purpose and from dawn to dusk, within the area of the subject property lying seaward of
the high water mark or, for Great Ponds within the public access way delineated on the License plan/or within 5
feet of the ordinary high water shoreline. This condition shall not be construed to prevent the Licensee from
taking reasonable measures to discourage unlawful activity by users of the area intended for pubfic passage,
including but not limited to trespassing on adjacent private areas and deposit of refuse of any kind or nature in
the water or on the shore. Further, the exercise by the public of free on-foot passage in accordance with this
condition shall be considered a permitted use to which the limited liability provisions of M.G.L. ¢.21, s17c shall

apply.

2. 1hi
o

authorizes structure(s) and/or fill on:
£y

- In accordance with the public easement that exists by law on private :
j ' . tidelands, the Licensee shail allow the public to use and to pass freely upon
[] Private Tidelands  the area of the subject property lying between the high and low water
- marks, for the purposes of fishing, fowling, navigation, strolling and the
. hatural derivatives thereof. e
The Licensee shall not restrict the public's right to use and to pass freely,
. 1 Commonwealth Tidelands : for any lawful purpose, upon lands lying seaward of the low water mark.
Do ' . The Commonwealth holds said iands in trust for the benefit of the public.
- The Licensee shall not restrict the public's right to use and to pass freely
e MPOD AN lying seaward of the high water mark for any lawful purpose.
: . . : The Licensee shall not restrict the public’s right to use and io pass freely,
LI Navigable River or SUeam sy o el purpose, in the watemway, - e

[] Great Pond

3. Unless otherwise expressly provided by this license, the Licensee shall not limit the hours of avaifability of any
areas of the subject property designated for public passage, nor place any gates, fences, or other structures on
such areas in a manner that would impede or discourage the free flow of pedestrian movement thereon. No
restriction on the exercise of these public rights shali be imposed uniess otherwise expressly provided in this
license. '
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4. Any change in use or any substantial structural alteration of any structure or filf authorized herein shall require
the issuance by the Department of a new Waterways License in accordance with the provisions and procedures
established in Chapter 91 of the Massachusetts General Laws. Any unauthorized substantial change in use or
unauthorized substantial structural atteration of any structure or fill authorized herein shail render this Waterways
License veid. :

S. This Waterways License shall be revocable by the Department for noncompliance with the terms and conditions
set forth herein. This License may be revoked after the Department has given written notice of the alleged
noncompliance to the Licensee and those persons who have filed a written request for such notice with the
Department and afforded them a reasonable opportunity to correct said noncompliance. Failure to correct said
noncompliance after the issuance of a written notice by the Departmient shall render this Waterways License void
and the Commonwealth may proceed to remove or cause removal of any structure or filt authorized herein at the -
expense of the Licensee, its successors and assigns as an unauthorized and unlawiul structure and/or fill.

8. The structures and/or fili authorized herein shall be maintained in good repair and in accordance with the terms
and conditions stated herein. ‘

7. Nothing in this Waterways License shall be construed as authorizing encroachment in, on or over property not
owned or controlled by the Licensee, except with the written consent of the owner{s) thereof,

8. This Waterways License is granted subject to all applicable Federal, State, County, and Municipal laws,
ordinances and reguiations including but not limited to a valid final Order of Conditions issued pursuant to G.L.
Chapter 131, 5.40, the Wetlands Protection Act, '

CONSTRUCTION: -

Ba. The project shall not significantly interfere with littoral or riparian property owners’ rights to access and
egress their property from the waterway. Alf structures shall be set back, at a minimum, at least twenty-five (25)
feet from abutting property lines, where feasible. : :

9b. Structures shall not extend beyond the length of existing piers used for similar purposes; in no case shall
the length extend more than % of the way across a water body and shall conform to the square footage
requir_ements as stated in Construction Condition 9a. ' :

9c. Within areas of salt marsh, structures shali be constructed with a minimum height of 4 feet above ground
level measured from the bottom of the stringer, and maximum width of 4 feet, or at a 1:1 ratio so as not to have
an adverse impact on the salt marsh or aquatic vegetation. Whereas, the width of the pier maybe equal to but
not greater than the height. Any ladders shall be constructed of durable materials, shall be fixed to the pier in
such a manner so as not to rest on the marsh, shall have a minimum width of 2.0 feet, and shall have adequate
railings extending above the pier/dock decking in order to facilitate safe passage.

8d. When removed, ail seasonal structures shall be stored landward of the mean or ordinary high water
shoreline, vegetated wetlands, dunes and all wetland resource areas. Said storage shali be in conformance
with any applicable locat, state or federal requirements.

9a. The floai(s} shall be constructed with an appropriate number of piles/pipes, legs or stop blocks attached to
the fioat structural elements in order to maintain at least 24 inches of clearance off the bottom at extreme low
tides. : '

8f. Al work authorized herein shall be completed within five (9) years of the date of License issuance. Said
construction period may be extended by the Department for ene or more one year periods without public notice,
provided that the Applicant submits to the Department, thirty (30} days prior to the expiration of said construction
period, a written request to extend the period and provides an adequate justification for said extension.

DOCKING OF VESSELS:

10a. Motorized vessels shali be moored stern seaward of the float and shall have a draft no greater than that
which provides a minimum of one foot clearance from the bottom at extreme low water. Whaere eelgrass is
present, vessels shall not have any adverse affects on eelgrass in the area. '
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10b. Vessels shall be moored such that they do not become grounded at any tide,
10c. No dredging (including, but not limited to effects of prop wash) is permitted herain.

10d. No boat moored at any dock may block or unduly impede navigatior: within the waterway or the use cof any
adiacent dock. -

COMPLIANCE

The Licensee, within sixty (60) days of completian of the licensed project, shall submit a written statement to the
Depariment that the project has been completed in substantial conformance with the conditions and plans of
said license, or a copy of the Certificate of Compliance for this project issued pursuant to the Wetlands
Protection Act (if the project was previously issued an Order of Conditions or Superseding Order of Conditions
under said Act). ‘

This License shall be void unless the License and the accompanying plan(s} are recorded within 80 days from the
date hereof, in the Registry of Deeds for the said County. :

Acceptance of this Waterways License shall constitute an agreement by the Licensee to conform with all terms
and conditions stated herein. This License is granted upon the express condition that any and all other -
applicabie authorizations required due to the provisions hereof shall be secured by the Licensee prior to the.
commencement of any activity of use authorized pursuant to this License.

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

INWITNESS WHEREAS, said Department of Environmental Protection have hereunto set their hands on this

e dayof in the year
date month yea{
Commissioner
_ Department of
Program Chief Environmental

Protection

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

This License is approved in consideration of the payment into the treasury of the Commonwealth by said —-
of the further sum of dollars and zero cents (3 .00)
Applicant . Amount

The amount determined by the Governor as a just and equitable charge forrights and privileges hereby granted in
the fand of the Commonwealth. ‘

Boston

Approved by the Governor.

Governor




Authorization Form

Re: 9 Kirk Road, Gloucester, MA

1 hereby authorize Mill River Consulting to sign any applications or permits for the City
of Gloucester or the Department of Environmental Protection.

%:?{%’ : //‘? e
/P f Dennis Sil¥a Date




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
WATERWAYS REGULATION PROGRAM

Notice of License Application pursuant to M. G. L. Chapter 91
Waterways License Application Number X234974
Dock, Ramp and Float at 9 Kirk Road, Gloucester .

NOTIFICATION DATE: October 1, 2010

Public notice is hereby given of the application by Dennis Silva to construct
and maintain a proposed pier/dock, ramp, float(s), pile(s) at 9 Kirk Road,
Gloucester, Massachusetts, Essex County.

The Department will consider all written comments on this Waterways
‘application received within 30 days subsequent to the “Notification Date”.
Failure of any aggrieved person or group of ten citizens or more to submit
written comments to the Waterways Regulation Program by the Public
Comments Deadline will result in the waiver of any right to an adjudicatory
hearing in accordance with 310 CMR 9.13(4)(c). ' '

Additional information regarding this application may be obtained by
contacting the Waterways Regulation Program at (617) 292-5500. Project
plans and documents for this application are on file with the Waterways
Regulation Program for public viewing, by appointment only, at the address
below. Written comments must be addressed to: Waterways Regulation
Program, MassDEP Northeast Regional Office, 2058 Lowell Street,
Wilmington, MA 01887.




(3ail B. Misk

8 Russ Rd.

Rust Island
Gloucester, MA 01930

September 27, 2010

Hon. Mayor Kirk & City Council:
Attached is a copy of a petition to have the newly installed outside cameras removed. It
was easy to solicit signatures for this petition. Two out of every three voters approached

were anxious to sign.

1 hope that you will give this request serious consideration and not reaffirm that “It’s
under review” We’ve heard that for eight weeks or more!

Thank you for your consideration of this issue.

Respectfully submitted,

. ! :
6?/;,{{”2 /g)ww ' ﬂ‘@fy‘?ﬁu/

Gail Brisson Misk
/gbm

Attch: 64 signatures




bl | Gail B. Misi
FOE O Russ Road Rusi s
wm Gloucester, MA 01930

PETITION

We, the undersigned voters and citizens of the City of Gloucester, Massachusetts, do
hereby request that Mayor Kirk remove the outdoor cameras from our city immediately.
They are an infringement of our civil liberties and invade our privacy. They taint our
quality of life on a daily basis. Our government is of and by the people — that’s us — we
are the government. If the Mayor can’t seem to act at once then put this issue to a
Referendum vote before the voters this Fall.
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A Gail B. Misk
8 Russ Road Rust Is
% Gloticester, MA 01930
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PETITION

We, the undersigned voters and citizens of the City of Gloucester, Massachusetts, do
hereby request that Mayor Kirk remove the outdoor cameras from our city immediately.
They are an infringement of our civil liberties and invade our privacy. They taint our
quality of life on a daily basis. Our government is of and by the people — that’s us — we
are the government. If the Mayor can’t seem to act at once then put this issue to a
Referendum vote before the voters this Fall.

Name Address
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PETITION

We, the undersigned voters and citizens of the City of Gloucester, Massachusetts, do
hereby request that Mayor Kirk remove the outdoor cameras from our city immediately.
They are an infringement of our civil liberties and invade our privacy. They taint our
quality of life on a daily basis. Our government is of and by the people — that’s us — we
are the government, If the Mayor can’t seem to act at once then put this issue to a

Referendum vote before the voters this Fall.
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PETITION

Name Address
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Music in City Hall.

I: The General idea:
Free to the public small classical music concerts.

Our City Hall looks to be designed just for this purpose. Not just a place where laws are
passed but where people gather. | cannot recall seeing another City Hall with such an
amenity. But it makes sense... just with the name ‘Hall’ comes to mind Powell
Symphony Hall in St. Louis, Radio City Music Hall in New York and of course Boston
Symphony Hall. Our City Hall is also one of the most attractive city halls I've seen,
something to be proud of and showcase in public events.

II. When will this happen:
Once a month. before a city council meeting. The musicians can set up off to the
side as to not interfere with the desks set up for the meeting.

II1: Who will play:

I would like to have students from the High School be the musicians for the
concerts. It would be a great opportunity for students (who also have the benefit of being
the most affordable performers) to gain experience performing. The best set up would be
small quartets... rotating students out each month so that they do not have a burden of a
show every month, and a large number of them can perform through the year if they
choose to.

[V: Staffing the event:

Being that this is a free concert, it will have to be staffed with volunteers. The
event could be run with two people, and should not interfere with the proceedings of the
meetings. One, down at the door greeting and directing people where to go; and
answering questions. The other, in the ball room assisting with set up and announcing
the players and starting off, and ending, the concert.

V: Marketing:

Simple fliers should be fine. placed at various locations around town. Cafes,
Music Stores, the schools and so on.

%,/M Kaeber
7E)-S97-/F7.2
faeber @y sho. com
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AMVETS DEPARTMENT OF MA
HONORS & AWARDS COMMITTEE
CHAIRMAN THOMAS DAVITT
34 BERRY ST.

FRAMINGHAM, MA 01702
Tel. 508-523-9327, e-mail, tmd676/@yahoo.com

October 5, 2010

City Clerk

Gloucester City Hall

9 Dale AV

Gloucester, MA 01930

Dear City Clerk,

We are writing to ask your assistance in informing the members of the Gloucester City
Council and other interested City Hall employees that Mr. John A. "Gus" Foote has been
selected to receive the AMVETS Department of MA "Pilgrim's Award" for Community
Service and Legislative achievement. The "Pilgrim's Awards" are the highest awards given
by the AMVETS Department of MA. These awards are given annually to individuals who
have distinguished themselves in one of the several categories that AMVETS recognizes.
This year's awards ceremony will take place on Saturday night, November 6, 2010 at
AMVETS Post 161, 535 Western Ave. Lynn, MA, cocktails 6-7 PM with Dinner and awards
to follow at 7 PM. Tickets are $30.00 per person and tables of eight are available for groups
who wish to reserve their own table. There is an ad-book also available for those who wish

to place congratulations in this manner, price is: full page, $100.00, half page, $60.00, third




of a page, $35.00. If anyone or any group wishes to place and ad in the book please do so as
soon as possible, mail the ad as you would like it to appear to Tom Davitt at the above
address and make checks payable to "AMVETS Dept. of MA" with the check memo
indicating ad-book, or fickets. For tickets at $30.00 per person, you may contact Tom Glenn,
tel. 978-283-7516, or mail to Tom Glenn, 119 Western AV, Gloucester, MA 01930. "Gus"
has done much for his Country and the City of Gloucester and we know he would appreciate
seeiﬁg his past co-workers and many friends at this prestigious ceremony.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter, if you have any questions you may contact Mr.

Tom Davitt listed in the letterhead or Mr. Tom Glenn at the number in the above paragraph.

Sincefely,
Thomas A. Glenn, AMVE

TS Post 32, Gloucester, MA




(<o, CITY OF GLOUCESTER 2010
& .+ X8, CITY COUNCIL ORDER

It
o ORDER: #CC2010-070
Councillor Paul McGeary

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO: TC & O&A
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

Ordered that the GCO Sec. 22-287, entitled “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking”,
be amended by adding:

two (2) handicapped parking spaces in front of the Gloucester Stage Company at
East Main Street #267

And further

Ordered that this matter be referred to the Traffic Commission and the Ordinances and
Administration Committee for review, recommendation and measurements.

Councillor Paul McGeary



ORDER: #CC2010-071
Councillor Ann Mulcahey

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO: No Referral Required
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

Ordered that the GCO Sec. 22-287, entitled “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking”,
be amended by deleting:

Addison Street (opposite #28), designated as one (1) handicapped parking space

*Note — A public hearing is required — no referral required and per Sec. 22-175(c) of the
GCO, the sign can be removed immediately.

Councillor Ann Mulcahey



CITY OF GLOUCESTER 2010
CITY COUNCIL ORDER

ORDER: #CC2010-072
Councillor Paul McGeary

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO:
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

Ordered that the Gloucester Code of Ordinances, Sec. 22-269. (Stop intersections) be
amended by

ADDING: Bass Rocks Road at its intersection with Atlantic Road.
And further
Ordered that this matter be referred to the Traffic Commission and the Council

Committee on Ordinances and Administration for review, recommendation and
measurements.

Paul McGeary, Ward 1 Councilor



(<o, CITY OF GLOUCESTER 2010
& .+ X8, CITY COUNCIL ORDER

It
o ORDER: #CC2010-073
Councillor Bruce Tobey

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO: O&A
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

Ordered that the City Council, pursuant to Chapter 158 of the Acts of 2010, as effective
July 15 2010, which repealed Chapter 161 of the Acts of 1924 regarding the civil service
appointment of the Gloucester Fire Chief, enact an ordinance amending Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 8, Art. Il, sections 8-16 and 8-17 providing for the method and
process of selection of a Fire Chief.

Councillor Bruce Tobey



CITY OF GLOUCESTER 2010
CITY COUNCIL ORDER

ORDER: #CC2010-074
Councillor Greg Verga

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO: O&A
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

Ordered that an invitation be extended to the DPW Director or his designee to address the
Planning and Development Standing Committee to discuss the recent (October 2, 2010
Cyclocross) bike event at Stage Fort Park and other similar events held on City Property and
further to come to an agreement as to what the criteria would be to determine which events
would be required to come before the City Council for permitting or approvals, and to review
any current beach and park regulations on these types of events.

Councillor Greg Verga



CITY OF GLOUCESTER 2010
CITY COUNCIL ORDER

ORDER: #CC2010-075
Councillor Joseph Ciolino

DATE RECEIVED BY COUNCIL: 10/12/10
REFERRED TO: O&A
FOR COUNCIL VOTE:

ORDERED that the following changes be made to sub-sections of Chapter 11,
HawkersAnd Peddlers, And Transient Vendors of the Gloucester Code of Ordinances:
Sec. 11-5 Fixed vending: site specific locations (6).

(2) Amend to read with the exception of St. Peter’s week. Not weekend. The Fiesta starts
earlier now.

Sec 11-6 Conduct of business.
(2) Add to second sentence All vendors shall operate from carts which are neat and clean and do

not leak. New line: No vendor shall pitch a tent in addition to their cart or vehicle for the
purpose of selling their wares.

Councillor Joseph Ciolino



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN
SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH

WARRANT FOR STATE ELECTION

Essex S8,
'To the City Council of the City of Gloucester

GREETING:
In the name of the Commonwealth, you are hereby required to notify and warn the inhabitants of said city or town who are
qualified to vote in the State Election to vote at:

-1 East Gloucester School 8 Davis St. Ext 3-2 First Baptist Church 38 Gloucester Ave
1-2 Veterans Memorial School 11 Webster St. 4-1 Beeman Memorial School 138 Cherry St

2-1 Qur Lady’s Youth Center 142 Prospect St. 4-2 Lanesville Community Center 8 Vulcan St.

2-2 McPherson Park Bldg. 31 Prospect St 5-1 Magnolia Library Center | Lexington Ave
3-1 Veteran’s Center 12 Emerson Ave 5-2 West Parish School 14 Concord St

on TUESDAY, THE SECOND DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2010, from 7:00 A M. to 8:00 P.M. for the following purpose:

To cast their votes in the State Election for the candidates for the following offices:

GOVERNOR/LT. GOVERNOR . . . .......... . ... ....FORTHIS COMMONWEALTH
ATTORNEY GENERAL . .... .. .. ... ............FORTHIS COMMONWEALTH
SECRETARY OFSTATE. .... .. .. ... ............FOR THIS COMMONWERALTH
TREASURER ... . ... . ..... ... ...............FORTHIS COMMONWEALTH
AUDITOR ... .. ... ..... ... ................FORTHIS COMMONWEALTH
REPRESENTATIVEINCONGRESS . . . .. .. .. ... . 6th DISTRICT
COUNCILLOR. . . . . . s, 3" DISTRICT
SENATOR IN GENERAL COURT . .. . .. ... .. ... 1% Essex & Middlesex DISTRICT
REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL COURT. . . . . . ... 5" Essex DISTRICT
DISTRICT ATTORNEY . . . . . . . . i, Bastern DISTRICT
SHERIFF .. .o o s, Essex COUNTY

QUESTION 1: LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do vou approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives
before May 4, 20107
: SUMMARY
This proposed law would remove the Massachusetts sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol, where the sale of
such beverages and alcoho! or their importation into the state is already subject to a separate excise tax under state law.

The proposed law would take effect en January 1, 2011,
A YES VOTE would remove the state sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol where their sale or importation into the

state is subject fo an excise tax under state law.
A NO VOTE would make no change in the state sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol.

QUESTION 2: LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETFITION
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives

before May 4, 20107

SUMMARY

This proposed law would repeal an existing state law that allows a qualified organization wishing to build government-
subsidized housing that includes low- or moderate-income units to apply for a single comprehensive permit from a city or
town’s zoning board of appeals (ZBA), instead of separate permits from each local agency or official having jurisdiction
over any aspect of the proposed housing. The repeal would take effect on January 1, 2011, but would not stop or otherwise




affect any proposed housing that had already received both a comprehensive permit and a building permit for at least one
unit.

Under the existing law, the ZBA holds a public hearing on the application and considers the recommendations of local
agencies and officials. The ZBA may grant a comprehensive permit that may include conditions or requirements concerning
the height, site plan, size, shape, or building materials of the housing. Persons aggrieved by the ZBA’s decision to grant a
pernit may appeal it to a court. If the ZBA denies the permit or grants it with conditions or requirements that make the
housing uneconomic to build or to operate, the applicant may appeal to the state Housing Appeals Committee (HAC).

After a hearing, if the HAC rules that the ZBA’s denial of a comprehensive permit was unveasonable and not consistent
with local needs, the HAC orders the ZBA to issue the permit. If the HAC rules that the ZBA’s decision issuing a
comprehensive permit with conditions or requirements made the housing uneconomic to build or operate and was not
consistent with local needs, the HAC orders the ZBA to modify or remove any such condition or requirement so as to make
the proposal no longer uneconomic. The HAC cannot order the ZBA 1o issue any permit that would allow the housing to fall
below minmum safety standards or site plan requirements. If the HAC rules that the ZBA’s action was consistent with local
needs, the HAC muust uphold it even if it made the housing uneconomic. The HAC’s decision is subject to review in the
courts.

A condition or requirement makes housing “uneconomic” if it would prevent a public agency or non-profit organization
from building or operating the housing except at a financial loss, or it would prevent a limited dividend organization from
building or operating the housing without a reasonable return on its investment,

A 7ZBA’s decision 18 “consistent with focal needs” if it applies requirements that are reasonable in view of the regional
need for low- and moderate-income housing and the number of low-income persons in the city or town, as well as the need
to protect health and safety, promote better site and building design, and preserve open space, if those requirements are
applied as equally as possible to both subsidized and unsubsidized housing. Requirements are considered “consistent with
[ocal needs™ if more than 10% of the city or town’s housing units are low- or moderate-income units or if such units are on
sites making up at least 1.5% of the total private land zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use in the city or town.
Requirements are also considered “consistent with local needs” if the application would result, in any one calendar year, in
beginning construction of low- or moderate-income housing on sites making up more than 0.3% of the total private land
zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use in the city or town, or on ten acres, whichever is larger.

The proposed law states that if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.
A YES VOTE would repeal the state law allowing the issuance of a single comprehensive permit to build housing that
includes low- or moderate-income units.
A NO VOTE would make no change in the state law allowing issuance of such a comprehensive permit.

QUESTION 3: LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives

before May 4, 20107
SUMMARY

This proposed law would reduce the state sales and use tax rates (which were 6.25% as of September 2009) to 3% as
of January 1, 2011. It would make the same reduction in the rate used to determine the amount to be deposited with the
state Commissioner of Revenue by non-resident building contractors as security for the payment of sales and use tax on
tangible personal property used in carrying out their contracts.

The proposed law provides that if the 3% rates would not produce enough revenues to satisfy any lawful pledge of sales
and use tax revenues in connection with any bond, note, or other contractual obligation, then the rates would instead be reduced
to the lowest level allowed by law.

The proposed law would not affect the collection of moneys due the Commonwealth for sales, storage, use or other
consumption of tangible personal property or services occurring before January 1, 2011.

The proposed law states that if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.
A YES VOTE would reduce the state sales and use tax rates to 3%.
A NO VOTE would make no change in the state sales and use tax rates.




Hereof fail not and make return of this warrant with your doings thereon at the time and place of said voting.

Given under our hands this 12th day of October, 2610.

City Council of City of Gloucester

October 12, 2010.

Linda T. Lowe, City Clerk

Warrant must be posted by October 26, 2010, {at least seven days prior to the November 2, 2010, State Election).




2%\ GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010

)

¥\ PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-068

SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING

- ORDINANCE CHANGE

Animals, Article 1. Dogs by ADDING: ¢

Creation of a Gloucester Dog Parking Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1
“Free Petition” of the City Charter and proposed amendment to GCO
Chapter 4, Animals, Article II Dogs by adding new section 4-16(d)
10/12/10

08/31/10

P&D 07/28/10, CCM 08/31/10, O&A 09/20/10, P&D 09/22/10, Open
Space and Recreation Advisory Committee Statement 09/23/10, P&D
10/06/10 ~Minutes under Approval of Minutes — Standing Committee

LEGAL NOTICE v
- NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING L

The Gloucester City Council will hold:a,
public hearing on Tuesday, August 31,
2010 at 7:00 pm in the Kryouz Auditorium,:
City Hall, refative to the following changes.
to the Gloucester Code of Ordinances: -*

Amend Code of Ordinances. Chapter 4 |

new section 4-16(d) as folicws - Dogs
permitted in certain city-owned off-leash’’
areas as approved by DPW Director and .
pursuant to DPW reguiations. S

At the public hearing all interested per-
sons will have the opportunity to be heard.

By Vote of the City'CounciE .
Linda T. Lowe, City Clerk

AD#12323205 o
Cape Ann Beacon 8/20/10




Planning & Development 07/28/2010 Page 3 of 9

Mr. Burke stated if they’re moving signs, they can put in seven trees. [f signs stay, then the trees in the
spaces five would work; and they use the larger eastern white pines. You don’t want to crowd them.
Councilor Ciolino stated they’ll stick with seven irees, that they’ll be evergreens. There will be curbing.
Mr. Burke stated they had discussed at the site meeting he was at as putting in a Cape Cod berm. I’sa
rolled soft curb put in parking lots. It helps to keep run off from going into the beds and helps with
plowing. They’re made of asphalt.

Counciler Hardy stated they talked about a raised bed so when the salt and sand is on the road and gets
kicked up it wouldn’t go over. It would lift the trees up higher and not have to excavate so deep for the
plantings. They shook hands on this at the site; and have now gone through two iterations since then. It
was less expensive to rip up that whole side than dig a hole and drop a tree. At the time it was said that
the roots would probably come up and get under if. She showed the Committee a picture she drew of
what it should be, as they agreed to at their meeting.

Mr. Giacalone didn’t dispute what the Councilor said and described. He could do what he was asked to
do.

Councilor Ciolinoe stated they have now agreed on seven trees. There will be a raised berm and the signs
go to the ends.

Mr. Bertoline agreed.

Mr. Giacalone also agreed.

Councitor Ciolino stated that it will be nice when completed which Councilor Hardy also concurred.
Mr. Giacalore cautioned they were moving towards the end of the planting season.

Mr, Burke stated he’d like to look at mid- to late September for the installation or early October. Mr.
Giacalone asked what the timeframe would be.

Councilor Hardy stated they’d be looking at the end of September; and they need the Council
permission on the modification for the plantings.

Councilor Ciolino stated that they submit all this.

Mr. Giacalone asked if they could submit a landscaping plan and if that would be satisfactory.
Councilors Ciolino and Hardy stated that would be all right.

MOTION: On motion of Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Planning &
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
require the owners/developers of 85-89 Bass Ave to immediately submit a request for
modification of the City Council Special Permii issued January 5, 2005 for 85-89 Bass
Avenue under the Gloucester Zoning Ordinances, section 5.2, Earth, Fill, and Removal, and
to incinde with the request a written statement by the owners or their representatives of the
agreement reached with the neighbors/abutters (the petitioners) and with this Committee
concerning additional, new tree plantings and concerning the wall referenced in the 2605
Special Permit. The request for modification shall also include a revised, current plan
updating all previous plans submitted to the Council for the 2005 Special Permit and the
March 2006 rezoning, relating to the wall and landscaping.

MOTION: On motion by Counciler Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Planning &
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to advertise for a public hearing for
Modification of Special Permit for 85-89 Bass Avenue concerning wall and landscaping,
trees, and plantings.

2. Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition” of City Charter
Steve Winslow, Project Manager-Community Development; Mark Cole, Operations Manager-

DPW; Daniel Morris, Chair and John McElhenny — Open Space Committee; Judy Masciarelli and
Mary Lon Maraganis, Dog Park proponents were introduced by Councilor Ciolino.




Planning & Development 07/28/2010 Page 4 of 9

Councilor Ciolino stated they are starting the process for starting an ‘off-leash’ dog park. He’s been
working with them and a petition will come before the City Council. They’ll come before the City
Council to present their intentions. What the Comumitiee’s intensiong for this evening was to give this
matter to the Open Space Committee that they work with the Dog Park committee to try and come up
with some locations where the park could be placed. Mark Cole of the DPW was there because he was
the keeper of alt the public properties, and felt there was a need for his involvement. There is a need to
change the Gloucester Zoning Ordinance because there is no mention of a Dog Park or a definition. You
can’t have any dogs running loose on any City property or in parks. That will need to be amended. There
are a lot of little things that need to change to make this happen. P&D will be referring the matter out to
the Open Space Committee for their suggestions. If they need more time, they should let the Committee
know how much more time they need.

Mary Lou Maraganis and Judy Masciareili made a short presentation to the Committee on behaif the
Dog Park proponents (Documentation presented at meeting on file). She gave the group’s reasons for the
need for a fenced in, off -leash dog park: environmentally conscientious using green technology;
envisioning this as a community project in partnership with the City of Gloucester designed to help
satisfy the recreational needs of dog-guardians and non-dog guardians. It would also promote animal
welfare and rescue; and help promote tourism with 15% of visitors to the City bringing their dogs. She
reiterated the area would be fenced in. She noted there were 1,000 dog parks currently, in airports, parks.
Beverly, Swampscott and Newburyport are in the process of establishing dog parks. Salem is the closest
dog park. Tt is one big open space. There are no segments for differcnt kinds of dogs. They wish to be
proactive to learn from other dog parks. They learned to have separate areas for small dogs, large dogs.
Salem Dog Park has a fee, $25.00 because they were having issues with people not having licensed dogs.
It is a yearly fee paid when you get your dog license. It is an option for Gloucester. There are pros and
cons fo that. 1f anyone is to use public space for recreation, under Mass laws, whoever owns that property
is not liable for anything that happens on that property. Brookline utilizes all their open space and parks —
if the facility is not being used at certain times they're allowing dogs and their guardians to use the areas.
1t has caused complaints to drop against dog owners and about dog waste. They re making good use of
all of their parks. Somerville has a similar program as are others. They form a task force with dog
owners, then a liaison for the City and create dog friendly areas in the City. When you go to membership,
there is a liability issue and then they have to sign a Hability waiver. She noted that the Provincetown
Dog Park is rated one of the best dog parks in the country. They would like to see more of what they
instalied created by artists for dog amenities. They define it as an area to exercise and socialize weli-
behaved dogs i a safe, off-leash setting and supplement other leashed and off-leashed dog areas. They
cited the importance of socialization and exercise dogs i a friendly environment. The dog parks bring a
vast array of people together because of their dogs. They got over 1,000 signatures in three weeks for
their petition. They aiso want to educate people on picking up after their dog and on dog behavior. They
want it to be ADA accessible. Many elderly don’t get pets which this'will give them a venue to possibly
give them an opporiunity to exercise their pets. Many dog parks have benches outside for people who
don’t have dogs to observe them. They suggested sample layouts of a “well thought out” park,
components of a dog park such as shrubs, curved lines and different play areas. Dogs with similar play
styles play together. There has to be a section where they go in, lock the gate then release their dog into
the park off-leash and that it is repeated at the exii. They discussed sanitation, funding; lights, security;
buffer zones, parking. [t was important to have crushed stone or decomposed granite. That needs no
water to manage. Some need proper drainage. They have to look at and address. [t is supposed to be
devoid of all organic material to keep bacteria from taking hold. The soil would be underneath. They
didn’t know how far down the stone has to be but couldn’t say yet. Maintenance is annually around
32,000 to $7,000 annually. It is self-policing. They hope for trash removal by the DPW. There would
need to be detailed dog park rules. There waould need to be a minimum of an acre. They did find out that
you can’t use CPA money on existing owned public property. With the passage of bill 90, hopefully by
month end, it would eliminate that restriction. They hope if that does pass they would be able to apply
during the next application process in November. And they proposed possible sites. They can’t do it
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alone. The City collected around $42,000 for dog licenses and may be helpful to divert some of that
money towards maintenance of a dog park. They have received donations for design of the park, and
many others who have approached them to offer goods and services including the Boy Scouts. The
Chamber of Commerce, Bob Hastings that once they get the approval i:e could tap his membership to
help them establish the park. And they proposed possible sites. They pointed to two spots in Stage Fort
Park, which they feit was the ideal location behind the tennis courts upthe hill towards the playground.
People on the Boulevard are trying to have people pick up after theiz'dogs. 1t will be much more
encouraged to get debris off the Boulevard, Dog owners would prefer to run their dogs than walk them.
What’s nice about the area behind the tennis courts is the terrain, the landscaping and parking. The
second location is up by the basketball courts which have the same things going for it with more acreage.
They are underutilized areas of the park. Many cities and towns, when their developing their community
spaces, similar to Stage Fort Park, are now including dog parks. Fuller Field is also a fenced in area near
Gloucester Crossing. Green Street Playfield as a possible location but was not as ideal. Swinson Park
was a possibility to identify as a smaller neighborhood dog park as there are 10,000 dogs in Gloucesier,
Mr. McEachern pointed out that behind the tennis courts at Stage Fort Park 1s used by the cross country
teams.

Mr. McElhenny asked what the main reason for the dog parks was.

Ms. Maraganis stated there 1s no fenced in area where dogs can run and play with other dogs. There’s
been talk for a long time but no driving force to get it in place. [t is important for dogs to socialize and
exercise. It was tried seven years ago to start one, but it got no where.

Ms. Masciarelli noted that in summer months then they can’t go to the beaches. If they had another
place to go it would solve many issues.

Ms. Maraganis stated many dogs can’t be off leash because they run off. 1t is also for people. They love
going there. They form a close bond over their dogs.

Ms. Masciarelli noted that just walking dogs is not enough exercise. By having the right behavior in a
dog park carries outside of the dog parks; less issues of barking and aggression.

Councilor Ciolino stated they want to reclaim parts of Gloucester where there are problems with dogs and
dog owners. There is a need for a place for dogs and their owners to go. He would rather bring his dog to
a nice clean area. Wherever there 1s a community where there is a leash faw there should be a dog park.
A few years ago there was an issue to get dogs off the beaches. So where do vou run the dogs.

Mark Cole, DPW asked who’d be in charge of the dog park. If there is an issue who do they call; the
dog officer, the DPW?

Councilor Ciolino stated there is one in Salem, and they’il have to find out how they operate. They’re
not reinventing the wheel and will find out how other communities do it.

Mr. Cole expressed his concern as to who deals with these issues.

Councilor Whynott felt it should be the dog officer.

Councilor McGeary stated this would have to be worked out in an ordinance with the consequences, etc.
Ms. Masciarelli stated they're hoping to have enough volunteers who would have keys to the supply
cabinets and monitoring the park and dogs.

Mr. Cole stated if they have a dog park would they be banning dogs f'mm the beaches.

Councilor Ciolino stated they’d be banned for the summer. tt

Mr. Cole responded they're still on the beaches, regardless. 1t’s not going to solve the dogs on the
beaches.

Ms. Masciarelli stated if there was a regular place they couid go dog owners/guardians would use it.
Perhaps neighborhood dog parks are a solution.

Councilor Whynott didn’t feel the dog park would solve the problem of using the beaches.

Mr. Cole asked if this would stop dog owners not picking up after their pets.

Ms. Maraganis stated the Dog Park would be a place of education and help let the public know about it.
Councilor Verga stated there is peer pressure in an enclosed area for owners to pick up after their dogs.
He feit Mr. McEachern, however, made an important point. They don’t want to displace anybody.
Councilor Cioline stated they should look at many venues.
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Mpr. Cole would be happy to help them look for appropriate spots in the City. He noted on the upper
fevels at Magnolia Woods were playing fieids was already burdened with regards to parking for all the
sports taking place there and was out of the way; and the possible usage of the Stage Fort Park.

Mr. Winslow noted the Open Space Committee was in the midst of an open space plan and they will see
it in their next packet from the Mayor. They did an informal survey at a health fair; walking their dog is a
big reason why people use recreational facilities. They did look at numbers from Virginia Beach, a
community of 50,000 having one dog park. He worked in Somerville and his colleagues there were
working on the creation of a dog park. Initially they fenced in 10,000 square ft. there. Somerviile is very
dense, and it got overused very quickly. They eventually put in stone dust and were very successful.
Rice stone was the best surface. The DPW has to be involved. There are dog conflicts that the dog officer
has to be involved in. Some of these locations are good as they are away from residential areas.
Somerville’s latest dog park 1s full fledged which cost an enormous amount. They are in this process of
identifying priorities for Gloucester, and they’ll see when they get this plan that there’s a lot the City has:
70% is open space and not a ot of resources to cover that. The Committee needs to work this into the
other priorities. They are looking for public comment. Parks and playgrounds need resources; and the
City doesn’t have many of them. They have to deal with competing uses. It is something they have to
work on. He spoke of the financial collaboration in Somervilie that helped get the dog park there off the
ground.

Councilor Ciolino asked if Mr. Winslow if he could get them information from Somerville; how they do
it there; their ordinances. Their next task will be to have a written ordinance.

Mr. Winslow stated he spoke to the Building Inspector about zoning and Gregg Cademartori, Planning
Director. Ifit’s on municipal land he didn’t think there was a need for any zoning changes. This would
be a recreational use. There’s a leash law which would have to be modified; and there 1s no definition.
Councilor Whynott stated the police don’t get invelved unless a person is in danger; it’s in their
contract; they don’t’ have to respond to dog issues. So you have only cne person, and that’s the Dog
Officer.

Councilor Ciolino asked if they could put a fee, perhaps an extra $1 on dog licenses,

Councilor Whynott stated the fee for a dog license is $22.50 now which was higher than most other area
municipalities. The City can raise could raise the price of dog licenses any time they want which could
help pay for it. You’d have to create a revolving account. [t could be done.

Mr. Winslow and Mr. Cole reminded everyone as to who will have to maintain and take away debris.
Councilor Whynott stated every time they raise the

Councilor Verga asked who would check to see if there were dogs with licenses.

Mr. Cole asked if it was self~policing would you tell him he couldn’t bring his dog in.

. Ms, Maraganis stated there would be signage to state that rule.

Mr. Cole stated what if they’re not.

Ms. Maraganis stated generally people in the park say something and don’t want to put themselves in
those kinds of situation.

Mr. Cole wanted the DPW doesn’t want to be the policing entity on the dog park.

Councilor Verga asked then who would be checking the license and wished to see what other
communities do.

Ms. Maraganis stated it was from self-policing and peer pressure gud also the membership to the park
helps as well.

Mt. Cole was skeptical that someone would approach him to tell him he couldn’t take his dog into the
Dog Park because they didn’t see a tag. How would they stop him?:.He could ignore that person and just
g0 in anyway.

Ms. Maraganis stated there would be signage stating that only licensed dogs would be allowed at the
entrances and exits.

Councilor Ciolino understood the DPW position and didn’t want it to become a burden to their
department. This was a start. This will take some time just to get the legalities done.
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Councilor Ciolino again stated this was a beginning, their first formal meeting on the matter. There were
a lot of pieces that needed to come together. It may take a year before they get through it all. He asked
Mr. Cole to be part of the process. He asked if the Open Space Committee if they could do that.
Councilor Whynott stated in deference to Mr. Cole, some of the maiters he brought up about the park
need to be addressed now. They didn’t want these things to happen the night they’re voting at City
Couneil.

Mr. Winslow stated that there was a Dog Owner Task Force in Somerville that ultimately dealt with their
dog park. They may be able come up with some aspects and possibly have a site recommendation. A
task force would need to be in place once a site was located and to have legal definition of what a dog
park is. He didn’t” know if they’d be able to report back in 30 days. He suggested 45 days due to their
meeting schedule.

Councilor Ciolino believed that once a site was located, that a Task Ferce would be in place.

Mr. McElhenny asked if they would just like a site recommendation net whether the Committee feals
one way or another about the idea itself.

Councilor Ciolino asked that P&D would like both a site recommcndatlon and the Open Space
Committee’s opinion on the matter.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Planning &
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to forward the matter of a proposed “off-
leash” dog park concept o the Open Space Comunittee in order that they and the proponents of the
Dog Park may come back in 45 days with a report and suggested sites for it.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Cislino, seconded by Councilor Verga the Planning and
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to receive language from General Counsel to
amend the Gloucester Zoning Ordinances for its definition, creation, location, upkeep of any other
necessary rules and regulations to govern the park itself,

The matter was continued to the September 22, 2010.
3. Request from National Grid re: Electric Easement Goose Cove Lane

Councilor Ciolino announced National Grid needs to demonstrate #r their request for an easement on
Goose Cove Lane, a private way; verification of who owns the land in question and the agreement of the
abutters before it can grant the City Council permit per Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 23-105. The
Committee also asked for a representation of the kind of pole to be erected, a photo. National Grid will be
appraised as soon as possible so that the matter can come back to the Committee upon presentation of the
documentation to move forward.

4. Request from Magnolia Road Race Committee re: September 2, 2010 Magnolia Road Race

Mr. McEachern, a member of the Magnolia Road Race Committee informed the Committee about the
34™ running of the Magnolia Road Race which raises funds for the Magnolia Library. He stated they
have successfully run this race without incident for many years, and asked the Committee for their
permission under the new formalized process. There are some road closures from the Dunkin Donuts on
Lexington Avenue to the Blyman School. These are rolling closures. Everyone in Magnolia knows

what’s going on; they walk the route with handouts for the affected nefghtbors Tt v a strictlya
community event. It is well known. If there is any inconvenience to their Magnoha neighbors, it is short
lived.

Councilor Verga asked how many runners they anticipated.

Mr. McEachern staied about 300 runners. They’d like more to make more money for the library.
Councilor Whynett noted that any well run event like this is a good thing for Gloucester.
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Councilor Theken noted as chair of O&A she emphasized that she does not appoint people that are
unqualified and does ask why these people want to be a part of the job for the City, and for Boards and
Commuissions, etc. The fact was they do have a Personnel Department and a department head that they
can go to; and it is up to them to do that. They ail need to be eyes and ears and a team as on other issues.
They need a reporting system. How can they fire if there is nothing in their files? There needs to be a
mechanism in place.

This public hearing is closed.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend the City Council to amend
Gloucester Code of Ordinances, The Personnel Ordinance, Appendix C, Classification Plan, Appendix A
for the job description for a Facilities Manager in the Department of Public Works as presented (MR).

Discussion:

Councilor Tobey stated he would support this. It will be an extraordinarily demanding job. He noted the
Manchester/Essex Regional School District budget for a facilities manager which confirmed his sense that
they’re probably underpaying this job as it was a smaller school district with fewer and newer schools;
not responsible for City buildings and were being paid more, but they had to start somewhere. He
encouraged Councilor Hardy to bring an order to amend the Code of Ordinances to make this a position
one that Council does have come before it to confirm. He noted with due respect for Messrs. Duggan and
Bain, it was not always good enough that the Mayor says it’s OK or the DPW Director says it’s OK. This
isn’t a government of people; it’s a government of process and structure and institutions. In previous
years there was a much more extensive list of positions that the Couiicil was called upon to review and
measure. This is, in the history of the City, a unique position with extraordinary depth and breadth of
responsibility that will require, he contended, Council scrutiny. He offered that while he and the
Councilor Hardy “may lose, it will be a noble loss”.

Councilor Hardy added this was one position that “crosses the aisle”.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Theken, the City Council
voted BY ROLL CALL 9 in favor, 0 opposed to amend Gloucester Code of Ordinances, The
Personnel Ordinance, Appendix C, Classification Plan, Appendix A for the job description for a
Facilities Manager in the Department of Public Works as presented (M8),

5. PH2010-068: Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition”
of the City Charter and proposed amendment to GCO Chapter 4, Animals, Article I Dogs by
adding new section 4-16(d)

This public hearing is open.

Those speaking in favor:

Mary Lou Maraganis, 9 Skipper Way spoke for the dog park proponents and made a power point
presentation (on file). She reviewed the history dog parks in the U.S., the first one in 1979. It is a venue
for dog guardians to enjoy their favorite form of recreation. Dog owners are a substantial group of park
users. They estimate based on the "06 census for Gloucester that there are approximately 6,674 dogs in
Gloucester, taking info account that 40% households own a dog, 9 have 3 or more dogs. In 2009 there
were 1,887 licensed dogs. There are a lot of dogs not licensed and will become licensed because they’1l
have to have a license to use a dog park. The dog park is for people and their animals, This is a venue to
learn responsible dog ownership. They hope it will be a catalyst for dog centric activities and education
for the community. She contended it would serve diverse community groups reaching across economic
and social barriers. It would be a place for those with mobility issues and is a great venue for them and
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their pets. Well exercised dogs behave better. This provides socialization making dogs less aggressive.
In Brookline, once they established off leash parks, comptlaints to the dog officer were drastically
reduced. There is a direct correlation fo the number of dog bites to dog parks (indicating they are
reduced). She contended it provides for a cleaner community. It creates a community center that is self
policing. They spoke with communities with dog parks and self-policing effect does work. It is your
neighbors telling you to pick up after the pets, for the environment and for the community. It is a safe
environment with a formulation of rules and reduces barking; a safe and clean environment and gives
options other than the woods; safe place to exercise dogs in the early moming and late at night. It
mcreases tourism and business revenue. 15% of people who travel to Gloucester travel with pets, 27%
nationally. Dog permitted rooms are the first to sell out. Provincetown was named America’s dog
friendliest city in the U.S. Tourism and revenue has increased with this park. Lands End Inn stated that
they had to increase the number of rooms available for owners with pets. It would revitalize use of
existing resources; taking a piece of under utilized land to now be used 365 days per year. Design is
important for the success of a dog park, They researched a lot of dog park components. It is best to have
two separate sections for small and for {arge dogs. 1t’s important to have double entry and exits and have
them: at different areas of the off-leash park. She noted components of a park of shade and water, parking
close to the site; trash receptacles, signage, lighting and a buffer zone, The ground surface is very
important that they don’t’ have pooled water. Decomposed granite seems to be the most durable surface
as no water is needed to keep dust down. She showed sample layouts. They are curved to prevent
entrapment by other dogs. Trees are important or canvas canopies and shrubs for different playing areas.
She noted Salem is the closest dog park. It is one big open area, no small open arcas.

Judy Masciarelli, 23 Way Reoad stated the hope is to create a more dog-friendly Gloucester. While
gathering signatures for the petition the #1 question was where people wished to see the park. The# |
place was Stage Fort Park. They believed it has all the amenities for a dog park. There were two areas
they recommended. P&D has referred the matter to the Open Space Committee. The first area is behind
the tennis courts at Stage Fort Park which is appropriate and the second area is near the basketball court
on the hill and is under utilized. It would add to Gloucester and be a resource for Gloucester. The
maintenance is self policing through research parks are maintained by the user and peer pressure very
effective. They also wish to establish a task force, like in Somerville, appointed City Official liaises with
a task force dealing with the dog park and dog issues throughout the City. And volunteers would also be
a large part of the dog park that would help. Because it is a city owned park the DPW would be
responsible for providing the services they would provide for any City Park. They are looking for money
form the CPA. Bill 90 that is halfway through the Statehouse which would eliminate the restriction of
using CPA money on land already in municipal use. The new bill would lift the restriction and the money
could be used for the dog park. The City is eligible for numerous grants from the Open Space and
Recreation Plan. One of the ways (to fund the off-leash dog park) might be from licensing. They believe
there is a gap of 5,000 dogs unregistered in the City. Once the off-leash parking would be approved, they
anticipate a campaign to raise private funding. They were approached early on by Lindsey Coolidge
from the Dusky Foundation. She spoke to Mr. Coolidge about their efforts to date who wanted to assure
the City Council that he will participate in some of the financial burden of the dog park. In addition to
monetary, they have people willing to come forward for donations from fence installation, architectural
design services, dog behavior consultants; the boy scouts have indicated they wished to take this on as an
eagle project. She urged that Gloucester needed a year round option for places dogs and their guardians
can safely exercise and socialize. They should have one dog park for the City population. They wish to
see this created for 365 day per year access and for all the reasons previously enumerated.

Tom Farina, 4 Brooks Point Road; president of Cape Ann Animal Aid was in full support for a dog park
in the City believing t is good for the City and good for the owners and their companion animals,

John Dugger, 25 Beach Road sees many dogs going back and forth to Good Harbor Beach and spoke as
to the use of the beach for dogs feeling the park needs to be a special place for dogs so that its surface is
safe and appropriate for dogs and is in favor of the park.
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Susan Ornstein, 25 Beach Road, multiple dog owner stated she was familiar with all places on Cape Ann
to walk a dog; but it would be wonderful to have an off-leash park for socialization of dog guardians and
the dogs and welcome a specific place to socialize when beaches were unavailable or other venues due to
weather.

Dianne Corliss, 113 Essex Avenue, employee of North Shore Veterinary Hospital as a certified
veterinary technician stated that they were in full support of the off-leash dog park. She is also the animal
inspector for the City and believed this o be a win-win for the City.

Those speaking in opposition: Nene.

Communications: None

Questions:

Councilor Curcuru heard Stage Fort Park mentioned a couple of times and if this was the site the
proponents were thinking about.

Ms. Masciarelli stated yes. They presented five or six different possible sites to P&D and to the Open
Spaces Committee which are being evaluated but believed they are zeroing in on Stage Fort Park.
Councilor Curcuru stated he was the City Councilor for Ward 4, and this was the first he had heard of it;
and wanted & ward meeting especially with regard to the areas that thiey’re looking at for proposed dog
park at Stage Fort Park is in close proximity to homes on one of the sites. He asked the proponents to
contact him to arrange a ward meeting.

Councilor Hardy asked if they are awaiting information and language for an ordinance and policy for the
DPW rules and regulations.

Councilor Cjolino updated the Council that he’s been working with this group for several months to get
it into the system. They came before P&D, who in turn gave it to the Open Space Committee &
Recreation Committee for recommendation for a site. That committee has not yet given their
recommendation for a site back to P&D as of that day. One of the options is Stage Fort Park in a part of
the park where a preschoo! was. They also have asked Suzanne Egan, General Counsel, to come back
with a definition for a zoning ordinance for an off-leash dog park because no such definition in the zoning
ordinance currently exists. O&A needs to tackle the question of dogs in that unleashed dogs are not
permitted on City property by ordinance. That the ordinance will need to be amended to have an off leash
dogs at an off leash park on City property. Once a site is developed and is worked on design and the
committee will work on funding it; and then the DPW will be working-on it. There are a lot of pieces that
need to come together to make it a reality. He felt because ot all this, the park would not happen this
year; but as they work towards it to put the pieces together it could be a reality and was doable. He stated
Gloucester was long overdue for a dog park. He noted if you live irr'§ome areas where the coyotes are
rampant you can’t let your dog loose anymore. There is a need for a safe spot for dogs. The final
decision has yet to be made whether to put it at Stage Fort Park.

Councilor Ciolino stated when all the pieces come together then P& will recommend the creation of a
dog park.

Councilor Hardy asked how much time it would take to get the matter through P&D, and posed that it
would probably be three or four months between Legal and through O&A; coming up with design, DPW
regulations. She believed it would take the winter and was looking to the spring.

Councilor Mulcahey felt the rules would have to be comprehensive.

Ms. Masciarelli stated they have examples of those rules and regulations.

Councilor Muleahey asked how they would allow dog guardians and their dogs to use it.

Ms. Maraganis responded that dogs must have their shots and licensing up to date. Self policing kicks
in; owners don’t want to be reprimanded by another dog owner in the park. At many dog parks, the
animal control officer sometimes does a sweep which deters dog owners bringing unlicensed dogs.
Councilor Mulcahey noted that would be perhaps once criteria are.established that it should be so many
hundreds of feet from residential area because this sets up a whole new set of problems and wasn’t sure
that Stage Fort Park was the right place.

Ms. Maraganis stated a buffer zone would be necessary but the ban\.mg would be minimal because the
dogs are playing and happy. If dogs excessively bark, the dog guardian will have to remove the dog.
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There are responsibilities for using the park; and they will educate ewners to mitigate issues that they
believe could come about with a large group of dogs together. !

Councilor Whynott noted they re a leng way from choosing a p]ace for the park feeling Councilor

Ciolino was being optimistic in his proposed timeframe also.

Councilor Hardy reminded that a free petition was submitted with over 1,000 signatures and that the
City Charter, Sec. 9-1{b) states the City Council has to act within a certain amount of time to take action
within that fimeframe. There was a iot of work to be done as evidenced by Councilors Whynott and
Ciolino’s statements. They heard the people speaking in favor and opposition. She would look for a date
in December, the 7"; and if that wasn’t enough time they could extend it.

Councilor Tobey noted this could be as complicated as they wanted, but it should be simple. The
ordinance should be done quickly then the ball would be in the Administration’s court to recommend
through its resources, P&D, Open Space & Recreation Committee and the DPW to create a set of rules,
pick a site, etc., and then come to the Council. It seemed all could be done by the end of the year.
Councilor Theken was ready for O&A to take on the ordinance. This was not overnight. She recalied
the leash law hearing, and for Cape Ann Animal Aid also had (recommended)a dog park as part of that
conversation. She was in favor of a dog park. They promised the dog community to do something for
them off of the beaches. She agreed that she sees self-policing even now in areas heavily rafficked by
pedestrians with their dogs.

Councilor Tobey added that at the City Charter, Section 9-1(b) deaalme that the Council is supposed to
hold a hearing and the action by the City Council shall be taken not later than three months after the
petition is filed with the City Clerk. He believed that meant the ordifiance picce ought to get done in
September.

Counciler Hardy stated her interpretation was that the action was taken when the public hearing was
opened because under Section 9-1 Free Petition, “the action by the city council shall be taken not luter
than three months after the petition is filed with the clerk” meant that the Council began the action within
the three months by opening the public hearing. They took comments and need more information before
proceeding to vote. She believed the City Charter was silenit as to when the Council must finalize their
action; that it only states when they must take action by. She felt the hearing should be continued to await
that information and would move it forward from December, but would alse refer this question of what 1s
“action” by the Council under Charter Section 9-1 to Suzanne Egan, General Counsel to make the
determination.

Ms. Maraganis stated the petition was submitted to the City Clerk’s office near the end of June.
Councilor Hardy stated the September 28" meeting would put them out of bounds with the timeframe.
Councilor McGeary stated the process of the ordinance was szmp]er and was something they could do;
the details could come later. :

Councilor Tobey asked they revisit this matter at their Council meeting on September 28" and that O&A
have the ordinance ready to go on the 28", A motion could come from: the Special O&A meeting now
plarmed for Monday to advertise an ordinance and have the Adminisiration pursue their other two
avenues.

Councilor Whynott agreed they need to do something recalling they put a skeleton ordinance in for
vendors when that ordinance was first enacted and was amended subsequently. The same couid be done
now.

Councilor Hardy pointed out from agenda materials that the ordinance change was advertised and was
looking for a date certain

Councilor Theken asked for language to be sent to O&A as well as P&D.

Councilor Hardy suggested they continue the public hearing to October 12",

Councilor Ciolino noted they would work diligently on the matter at P&D to bring the park to fruition.
Councilor Hardy asked that the DPW Directer write up the rules and regulations for the dog park (a
copy of proposed rules from the Dog Park proponents was submitted for the record and to be forwarded to
Me. Hale, DPW Director).
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Councilor Ciolino thanked the dog park proponents and felt they did a great job, and they’1l work to get
it done.

The Public Hearing was continued to the October 12, 2010 City Council Meeting.

[Note: The City Council recessed at 16:38 p.m. to move their meetihg'to the 1* Floor Council
Conference Room to take up the matters of the Consent Agenda and Committee Reports, per the earlier
suspension of the City Council Rules of Procedure, due to the prolongéd heat conditions of the Kyrouz

Auditorium and recenvened at 10:47 pan.]

Committee Reports:

Ordinances & Administration Committee: 08/23/2010

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the Ciiy Council that the Speed
Limit on Holly Strect for its entire length be posted at 26 m.p.h. in both directions.

Discussion: None,

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Mulcahey, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council that the
Speed Limit on Holly Street for its entire length be posted at 20 m.p.h. in both directions to be
referred to the Police Department for a traffic study.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor MeGeary, seconded by Counciior Curcuru the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed fo recommend to the City Council to amend the
Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by DELETING
Lexington Avenue westerly side, beginning at a point one hundred forty-four (144) feet from its
intersection with Shore Road for a distance of twenty-two {22} feet in a northerly direction and further by
ADDING Lexington Avenue westerly side begimning at a point one hundred fifty (150) feet from its
intersection with Shore Road for a distance of approximately twenty-two (22) feet more or less, in a
northerly direction pending the Traffic Commission’s recommendation and FURTHER TO ADVERTISE
FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

Councilor Verga declared he wished to add an emergency preamble under City Charter; Sec. 2-11(b) that
an emergency be deemed to exist (at the location per the motion as read); that this sifuation endangers the
health, safety and welfare of the disabled resident whose worsened disability limits their mobility there
regarding a handlcapped parkmg space on Lexington Avenue.

Councilor MeGeary inquired if the emergency preamble removed lhe need for a public hearing.
Councilor Hardy responded that at this point in time it did; but the public hearing continues so that it can
be a permanent ordinance. Right now Councilor Verga was asking for a temporary action to take place

on an emergency basis ending the hearing.

Discussion:

Councilor Verga related that the handicapped person moved from one side of her apartment building to
the other. The new spot would be in front of the person’s doorway, which would be moving the
handicapped space approximately 10 to 15 feet down the street. This was not an additional handicapped
space, Her condition has gotten much worse; and while it may seem a small adjustment, it would “mean
the world” to this disabled person to have a straight run from the handicapped space to the door.
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This matter is continued untif draft specifications are received from National Grid, and will return
to the agenda at that time.

8. Letter from Mayor re: Court Relocation Committee and Gloucester District Court

This matter was continued until such time as a lease is forthcoming from the Administration for the
Committee’s review.

9. Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition” of City
Charter-review from City Council Public Hearing of August 31, 2010 to Amend Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 4, Art. I, Sec. 4-15 by adding new subsection 4-15(c) not withstanding
subsections 4-13(a) and 4-16(b)

Ms. Lowe explained to the Committee that the proposed language allows for an off-leash dog park to be
created. The rest of the particulars including the site would come out of DPW regulations.

MOTION: On motion by Counciler Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in faver, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
GCO Chapter 4, Art. I1, Sec. 4-15 by adding new subsection 4-15(c) as follows:

The DPW director inay designate, with the approval of the Mayor and the City Council, specific
lands for use as off-leash dog areas, with their operation being subject to regulations enacted
pursuant to Sec. 7-16(b) of the City Charter, AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC
HEARING.

A motion was made, seconded and voted unanimously to adjourn the meeting at 7:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Dana C. Jorgensson
Clerk of Committees

DOCUMENTATION/JITEMS SUBMITTED AT MEETING:

s The following were submitted by Russell Hobbs, a “Who Decides” member:
Amendment(s) to the proposed Gloucester Public Water Systems Ordinance
Resolution of the City of Gloucester (as relates to the Gloucester Public Water

Systems Ovdinance)
e Statement read by David Lincoln, a “Who Decides” member
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ordinance is anything but clear. The standard is set, and it is up to the Commlttee to make that
determination.

Councilor Whynott asked if he intended to take this suggestion to his chients.

Attorney Faherty asked for a recess to speak with his clients.

The Committee recessed at 7:30 p.m.
The Committee reconvened at 7:36 p.n.

Attorney Faherty stated his clienis would not agree to move the house any further down on the property,
that the consfruction cost, the blasting cost, would be prohibitive. Making it level would create an
additional concrete base around it. It would be extremely unattractive to everybody. He stated with due
respect, Ms, Fenster would like the house further away from her property. With regard to the landscaping
plan, he suggested that this matter be continued to the next regularly scheduled P&D meeting so that they
can have the landscaping plan available to the Committee and asked for a clarification from the Chair on
what was required in that plan, that the plan will not further impair the view from the house. When the
Committee says they don’t want the trees taller than the house, they mean within the view corridor.
Councilor Ciolino stated that they would be deciduous trees, not evergreens that do not grow to be taller
at maturity than 25 feet in the view corridor. This would be placed as a condition of the permit, that the
plantings be deciduous trees no taller than 25 feet in the view corridor,

Attorney Faherty asked who had the view corridor and from where.

Councilor Ciolino responded that would be determined from the plans to determine that.

Attorney Faherty stated he would feel more cornfortable with the pian to be a part of the permit which
would not be subject fo interpretation, as opposed to making a statement in a condition this evening. He
took the view corridor he took to be from Mr. Costa’s house,

Councilor Ciolino stated they were taiking about where the house is going to be built. The house is 150
ft. long. So this would assure there would be any other obstructions this was to help protect the view in
the future. If the neighbors for one reason or another say that this or that tree has gone too high, they can
come before the Committee and ask for the trees fo be cut. He noted the Seine Fields agreement, when he
was a ward Councilor, as an example, where it was put in place that trees wouldn’t be any taller than “X”
height, and how that was handled obstruction with the trees being cut back at the owner’s expense to
ensure no further obstruction with the trees.

This matter is continued to October 6, 2010.

B) Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec 8-1 *“Free Petition” of City Charter
{Cont’d from 67/28/10)

Councilor Ciolino related that the Open Space Committee will make 2 recommendation for a location
and will forward the recommendation to P&D which will be taken up at the next regularly scheduled
P&D meeting; then there will be a site visit to the proposed off-leash dog park on Saturday, October 9,
2010; then it is hoped P&D will be vote upon the proposed site at their meeting of October 20,

This matter is continued to October 6, 20190,

C) COMZ2010-026: Request from 1907 LLC and Pavilion Mercato LLC re: BirdsEve Mixed Use
Overlay District (“BMOD?”) Zoning Proposal (Rezoning #2010-003) (Cont’d from 06/16/10)

This matter is continued to October 6, 2010.

2, PP2010-004 Iustallation of 3007 UG Conduit re: #80 Middle Street




CITY OF GLOUCESTER
OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Daniel Morris (Chair)
Noel Mann
Charles Crowley
Susan Hedman
John McElhenny
Dean Murray

September 23, 2010

Councillor Joseph Ciolino
Gloucester City Council

9 Dale Avenue
Gloucester MA (01930

LSS Hd 08 435 01

Re: STATEMENT IN SUPPORT FOR DOG PARK:

Dear Councillor Cielino:

The Open Space and Recreation Committee supports the proposed dog park as a place for dogs and their
owners to socialize, as a means to reduce dog waste on city streets, and as a draw for dog-owning tourists

to Gloucester, provided that:

1 - The dog park be funded through grants, user fees, private donations or other means and not from the
City of Gloucester at a time when so many other worthy projects that require funding are before the City;

2 — An organization unaffiliated with city government such as a nonprofit be formed to manage ali
aspects of building the park from fund raising through construction and thereafter be in place to provide

ongoing management and maintenance of the park; and
3 — A set of rules and regulations be written to govern use of the park.

It is the opinion of this comumittee that items 2 and 3 should be in place before the City commits exclusive
use of any public land to this project.

LOCATION:

We move that the following statement be included in a letier to the City Council’s Planning and
Development Committee:

The Open Space and Recreation Committee recommends for the proposed dog park the locations
identified by the Department of Public Works as “Stage Fort Park #2” and “Stage Fort Park #3,” in the
wooded area roughly between the Stage Fort Park main parking lot and the ends of Crowel! Avenue and
Beachmont Avenue. The area is close to downtown and the Boulevard, is large enough for the proposed

park, provides ample year-round parking, and is separated by trees from nearby residences.

Adopted 9-23-2010 by a vote of 6 Votes to Zero




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-075

SUBJECT: GCO Article TV, Repair of Private Ways, Sec. 21-83 and Sec 21-84
L‘ . re: Petition for road repairs St. Anthony’s Lane

DATE OPENED: 10/12/1¢6

CONTINUED TO:

CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING N/A

ST, ANTHONY'S LANE
: LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

In accordance with the provisions of Code
of Ordinances Article [V, Repair of Private
Ways, Sec. 21-83 and Sec. 21-84, the
Gloucester City Council will hold a public
hearing on Tuesday, October 12, 2010
at 7:00 p.m. in the Fred J. Kyvrouz
Auditorium, City Hall, relative to the fol-
lowing:

Petition for road repairs
St Anthony’s Lane

Al the Public Hearing, aif interested per-
sons will have tha cpportunity to be heard.

By Vole of the Cliy Council
Linda T. Lowe,
City Clerk

AD#12360125
Cape Ann Beacon 10/1/10




OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

9 Dale Avenue ¢ Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930
Office (978) 281-9720 Fax (978) 282-3051

MEMORANDUM

Date: August 26,2010

To: Mayor Carolyn Kirk
Michael Hale ,DPW Director
From: Linda T.Lowe,City Clerk .4 T

RE: Repair of Private Way — St. Anthony’s Lane and City Ordinance sec.21-83 and 21-84
Reintiated Petition of Property Owners

Mayor Kirk and Director Hale, we are notifying you as required by code of ordinances
sec.21-83 and 21-84 of the enclosed petition received from abutting property owners on
St Anthony’s Lane ,a private road, for permanent repairs to this private road. We request
that you review the petition and submit your recommendations to the City Council within
30 days of the August 26,2010 filing date with this office as required by sec.21-84(h).
The City Council will schedule a public hearing within 60 days of the filing date
(October 25,2010). This request is separate from the earlier request made by abutters for
this same street because the first petition was withdrawn due to the fact that some of the
steps required by the ordinance were not carried out by the abutters. It seems reasonable
however that the Director could resubmit the report provided for the earlier petition,
dated July 14,2010 as his response under the ordinance. Thank you for your attention to
and consideration of this matter,

Enclosure: St Anthony’s Lane Abutters Petition for Repairs(8/26/2010)
Copy to: Councillor McGeary

Council Pres. Hardy
Joanne Senos,Asst.City Clerk
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‘li}‘ﬁ% 26 8 8: 52
Notice of public vote

We the undersigned owners of property abutting on St. Anthony's Lane in
Gloucester, Mass., do certify and attest that on August 11, 2010, a meeting was
held at Gloucester City Hall to which all persons owning property abutting on St.
Anthony's Lane were invited.

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the abutters’ petitioning the city
to undertake repairs and improvements to St. Anthony's Lane in accordance with
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances, Article IV, Sections 21-83, 21,84 and 21-85
(Repair of Private Ways).

We further certify that ten persons who own singly or jointly property on St.
Anthony's Lane attended the meeting and that two votes were cast by those in
attendance.

In the first vote those attending the meeting voted 10 in favor, 0 opposed, to
petition to seek repairs to St. Anthony's Lane.

In a second vote, those attending the meeting voted 10 in favor, 0 opposed,
to pay for the repairs pursuant to the rules set forth in section 21-85 (a) of the
Gloucester Code of Ordinances.

A list of those in attendance at the meeting is appended.

Respectfully submitted,

Gk
(J

Andrew Orlando Geraldine Parisi
36 St. Anthony's Lane 6 St. Anthony's Lane

OARAM




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-0069

SUBJECT: SCP2010-911 — Hesperus Avenue #82, GZO Sec. 3.1.6(b) Building
Height in excess of 35°
DATE OPENED: 09/28/10
CONTINUED TO: 16/12/10
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING P&D 09/08/10, 09/22/10, 10/06/10-Minutes under Standing Committe
Report

LEGAL NOTICE LLEGAE. NOTICE
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC HEARING

In accordance with the provisions of MGL Chapter
40A, section 11, the Gloucester City Council will
hold a public hearing on Tuesday, September 28,
2010 at 7:00 PM in the Kyrouz Auditorium, City Hafi
relative to the following Special Councii Permit Appli-
cation: . o

APPLICANT and OWNER: Joseph M. Amicons

and Mary Eilen Amicong

LOCATION: 82 Hesperus Avenue,

Map #192, Lot 14

TYPE OF PERMIT: Special City Council

Permit under GZO Sec. 3.1.8(b) building

haight in excess of 35"

PRESENTLY ZONED: RC-40

Flans of the above are on file in the City Clerk’s
Office and may be seen any business day prior to
the Public Hearing. At the Public hearing ail inter-
ested persons will have the opportunity to be heard,
By Vote of the City Council

Linda T. Lows, City Clerk

GT - 8/10, 817/10
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2.3.1(7); and for a height exception of nine (9) feet under Sec. 3.1.6(b) for a total height not to
exceed thirty-nine (39) feet; and under Sec. 3.2.2.a for a decrease in the minimum lot area per
dwelling unit (4 units) from a total of 10,000 feet to a total of 7,890 feet with a decrease of 2,110 feet;
and further, the Committee finds that the proposed use in this application for these special permits
meets the six (6) factors of Sec. 1.8.3 and under Sec. 1.10.2 the proposed conversion is in harmony
with the purpose of the zoning ordinance and will not adversely affect the neighborhood with the
following condition:

1. No canopy or permanent roof is to be built over the widow’s walk.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Ciolino, seconded by Councilor Verga , the Planning &
Development Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING on
the matter of SCP2010-010: 15 Middle Street, GZO Sec. 2.3.1.7, Sec. 1.10.1, Sec. 3.1.6, Sec. 1.10.1
and Sec. 3.2.2.a.

3, SCP2010-011: 82 Hesperus Avenue, GZ0 Sec. 3.1.6(h)

Councilor Cioline noted that the type of permit being sought by the applicants of Joseph and Mary Ellen
Amicone; the particulars of the lot itself; all the paperwork was in order and that all the appropriate City
Attorney J. Michael Faherty, representing the applicants; Joseph M. and Mary Ellen Amicone described
the property at 82 Hesperus Avenue as a zoning classification of RC-40 on Map #192, Lot #14 and that
the applicants are seeking a height variance under GZO Sec. 3.1.6(b) for a building of a height i excess
of 35 feet. They are asking for an elevation of 37.6 feet, 1.6 feet higher than allowed currently. The site
fronts on Hesperus Avemic and goes all the way down to the ocean on what is known as Norman’s Woe
Cove which is off shore a bit to the south and east of the site. He noted the site as an assumed elevation, a
bhenchmark elevation of 100; when you do elevations everything is done plus or minus threugh that
benchmark. He noted the street had a relative elevation is 101 and 100, 99, 99 along the street which is
the relative elevation at the edge of the roadway. The setbacks in this district are 40 feet from the street
and 30 feet from the edge and are all well within the range of the setbacks. He deseribed the elevation
lines shown an the map of pre-construction elevations as well of those of the proposed home. The notth
elevation would be seen from Hesperus Avenue. The total building height is 28.4 feet from the peak of
the roof line and another roof line (not enumerated verbaliy); 28 feet 15 the height of the building from
Hesperus Avenue. Because the land siopes so critically to the water, the elevation on the rear of the
building on the water side is the height that requires the exception and gets the 37.6 feet based on the
average clevation. He felt this was important because there are a number of factors affecting the site.
There is an existing dwelling on the site close to the water. When the Amicone’s first approached the
Conservation Commission (ConCom) because it's close to coastal banks, they preferred if this building
were (o be taken down that any new construction be outside of the buffer zone of the coastal bank and that
was done and the ConCom has signed off on that relocation. He noted a hump on the property with 102,
104. The house will be at the steepest point. Pointing to the map, Attorney Faherty noted, “100 here and
83 10 90 here, the total elevation above the street at the peak of the roof is approximately 14 feet, which is
a little bit higher than the atrium; the roof height above street height because of the slope facing Hesperus
Avenue.” There is more on the other side facing the ocean. Any shadowing that will occur because of
the building will fali on the Amicane property only. He pointed to a single storey ranch home owned by
McCarthy across the street and their view will be impacted by the 28 feet. He compared that if they were
to (ry and meet the requirements vou would end up with a single sterey building in this location on the lot
because anything above single storey, a two storey triggers the height exception because of the siope.
There is no utilities consideration because they will be anderground. There is an approved septic system
on the lot and water. :

Councilor Cioline asked how much higher the elevation from the reqirement was.

Attorney Faherty stated it was 7.5 feet above the required 30 feet.
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Counciier Ciolino asked what the height of the praposed cupola op the roof.

Attorney Faherty noted that would be uninhabited space and woulZ 2ot be included in the calculation. It
is a decorative feature and non-accessible.

Councilor Hardy asked if there was a widow’s walk feature which the attorney stated no there was not.
Kerin Fenster, 86 Hesperus Avenue noted she had a letter (submitted at the meeting and on file) from the
Mr. & Mrs. Shelkrot, abutters at 92 Hesperus Avenue, which she read that noted Ms. Fenster was there in
their stead due to the Jewish High Holy Days. They expressed their concerned about the height of the
proposed building. They noted in the letter the clear cutting of the property and felt the new dwelling
would be highly visible. They felt the building will stand out even more due to its height. They felt this
permit should be denied. For herself, Ms. Fenster noted she had an addition to their home to come in at
the current height restriction, and that homes should not exceed that range as that there are expectations
that it would be adhered to. She understood that trees will be planted and hoped so. She noted the
Amicone’s have spent a great deal of money on the property already, and appeared ready to go. She
sympathized with how far down the line they’ve come but didn’t wish get off on the wrong foot. But she
feit they do want to make these concerns clear.

Howard Costa, I11, 97 Hesperus Avenue who stated he lived across the street from the proposed
structure. Back in 2001 they built a house there. When they laid the house they turmed their house more
to the east to have a better view; stayed within the confines of the ordinances; and went through all the
appropriate channels to do so. He noted several homes around ther: hoving remained within the confines
of the same ordinances. He felt this proposed home would greatly restrict his view of the water that he
enjoys now. He can see without exception of the roof over the existing home he has a clear view of the
harbor. He wouldn’t see it if the home goes up that high. They have five of the abutters are here this
evening, to say that the home is too high. They wish the view be taken into consideration. When the
packets were received there was a document in the packet received by the Committee is a Google map
which he felt was misleading and showed that to the Committee, and in addition submitted his own
Google map which he believed to be a better version (map was submitted and placed on file). He noted
what he felt were inaccuracies. Mildred McCarthy’s home is a one-tevel ranch. His is a colonial home.
He neted a house was still on the fot.

Attorney Faherty stated that is the house to be torn down on the property.

Mildred McCarthy who lives across the street from 82 Hesperus Avenue stated she does not drive but
looks out the window at her view every day and wondered where her view would go. It would be gone.
Attorney Faherty noted before the application was filed, he looked at the heights of the various homes in
the neighborhood. Mr. Costa’s home is up quite a bit from the street. Mrs. McCarthy’s house is a ranch
house. Any structure that is built on this lot, unless built on the exact location of the old house, which the
ConCom will not allow, will be an obstruction. 1t is important to de-tha visit. Whenever the Committee
schedules it, they will assure there is adequate demarcation. -

Councilor Hardy asked with the proposed house, were there any houses in front of the proposed house
that you need to go so high “to see the ocean yourself” so there’s nothing obstructing the view.

Attorney Faherty noted there is nothing obstructing the view. The only issue is the lower ¢levation is
three stories high. Because of the slope of the land there is a 15 fi. change in the elevation between two
points. He described the home to the Councilor and noted the house was 150 long with the garage
extension. On the waterfront side it is 155 to 160 ft. The home is about 10,000 square feet with a
footprint on four levels.

Councilor Ciolino stated the Committee would conduct a site visit on Sunday morning, September 12,
2010 at 8:00 a.m. to the property with a balloon or a piece of equipment noting the actual height and
stakes marking off the house footprint and take the matter up again at their Wednesday, September 22,
2010 meeting.

This matter was continued to September 22, 2010.

5. Fishtown Horribles Parade Discussion of Possible Changes of July 3, 2011 Parade Route
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plan become a part of the application, they will do that. [f they provide that plan, they could condition
that on the project; and they will provide one.

Councilor Ciolino noted his concern that they had gone through a similar thing with a home on Atlantic
Road upon completion put a “huge wall” of evergreens which blocked the view and didn’t want to see
anything like that happen here out of consideration for the neighborhood.

Attorney Faherty reiterated there is no pre-set plan, but if they wish for the applicants to submit one,
they would if required.

Attorney Mark Nestor representing Joel and Bonnie Shelkrot, 92 Hesperus Avenue and Kerin Fenster,
86 Hesperus Avenue, agreed with Attorney Faherty that most of the Liomes there are relatively the same
size, He stafed he had pulled the building plans on Mg, Fenster’s home. She had an addition done in 2006
but the height of the Fenster home is less than 30 feet and didn’t have to come before this Committee. He
further stated the biggest concern the abutters have is that it ts 37.5 ft. but the mean elevation of the
proposed home is 117 ft. If one looked at the other houses, they are along the coastline. The applicants
are asking for this home to be outside the buffer zone which would be approximately 110 feet away. Ms.
Fenster’s home is a mean elevation of approximately 105 fi., so they’re starting out with this proposed
house being 12 fi. higher in elevation because it’s set back, which is a concern of many of the abutters
because of it being on top of a hill and all the current houses being down by the ocean. He spoke with
Mrs. Fenster and others, as well as having briefly spoken with Attorney Faherty, regarding the issue of
ConCom. He knew the applicants had something before ConCom regarding the yard and the pool. His
suggestion to this Committee and to Attorney Faherty was that the applicants submit a formal request to
go into the buffer zene with ConCom so they can move the house further down the hill which would drop
the elevation of the house {keeping the same sizes of house, have the same 37.5 ft. height) thereby giving
less of a sithouette for the people behind [the house]. His clients and Ms. Fenster would support any
application the applicants would make to ConCom to allow them to move into the buffer zone because it
would be better for them. Ms. Fenster, who is right next door, woul: he directly impacted and felt it is
better to be closer to the water; whereas as now proposed this home st the top of the hill wonild
overshadow her home. He contended 37.5 fi. on top of the existing grade makes it a very large house and
would have a significant impact silhouette-wise. Any aftempts to bring it further down the hill so there is
less of a silhouette would be endorsed by the abutters.

Councilor Verga stated if the applicants do that and go through the process and are shut down by
ConCom then what.

Attorney Nestor stated that he couldn’t speak for Attorney Faherty, but thought they would likely come
back before the Committee stating now there would a hardship because they tried and lost and say they
need it where they had it originally. They would prefer it be addressed in this manner to alleviate the
issues. They’re complying with the setbacks but he believed the statute was vague as to the standards as
to what the Board needs to do to disallow it going over 35 ft. It speaks about obstruction of views,
overshadowing of properties and impairment of utilities. He felt there was a bigger obstruction of view,
especially from those homies across the street on Hesperus Avenue if it is put in at its current proposed
location. “Now you have a very large building.”

Attorney Faherty rebutted stating this notion had taken him by surprise and had not had an opportunity
to speak with his clients on this [suggestion]. The house that is coming down is right next to the Fenster
house. His clients, by moving the house back, actually creates a bit diztance and puts the new house in a
more private setting from the Fenster house. Putting it further dows: e hill, even if it were allowed by
ConCom, he suggested would put the house in a less private setting from both sides. He didn’t know how
putting this house further on that bank affects them (the Shelkrot’s and Ms. Fenster) at all. He expressed
that there would be some impact of homes across the street on Hesperus Avenue. What Attorney Nestor’s
cHents are asking his clients to do Is to incur a very significant additional cost because it will all be
blasted. The site is prepared right now, siab on grade. In order to do something on that slope {(down} they
would have to do a lot more blasting or pour significant concrete to get it level. If they get into bedrock,
it would be an enormous expense and he questioned to what benefit. He didn’t feel the standard of the




Pianning & Development 09/22/2010 Page Sof 7

ordinance is anything but clear. The standard is set, and it is up to the Commitfee to make that
determination.

Councilor Whynott asked if he intended to take this suggestion to his clients.

Attorney Faherty asked for a recess to speak with his clients.

The Commitiee recessed at 7:30 p.m.
The Committee reconvened at 7:36 p.m.

Attorney Faherty stated his clients would not agree to move the house any further down on the property,
that the construction cost, the blasting cost, would be prohibitive. Making it level would create an
additional concrete base around it. It would be extremely unattractive to everybody. He stated with due
respect, Ms. Fenster would like the house further away from her property. With regard to the landscaping
plan, he suggested that this matter be continued to the next regularly scheduled P& meeting so that they
can have the landscaping plan available to the Committee and asked for a clarification from the Chair on
what was required in that plan, that the plan will not further impair the view from the house. When the
Commiitee says they don’t want the trees taller than the house, they mean within the view corridor.
Councilor Ciolino stated that they would be deciduous trees, not 2vergreens that do not grow to be taller
at maturity than 25 feet in the view corridor. This would be placed as a condition of the permit, that the
piantings be deciduous trees no taller than 25 feet i the view corridor.

Attorney Faherty asked who had the view comridor and from where.

Councilor Cioline responded that would be determined from the plans to determine that.

Attorney Faherty stated he would feel more comfortable with the plan to be a part of the permit which
would not be subject to interpretation, as opposed to making a statement in a condition this evening. He
took the view corridor he took to be from Mr. Costa’s house.

Councilor Ciolino stated they were talking about where the house is going to be built. The house is 150
ft. long. So this would assure there would be any other obstructions this was to help protect the view in
the future. If the neighbors for one reason or another say that this or that tree has gone too high, they can
come before the Commitiee and ask for the trees to be cut. He noted the Seine Fields agreement, when he
was a ward Councilor, as an example, where it was put in place that trees wouldn’t be any taller than “X”
height, and how that was handled obstruction with the trees being cut back at the owner’s expense to
ensure no further obstruction with the trees.

This matter is continned to October 6, 2010.

B) Creation of a Gloucester Dog Park Petition, pursuant to Sec. 9-1 “Free Petition” of City Charter
(Cont’d from 07/28/10)

Councilor Ciolino related that the Open Space Committee will make a recommendation for a location
and will forward the recommendation to P&D which will be taken up at the next regularly scheduled
P&D meeting; then there will be a site visit to the proposed off-leash dog park on Saturday, October 9,
2010; then it is hoped P&D will be vote upon the proposed site at their meeting of October 20",

This matter is continued to October 6, 2010,

C) COM2010-026: Request from 1907 LLC and Pavilion Mercato LLC re: BirdsEye Mixed Use
Overlay District (“BMQD") Zoning Proposal {Rezoning #2010-003) (Cont’d from 06/16/10)

This matter is continued to QOctober 6, 2010.

2. PP2010-004 Installation of 300° UG Conduit re: #80 Middle Street
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PUBLIC HEARING

PH2010-076 o
Amend GCO Sec, 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at all Times”

re: Andrews Street
10/12/10

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM.:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Councll will nolg a
public hearing on TUESDAY, Qctober 12,
2810 at 7.00 p.m. in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditcrium, City Hail relative o proposed
thanges to Giloucester Cnde of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entiited “Traffig
and fctor Vehicies” as follows;

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273(f)

“Parking Prohibited Between Cartain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING al! '!aﬂguage nn
Haskell Street,

Sec.22-270-1 “Hesident Sticker Parling
Ondy”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Maskell Sireet on
the southerly side 8t its intersection with
Rocky Pasture Road |in an easterly direc-
tion o its intersection with Mi. Pizasam
Avenue, betwaen May 1 - Seplembaer 15
from Sarn to bpm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and hoiidays”

Sec.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
hetween May {-Geptamber 15"

AMEMND by ADDING - “Haskell Streef on
the southery sids from its intersection with
Mt Pleasant Avenue batween May 1
~-September 15 from 9am to Sprm on
Safurdays, Sundays, and holidays”

S, 22-273{f) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on ceriain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Racky Pasture Raad) "in 2n eastery direc-
Hon to its intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenus"

FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287  “Disabied Veferan,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - *One{1) handi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space on the easterly side af the
Claramitaro/Gemeliare Playground park-
ing ot

Loading Zone”

AMEMD by ADDING “Elm Sreet  bagin-
ning at its intersection with Main Street on
Fhe eastarly side, nodherly direction for 40
aetf”

ANDREWS STREET - Sac. 22-288 “Of
Etreet Parking Arpas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street
signs to designate (1) the northerly
side{seawall) ~Vehicle Parking Only' and
{2) the southarly elde "Vehicle Boat andior
Traifer Parking”

Sec.22-282 "Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING *Andrews Streat | |

-

botfi diractinns from ds intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeasterty
diraction, 10 its and, at a poim 95 fest in a
norhaagtety diraction from Pole #5117

Sec.22-791 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — "Andrews Sireet
hoth sides froun its intarsection with Lanes
Cove in a nerthaasterly directian, 1o its end
both sidas, from His intersection with Lanes
Cove Road in a nertheastedy direction fo
ils end at a point 85 leetin a norheastarly
direction from Pole#511"

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Andiews Sireet
westerly side from s intarsection with
tangsford in a northerly direction to its
intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

Sac. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at aif
Timas"

AMEND by ADDING - "Andrews Suteet
westerty side from its intersection with
Langsferd Street in a norherly direclion to
its intersaction with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREET - Sec,22-270
“Parking Prohibited at alf Times™

AMEND by ADOING "Washinglon Street
from Andrews Sltreet (o ils intersaction with
Langsford Streat”

Sec.22-257 “One Way Stroais”

AMEND by DELETING - “Washington
Strest from Andrews street to Butman
Avenue in a northasly direction during
church services and speciai functions”

8ec,22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May T - September 15"

AMEND by DELETING *Washingten
Sirest southerly sidds from Laverett Strest,
sasterly % Junction of Langstord Street”

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at alt
Times™

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street |
sauthatly side from Andrews Streot easter-
Iy to its intersaction with Langsford Street”

HOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-270 “Parking

prohibited at all Times*

AMEND by ADDING- “Holly Street, both
sides from s intersection with Dernison
Street in a southerly direction to Pole
#1085"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”
AMEMD by ADDING — “Holly Strast both
sides from iis inlarsection with Dennison

Street in a sowthearly direction 1o Pois
#1085"

LEXINGTON AVENUE

peAIUTON AVENUE . gen 5.
Parking probibited fromt%.ﬂzfz ?71
September 157 v

SGF\;I#'E?;JD by(ADD.!NG "Lexington Avenue
b stdes from its Ntarsection with o

WenuE and Qakes Avenue in a southerh
direction taward Shore Road « e

Sec. 22-297 “Toy Away Zonag”

Q\MEND 0y ADDING - “Laxingion Avenus
C?rfn both sidas from jtg imersection with
CHET Avenus and Oakes Avenus n 3
southariy direction toward Shorg i—“’.oad"n ¢

2LD CounTy BOAD  Sep, 22-265

Turring Movements™

AMEND ty ADDING ~ “Restricting

fibiting right turng

] Urns onto Oid Coung

Eefﬂr rear Property entranece c})ffg?ogg
EASEM Avenue onta 0ig County Roag® ’

o7 Pro-

At the Public Hearin i
! 9, all interaste -
505 will nave the Opporiuntty to be hi:?r%l

By Vote of the Cit Councii
Linda T, Lowe, gi‘ty Cfr:i;c
AD% 12350477
Cape Anr Beacon W10

——




Ordinances & Administration - 08/23/10 Pagel of 12

CITY COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE
Ordinances & Administration
Monday, August 23, 2010 — 6:30 p.m.

1% Fl. Council Conference Room — City Hall

Present: Vice Chair, Councilor Aan Mulcahey; Councilor Steven Curcuru (Alternate); Councitor

Paul McGeary (Alternate) :

Absent: Councilor Theken; Councilor Tobey

Also Present: Councilor Hardy; Councilor Verga; Robert Ryan; Roslyn Frontiero; Russell Hobbs;
Gail Darrell; Sandra Thoms; Bruce Maki; Damon Cumimings; Carmine Gerga; Ann Rhinelander;
Dave Lincoln

‘The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. Items were taken out of order.

1. Continued Business

A} CC2010-026 (Hardy) Adoption of Ordinance under GCO Chap. 2, Art. V, Sec. 2-400
re: Responsibilities of designated member of their Board, Commission or Committee
{Cont'd from 05/03/10)

Councilor Mulcahey announced the matter would be continued to the September 20, 2010 meeting when
Linda T. Lowe, City Clerk could be in attendance.

B} CC2010-033 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-292 (Fire Lanes) of the GCO by ADDING Andrews Street
from Lanes Cove Seawall et. al. (Cont’d from 07/26/10)

Robert Ryan, Chair of the Traffic Commission stated at the July 29" meeting of the Commission that
they voted to recommend the order that the GCO be amended adding Andrews Street, both sides from its
intersection with Lanes Cove Road in a northeasterly direction to iis end at a point 95 feet in a
northeasterly direction from pole #511. They met with 10-15 residents of the affected area and Councilor
Hardy. There was a question whether or not the City had jurisdiction over private ways, and they
recetved a ruling from Suzanne Egan, General Counsel who stated they do; citing GCO Sec. 22-152
which allows the City Council the authority to designate private ways. The Commission recornmended
the fire lane from Lanes Cove Road to Pole #511.

Councilor McGeary asked for a defindtion of a fire lane.

My. Ryan clarified it is no parking either side. The question came about because even though you own -
the property opposite each other across a road, you still would not be able to park on the street. Mr, Ryan
also noted they would be designating two other areas, one for vehicle parking oniy and another for vehicle
boat/trailer parking to assure orderly parking arcas right after pole #511.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloncester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-292 (Fire Lanes) by ADDING Andrews Street, both
sides, from its intersection with Lanes Cove Road, in 2 northeasterly direction, to its end, at a point
95 feet in a northeasterly direction from pole #511 AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR
PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: Op motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in faver, 0 oppesed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec, 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING Andrews Street,

both sides, from its intersection with Lanes Cove Road, in a northeasterly direction, to its end, at a
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point 95 feet in a northeasterly direction from pole #511 AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR
PUBLIC HEARING,

Mr. Ryan stated at their July 29™ meeting of the Traffic Commission and subsequent to a site visit,
meeting with the residents, there was much confusion — vehicles parked ali over, boat trailers in the way
obstructing the fire lanes to the homes at the ends of Andrews Street. The Commission felt by
designating the northerly side being vehicle parking and the southerly side for vehicle boat and/or trailer
parking, it would make it safer and more orderly. This leaves the middle open for & fire lane and a clear
roadway to the homes there. This will make it safer and more organized. The neighbors are all in
agreerment with the proposed designation of the parking.

Councilor McGeary confirmed the parking of the trailers was on the side opposite from the boat ramp
with Mr. Ryan.

Councilor Hardy stated this allows people to drop off their trailers and then park their vehicles on thc
other side so vehicles could get out. Some of the cars were being blocked in by trailers.

Russell Hobbs, 1166 Washington Street stated during that meeting there was talk of time limits on the
boat trailers because they didn’t want the boats to be put in for long periods of time; and wanted to know
if this was proposed to be put in the ordinance, limiting parking to 24 hours.

Mr. Ryan stated they didn’t have an ordinance to address a time limit. That’s not to say they couldn’t do
it, but they would need a request for an ordinance change for that to be put in place.

Councilor MeGeary stated this would be appropriate to pass this and then come back to amend the
ordinance to have no overnight parking in that arca.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor McGeary, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in faver, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-288 (Off Street Parking) by ADDING Lanes Cove Lot
(situated at the end of Andrews Street) northerly side (Seawall side) to be designated “VEHICLE
PARKING ONLY” with the southerly side (bushes) to be designated “VEHICLE BOAT AND/OR
TRAILER PARKING” AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

Mr. Ryan stated the following ordinance amendment was a result of the narrowness of coming down off’
of Langsford Street down Andrews Street heading into the Cove. Cars are parked on the right side of the
street and making visibility difficult for drivers the parking on both sides making vehicle passage difficult
as wetl,

Councilor Hardy noted it was difficult fo see coming out of Lanes Cove Road and that part of Andrews
Street, especially on a snowy day is hard fo get momentumn to the top of the hill. This will help in both
directions.

MOTION: Obp motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor McGeary, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in faver, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 (Prohibited parking at all times) by ADDING
Andrews Street, westerly side from its intersection with Langsford Street, in a northerly direction
to its intersection with Lanes Cove Road AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC
HEARING.

Councilor Hardy stated this next amendment will allow the police to take action on illegally parked cars.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor McGeary, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Ceuncil to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING Andrews Street,
westerly side from its intersection with Langsford Street in a northerly direction to its intersection
with Lanes Cove Road AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.
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The Committee also agreed with the recommendation of the Traffic Commission that once the above
orders are physically in place that signs reinforcing the “NO PARKING” within 20 feet of the intersection
be installed on both the Langsford Street and Andrews Street ends to make the infersection.more visible
for drivers coming out of Andrews Street by the DPW. They recommend that the DPW remove the sign.
“NO PARKING HERE TO CORNER” on the southeasterly corner of Andrews Street and Langsford
Street.

Councilor McGeary asked who ensures that the signs are removed/erected once the GCO is amended.
Dana Jergensson, Clerk of Committees informed the Councilors that once the City Council passes the
ordinance changes, the Certificate(s) of Vote are forwarded to the DPW with true copy attested minutes
showing any instructions by the Council for signage pertaining directly to those Certificate(s) of Vote out
of the City Clerk’s office.

Councilor Mulcabey added that if the Councﬂor wanted a sign saying, “no parking here to the corner”
from a distance of 20 ., that was simply a matter of calling the DPW and making that request.
Councilor Hardy also noted as long as if is in the minutes it is something she can follows up with the
DPW.

Cy CC20106-034 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-267 (One Way Streets-Generally) of the GCO by
DELETING Washington Street from Andrews Street to Butman Avenue in a northerly direction
et. al and ADDING GCO Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all times) Washington Street,
southerly side in an easterly direction to Langsford Street

Mr. Ryan related that the Traffic Commission after discussions with Councilor Hardy and approximately
15 residents from the area, the consensus was that the requested No Parking area was too long on
Washmgton Street. After a site visit with residents and Councilor Hardy the Traffic Commission at their
Fuly 29" meeting, they concurred that the current one way ordinance be deleted and to prohibit parking at
all times on Washington Street southerly side from Andrews Street in an easterly direction to its
intersection with Langsford Street. The Traffic Commission felt that the Sunday parking on both sides of
the street was making driving hazardous and hard for emergency vehicles to get througk. The
Comimission recommended that the parking be on one side of the street. There was only one individual at
the time of the site visit who did not agree with the concept.

Councilor Mulcahey noted an email dated 8/20/10 from Anni Melancon, 181 Washington Street and
read it for the record (on file).

Mr. Ryan responded that the concern of the Traffic Commission were cars on a Sunday moming parked
on both sides of the street, on the sidewalk making it very difficult to get through. They are
recommending they prohibit parking on one side, allowing parking on the northerly side which is the
church side. That way no one crosses the street; there’s adequate room for emergency vehicles to pass
and for residents to access their homes, rather than making it one way and having to go all the way
around. This was after walking the area with residents, with only one individual who was expressing
concern at that time and then with the unanimous decision of the Traffic Commission.

Sandra Thoms, 1174 Washington Street stated the Congregational Church had no interest in seeing that
the parking is only on one side beyond McCullough Street going easterly on Washington Street.
Extending this for the entire length of Washington Street to where it meets Langsford Street wasn’t a
request of the church but rather the wisdom of the Traffic Commission during that site visit.

Mr. Hobbs stated there is an ordinance alteady in place (but that the signs are gone) that prohibits
parking on Ms. Thoms side of the street from Leverett Street to Langsford Street frorn May 1 to
September 15. No one could park there anyway if the signs were up. They were removed during the
North Gloucester sewer project and never replaced. He would like to see the ordinance put all the way
through as per the Traffic Commission now. The street will be very narrow if parking is allowed on both
sides along that corridor. Noting the lack of fire protection in Lanesville, they need the security that
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emergency vehicles can get through that area at any time as every second counts, There are many events
.that cause the streets to be blocked regularly. He felt it was very dangerous and was in full agreement
with the Traffic Commnussion’s recommendation.

[Councilor Verga entered the meeting at 6:45 p.m. There was now a quorum of the City Council.]

Councilor Hardy stated this came forward at a Ward meeting attended by approximately 60 people with
two people speaking in opposition to this at the time. This came forward se that they could get
emergency vehicies through as Mr, Hobbs said. They worked with the church also. The compromise was
that parking would be restricted on at least one side of the street and chose the church side of the street
because of many anticipated athletic use of the grounds with the installation of basketball courts and
hoops. Rather than having children running to the opposite side of the street, it was better this way.
Because they don’t have the Bay View Fire Station open all the time, rather than having the emergency
vehtcles go all the way around Langsford to get there, it did not make sense. She believed it to be a good
compromise.

MOTION: On motion by Counciler McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed te recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-267 by DELETING Washington Streef from Andrews
Street to Butinan Avepue, in a northerly direction; during church services including special
functions such as funeral services and special services, with portable signs to be placed by members
of the church with police to be notified for other than Sunday mornings between 2:30 a.m. and 1:00
p.m. AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-271 (Parking Prohibited from May 1 fo September 15-
Generally), by DELETING Washington Street southerly side from Leverett Street easterly to
junction of Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcurn, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, § opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloncester Code of Ordinances Sec, 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at Al Times) by ADDING
Washington Street, southerly side from Andrews Street in an easterly direction to its intersection
with Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

D) CC2010-641 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) of the GCO by
ADDING Holly Street, both sides from its intersection with Dennison Street et. al. (Cont’d
from 07/26/10)

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recommended at their July 29, 2010 meeting t¢ approve
the order as presented because the roads are very narrow and the way it winds around warrants that there
be no parking on both sides of Holly Street from its infersection with Dennison Street.

Councilor Hardy noted this was a recommendation as they were in discussion with the Traffic
Commission. She had requested from the Police Department that the speed sign go up there.

Councilor McGeary asked how far down pole #1093 was.

Mr. Ryan noted pole #1095 is on Holly Street. They’re asking to prohibit parking on Holly Street at iis
intersection with Dennison, which is about 600-700 ft, just before the very winding section of the street as
you come up from the Willow Rest area.

Ceuncilor Hardy asked if the prohibited parking extended to the end of Holly Street and where was that
located?
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PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-077

SUBJECT:
re: Andrews Street

DATE OPENED: 16/12/10

CONTINUED TO:

CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NGTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester Gity Councli will hold a
public heating on TUESDAY, Gcotober 12,
2010 al 7:00 p.m. in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, Gity Hall relative to proposed
¢hanges {0 Gloucesier Code of
Crdinances, Chapter 22 entitiad “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as follows:

HASKELL STREET ~ Sec. 22-273(f}

“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Houss on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all §a1wguage on
Haskell Sireet.

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parldng
Only”

AMEND by ADDING — “Haskell Styest on
the southerly side .at its infersection with
Hocky Pasture Road Jn an sasterly direc-
tion to its intersection with Mt Plsasant
Avenue, betwean May 1 - September 15
from Sam o Gpm o Saturdays, Sundays,
and hojidays”

.See.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-September 157

AMEEND by ADDHNG ~ “Haskell Strest on
the suutherly side from its intersection with
Mt. Pleasant Avenue between May 1
-September 15 from Yam {0 Spm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holldays”

Sec.22-273{f) “Parking probibited
between cartain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING {after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) "in an sasterly direc-
torr 1o 1ts Interssotion with WMt Pleasant
Avenue”

FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287  “Disabled  Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - *One{%) handi-
capped parking space al the last parking
space on the epasterly side of the
Claramitare/Germnetlaro Playground park-
ing fot”

ELM STREET - Sec.22-284 “Sarvice or
Loading Zone”

AMEND by ADDHNG "Eln Strest  begin-
ning at its intersection with Main Street on
;he easterly side, northerly direction for 40
oot

Straet Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street |
signs to designate {1} the northerly
side{seawall) ~Vehicle Parking Only' and
(2) the southerly side “Vahicle Boat andfor
Trailer Parking”

Sec.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ABDING "Andrews Steal | |

W

both directions fram its intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeasterly
direction, o lts end, al a poini 85 festina
norihieasterty direction from Pale #511"

Sec.22-29% “Tow Away Zonss”

AMEND by ADDING — "Andrews Street
hoth sides from its intersaction with Lanes
Cove in & northeasterly direction, to its end
hoth sides, from Iis intersection with Lanes
Cove Road in 4 narheasterly direction to
its end at a poirt 95 teel in a northeasiarly
direction from Pole#i§il” .

AMEND by ADDIMG - "Andiews Bireet
wesiery side from its intersection with
Langsiord in a northerly diraction to its
intersection with Lanes Cove Road"

Bac. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at ail
Times”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street
westaerly side from its intersection with
Langsfard Strest in & northerly direction to
iig imersection with Lanes Cove Road"

WASHINGTOHN STREET ~ Sec.22-270

“Parking Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Strest
from Andrews Street to itg intersection with
Langsford Streat”

Bep.22-267 “One Way Streetis”

AMEMND by DELETING - “Washinglon
Street from Andrews street 1o Butman
Avenue in a aortherly direction guring
church services and special funciions”

Se0.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - Sepiember 157

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Strest southerly side from Leverett Siraat,
zasterly o junclion of Langsford Street”

Bec.22-270 "Parking prohilsited at all
Times"

AMEND by BDDING "Washington Street |
southerly side from Andrews Street caster
ly to #ts intersection with Langsford Straet”

HOLLY STREET - Ses, 22-270 “Parking
prohibited at all Times®

AMEND by ADDING- "Holly Street, both
sides from its intersection with Dennisan
Street in a southerly direction to Poie
#1005"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone™

AMEND by ADDIMG — "Holty Strest botn
sides from Hs intersection with Dennison
Streast in a southerly direction ioc Pole
#Hi0es"

Amend GCO Sec. 22-288 “Off street parking areas”

%ﬁﬁmﬁ AVENUE - ggp 22-274
arking prohibiteg from ﬁ;‘iav 1
September 15" T

?A\?']Es\z‘_% by A‘E)D_iNG “Lexington Averye
A;me; gg !fré,nﬁ( s intersection with Oty
Ve, G Oakag Ay i thefl,
direction iswarg Sho;’é g;{ﬁj i & souinery

Se¢, 22-291 “Tow Bveay Zoneg”

:?MEF;JD by ADEHNG -
rom both sides from it imer ; i
Hen & intersection
:m{ Ayer}ue and Gakes Avenlizog ivr:Ith
southerty direction towasd Shore Rpag” ¢

QLD cobnry
*Funing "MRWi%é"Q Sec. 22-265

“Lexington Avenge

AMEND by ADDING “Restricti
E i bz - “Restrict -
;nutmg gt trns ante Oig g%:]nngiyo;zg;%
Eea{: r.ear Broperty entrance of 168
A2 Avente oma Old County Roag" i

Al the Public Hearr

N
S0Ns Wi have § 5 il interested per-

he: QpOrNity to be hearg
By Vote of the Cit j
A v Council
Linda T, Lowe, City Clerk
/ﬁf}# 12350477
Cape Arn Beacon 10r1/1n

———
i




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2016
PUBLIC HEARING

PH2316-078
Amend GCO Sec. 22-292 “Fire Lanes” re: Andrews Street

10/12/10

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NGTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council wili hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, Qotober 12,
2010 at 7:00 p.m, in the Frad J. Kyrouz
Auditerium, Cly Hall relative o proposad
changes to Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapler 22 entitlad “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as follows:

HASKELL STREET - Sec., 22-273(f)

“Parking Prohibited Betwean Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all ianguage oh
Haskell Sireer,

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Omiy”

AMEND by ADDING — “Haskell Straet on
the southerly side at its intersaction with
Focky Pastare Road in an easterly dirge-
tion o its intersestion with ML Pisasant
Avenue, between May 1 - September 15
from Bam {0 Spm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays"

.88c.22-271 “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-Septamber 15"

AMEND by ADDING - “Haskef] Strest on
the southerly side from s intarsection with
Mt Pleasant Avenue between fay 1
-September 15 from 9am fo oot on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

Ser.22-273(H “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) “in an sastarly direo-
lion 1o ity intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenue”

FORT SQUARE —PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Vetaran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - "One(1) handi-
capped parking space at the tast parking
space on the sasterly side of the
Claramitaro/Gemellaro Playground park-
Ing lot"

ELi STAEET - Sac.22.284 “Service or
Leading Zore”

AMEND by ADDING "Eim Street begin-
ning at its infersection with Main Steet on
the easterty side, northetly direction for 40
feat”

ANDEEWS STREET - Sec. 22-283 “OH
Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street ,
signs to designate {1} the northerly
side(seawall} —Vehicke Parking Only' and
(2} the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
Tradler Parking”

$2¢€.22-292 “Fira Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING *Andrews Strea! |

e

e s

both directions from its intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in a nonheasterly
diraction, {0 its end, &t 4 point 95 fest in a
nenheasterdy direction from Pole #5117

Sev.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING - "Andrews Street
beoth sides from its intersection with Lanes
Coyve in a nertheastery dirsction, o s end
both sides, from its intersection with Lanes
Cove Roatd In a northeasterly direction (o
its end af A point 95 feel in & norheasterly
dirggtion from Poledb{1® .

AMEND by ADDING - “andrews Street
westerly side from its intersection with
Langsford in a northerly direction 10 its
interseciion with Lanes Cove Rord”

Bee. 22-270 “Parking Prohibiied at ai
Times” i

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street

westerly side from its intersection with |
Langsiord Street in a nordherly direction to |
its intersaction with Lanes Cove Road” ’

WASHINGTON STREET ~ Sec.22-270
“Parking Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Sireet
from Andrews Street to its intersection with
Langsford Street”

Sec.22-267 "One Way Sireefs”

AMEND by DELETING - “Washington
Street trom Andrews streel 1o Bulrnan

Avenue in a northerly direction during
church services and special funciions”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - September 15"

AMEND by DELETING “Washington
Street southarly side from Leverelt Streat,
gasterly 1o junction of Langsford Street”

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at alt
Times™

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Street |
southerly side from Andrews Street easter-
'y to its intarsection with Langsiord Street®

HOLLY STHEET - Sec. 22970 “Parking
prohibited at all Times"

AMEND by ADDING- "Hally Street, both
sides fram its intersection With Dennison
Street in a southerly direction to Pole
#1095"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING — “Hally Strest both
sides from ifs intersection with Dernison
Sireet in a southerty dirsction Lo Pole
#1085"

%A{LN?GLON AVENYE - Sec. 22.971
arking prehibited from May 1
September 157 T

é\}?ﬁEJEJQ by ADBING “Lexington Averiye
Ad g arcrf.s from its intersection with Giis
{‘venye and Ogkes Avenue in g souiherl,
Girection towarg Stiore Aoag /

Sec. 22291 “Tow Away Zonag”

ﬁMEI\fD b ADDING - “Laxingtan Avenyg
Cz;(ljl!;rfu iitznsrues f;om its ntersectjon v'.;i\rh
: JEhve and Oakes Aye i

S0Uthery direction icv.!:;‘].rd Shore lgc?aerJ‘:ﬂ a

OLD CounTy poap

urning Movementg Sec. 22-2g5

AMEND by ADDHNG “Restricii

FErr. n N tr -:f "

nibiting right mpng onfo Oid étr):?ngfyo;?ggj

gear rear property Bilfance of igg
astern Avenus onto o County Fogd

f‘\{ !hg fl{bﬁc Hearing, ar imerested per-
50N will have thy Spportunity to be heara

By Vota of the City Coung;
! Gl
Linda T, Lowe, City Clerk

AD# 12355477
Gapa Ann Beacon 10//10

e




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010079 ’
SUBJECT: Amend GCO Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away Zones’
| ' re: Andrews Street

DATE OPENED: 10/12/10
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 1071240
LEGAL NGTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Councll will hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, Gotober 12,
2010 at 7:00 pam, in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditorum, City Hall relative to proposed
changes o Gloucester Code of
Ordinancas, Chapter 22 entitlad “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as follows:

HASKELY STREET -~ Sec. 22-273(4;
“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Haours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING alf language on
Haskell Street.

$ec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Oniy®

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskell Strest on
the southerly side at il intersection with
Focky Pasturs Road in an easterly dirac-
tion o its intersection with M, Pleasam
Avenue, between May 1 — September 15
from Jarm 1o spm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays”

 See.22-279 “Parking Prohibited
betwean May 1-September 157

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskell Street on
the sautherly side fram fis intersection with
Mi. Pleasant Avenus between May 1
~September 15 from Sam 1o Sprn on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

Be.22-273(f) “Parking prehibited
betwsan certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING fafter the words
Faocky Pasture Road) “in an sasterly direc-
ton o its intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenug”

. FORY SQUARE ~PLAYGROUND -
$ec.22-287  “Disanhied Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “One(1) handi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space on the easterly side of the
Charamitara/Gemellaro Playground nark-
ing tot”

ELM STREET - Sec.22.284 “Service or
Loading Zone”

A_MENQ by ADDING "Eim Street  begin-
NG at its inferseciion with Main Street on
ghe sastetly side, nurthery direction for 40
eel”

ANDBEWS STREEY - Sec, 22-288 “OH

Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cave Lot
situated al the snd of Andrews Street |
signs to designate {1} the northerly
side(seawall) ~'Vehicle Parking Only" and
(2) the southerly side “Vehicls Boat and/or
Tratler Parking”

$e0.224282 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING “Ancirews Susel , |

[

boiy direcions rom s intarsaction with
Lanes Cove Raoad, in & northeasterly
direction, {0 its end, &l a point 95 feafl in a
nerheasterly direction from Pole #5117

Sec.22-281 “Tow Away Zones”

AREND by ADDING - "Andrews Sirest
both sides from fs intersection with Lanes
Cove in a northeasterfy direction, to its end
both ides, from its intersection with Lanes
Cove Road in & northeasierly direction o
its end at a point B5 feat in a northeastarly
directfon from Pole#5117

AMEND by ADDING ~ "Andrews Street
westesly side from its nterseciion with
Langsfard in a nartherly dirsction to its
intersection with Lanes Gove Aoad

Sac. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at ail
Times”

ARMEND by ADDING - "Andrews Strget
westerly side from its intersection with
Langsford Street in a nohery dirastion 1o
its intersaction with Lanes Gove Road’

WASHINGTON STREET —~ Sec.22-270
“Pariing Prohibited at gl Thnes”

AMEND by ADDING “Washingten Sirest
from Andrews Street to its intersection with
Langsford Streat”

Sec.22-287 “One Way Strests”

AMEND by DELETING - “Washington
Street from Andrews street to Butman
Avenus in a northerly direction during
church services and speclal tunctions®

Se6.22-271 “Parking Frohibited from
May 1 ~ September 15

AMEND by DELETING "Washingten
Streat southerdy side from Leverst Shreet,
easterly 10 junction of Langsford Strest

Sec. 22-270 “Parking grohibitad at alt
Times"

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street |
southerly side from Andrews Streot easter-
by to iz interseciion with Langsiord Strest”

MOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-27¢ “Parking

prohibited at all Times®

AMEND by ADDING- "Holly Street, both
sitles from iz intersection with Dennison
Sireet in o southerly diraction to Pole
#H10as"

$ec.22-201 “Tow Away Zone”
AMEND by ADDING ~ “Hotly Street both
sides from iis intersection with Dennison

Strest in a southerly direciion o Pola
#1085"

LEXINGTON AVENUE . gge
Tl AVENUE . L2227
Parking oreqibited f

September 15° e rom May 1 -

AF-{?{EN.D by‘ADD'ING "Lexington Avenye
both sidas from g intersection with Clisf
A‘venye and Qakes Avenue in & souther
diraction toware Shaore Roag ' Y

Jec. 22-291 “Toy Away Zoneg”

AMEND by ADDING -
from both sides rom
Cliff Avanue z2nd Q
southerly direetion (o

- "Lexingion Avenye
s inersection with
akes Avenug in a
ard Share Roag"
QLD COUNTY ROA

s LW N RQAD  Spe, 9o
Turning Movenienis” £6. 22-265

AMEND by ADDING - "Ragtricy

MEND by | Strici oro-
Fibiting sight tomg onto Olg COL?Q  Roes
R2Ar rear oroperty entrance of 14
Eastem Avenue ante QMd County Hoaaj‘ .

At the Public Hearing, all as

he P Hearirg, Merestad por-

36N8 Wil have the opporunity to be heapr:fr

By Yote of the City Council
Linda T, Lowe, City Clerk

ADH 12350477
Cape Ani Baacon 1011410

———
e




PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucesier City Council wili hold a
pubdlic hearing on TUESDAY, October 12,
2010 at 7:00 p.am. in the Frad J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Half relative to proposed
changes to Gloucester Code of
Crdinences. Chapter 22 entitied “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles™ as follows:

“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days™

AMEND by DELETING ali language on
Haskell Street.

Sec.22-270-1 "Resident Sticker Parking
Only”

AMEND by ADDING -~ "Maskelt Sireet on
the southerly side at its intersection with
Rocky Fasiurs Road Jin an sastedy dirac-
tion to its intersection with Mt. Pleasan
Avenue, between May 1 — Seplember 15
frorm Sam to Bpm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays”

Sec.z22-271 “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-September 157

AMENT by ADDIMNG ~ “Haskall Strest on
the southerly side from ifs intersection with
At. Pleasant Avenue between May 1
-September 15 from Sarn to 5pm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofidays”

Ser.22-273(fy “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Rociey Pasture Road) ‘In an easterly direc-
o to its interseclion with Mt Pleesant
Avanue”

FORY SGUARE ~PLAYGROUNE -
Bac.22-287  “Disabled Veleran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “One{1) handi-
capped parking space at the tasi parking
space on the sasterly side of the
Ciaramitaro/Gemeiflare Playground park-
ing ot

ELM STREET — 520.22-284 “Service or
Loading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING "Ehn Strest  begin-
ning at s intersection with Main Street on
the sasterly side, northetly diraction far 40
ferel”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “Off
Street Parking Arsas”

AMEND By ADDING — "Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Androws Sireet |
signs to designate (1) the northesly
side{seawall) ~'Vehicte Parking Only’ and
(2) the southetly side “Vehicle Boat andfor
Trailey Parking”

Sec.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADBING "Andrews Strest | |

.

GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PH2010-080

Amend GCO Sec. 22-267 “One Way Streets”
re: Washington Street

10/12/10

O&A 8/23/10

.

both directions from its interssction with
Lanes Cove Roead, in a northeastsriy
diection, 1o s and, al 2 point 95 festin a
northeastarly direction from Pole #5117

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones™

AMEMD by ADDING — "Andrews Straet
bathr sides from ils intersection with Lanes
Cove it & narthaessterly dirgotion, to its end
both sides, from its interseciion with Lanes
Cove Road in a northeasterly directian o
its enct af a point 95 feet in a northeasterly
dirsction from Pole#B511"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Stroet
westerly side from it intersection with
Langsford in a northerly direciion 1o its )
intereection with Lanes Cove Road” LEXINGTON AVENUE - 5o \
Wha e LRIR U R v aeg, 2.
Parking prehibited from Ma$ %TE

Sep, 22-270¢ “Parking Prohibitad at all | September 157

Times"
?MQL:N.D by'ADD‘lNG “Lexington Avenge
Acm sidas from its intersecion withe Cliff
WVENUS and Oakes Avenus in g sotther
direction loward Shore foad * g

AMEND by ADRING - “Andrews Siresl

westerly side from #s intersection wilh .
Langstord Street in & norhady direction to ;
its intersaction with Lanes Cove Road” !

8 2971 1
ASHINGTON STREET - So.52.270 ee. 22291 “Tow Away Zones”
“Farking Prokibited at ail Times” AMEND by ADDING -
trom hoth sigas
CHil Avanue a
southerdy tiracti

! Lexington Avenue
o s iniersection with
nd Oakes Avenue in a
on foward Shora Roact®

AMEND by ADDING "“Washington Strest
from Andrews Sltreet to its intersection with
Langsford Street”

. Ol
Sec.22-967 “One Way Streets” \ ”Tiﬁ-fﬁggﬂ%’grggéiﬂ Sec. 22-265
AMEND by DELETING - "Washinglon AMEM ~ »
Street from Andrews streel 1o Butman hibm%DF'fjs;\tASﬁgjgn;o fj)fi;tr\cimg OF pro-
Avenue in a noriherly direction during near rgar pro : ' “id County Hoad
church services and special furctions” Easrem‘ﬁvar?uﬂ %ﬁ{oyoﬁin&anfeﬁof 168
arille unty Foag”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from

May 1 ~ Sepiamber 157 At the Fublic Hearing, afl interaster oer
S0N3 Wil A N -

AMEND By DELETING "Waghington o wil iave: the opportunity 1o be heard

Street southerly side from Levereit Steet, . .

eastetly lo junction of Langsford Street” B{i‘éc";f_?fﬁgf;‘vglg'gcog;?ci!

=0 ) LRy Clerk

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at ali LD 12359477

fimes Caps Ann Beacon 10110

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street | T ——

southery side frem Andrews Street eastar-
Iy to iis intersection with Langslord Street”
HOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-270 “Parking

prohibited at ali Times™

AMEND by ADDING- “Holly Street, both
sides from ifs intersection with Dennison
Straet in a southerly direction to Pole
#1095"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING —~ "Hoity Sirest both
sides fram its intersection with: Dennison
Sireet in a southerly direction to Pole
#1095"
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The Committee also agreed with the recommendation of the Traffic Commission that once the above
orders are physically in place that signs reinforcing the “NO PARKING” within 20 féet of the intersection
“be instailed on both the Langsford Street and Andrews Street ends to make the intersection more visible
for drivers coming out of Andrews Street by the DPW. They recommend that the DPW remove the sign.
“NO PARKING HERE TO CORNER” on the southeasterly corner of Andrews Street and Langsford

Street.

Councilor McGeary asked who ensures that the signs are removed/erected once the GCO is amended.
-Dana Jorgensson, Clerk of Committees informed the Councilors that once the City Council passes the
ordinance changes, the Certificate(s) of Vote are forwarded o the DPW with true copy attested minutes
showing any instructions by the Council for signage pertaining directly to those Certificate(s) of Vote out
of the City Clerk’s office.
Councilor Mulcahey added that if the Councilor wanted a sign saying, “no parking here to the comer”
from a distance of 20 ft., that was simply a matter of calling the DPW and making that request.
Councilor Hardy also noted as long as it is in the minutes it is something she can folows up with the
DPW.

C) CC2010-034 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-267 (One Way Streets-Generally) of the GCO by
DELETING Washington Street from Andrews Street to Butman Avenue in a northerly direction
et. al and ADDING GCO Sec. 22-270. (Parking Prohibited at all times) Washington Street,
southerly side in an easterly direction to Langsford Street

Mr. Ryan related that the Traffic Commission after discussions with Councilor Hardy and approximately
15 residents from the area, the consensus was that the requested Ne Parking area was too long on
Washington Street. After a site visit with residents and Councilor Hardy the Traffic Commission at their
July 29" meeting, they concurred that the current one way ordinance be deleted and to prohibit parking at
all times on Washington Street southerly side from Andrews Street in an easterly direction to its
mtersection with Langsford Street. The Traffic Commission felt that the Sunday parking on both sides of
the street was making driving hazardous and hard for emergency vehicles to get through. The '
Commission recommended that the parking be on one side of the strect. There was only one individual at
the time of the site visit who did not agree with the concept.

Councilor Muleakey noted an email dated 8/20/10 from Anni Melancon, 181 Washington Street and
read it for the record (on file).

Mr. Ryan responded that the concern of the Traffic Commission were cars on & Sunday morning parked
on both sides of the street, on the sidewalk making it very difficult to get through. They are
recommending they prohibit pariing on one side, allowing parking on the northerly side which is the
church side. That way no one crosses the street; there’s adequate room for emergency vehicles to pass
and for residents to access their homes, rather than making it one way and having to go all the wWay
around. This was after walking the area with residents, with only one individual who was expressing
concern at that time and then with the unanimous decision of the Traffic Commission.

Sandra Thoms, 1174 Washington Sireet stated the Congregational Church had no interest in seeing that
the parking is only on one side beyond MecCullough Street going easterly on Washington Street.
Extending this for the entire length of Washington Street to where it meets Langsford Street wasn’t a
request of the church but rather the wisdom of the Traffic Commission during that site visit.

Mr. Hebbs stated there is an ordinance aiready in place (but that the signs are gone) that prohibits
parking on Ms. Thoms side of the street from Leverett Street fo Langsford Street from May 1 to
September 15. No one could park there anyway if the signs were up. They were removed during the
North Gloucester sewer project and never replaced. He would like to see the ordinance put all the way
through as per the Traffic Conumission now. The street will be very narrow if parking is allowed on both
sides along that corridor. Noting the lack of fire protection in Lanesville, they need the security that
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emergency vehicles can get through that area at any time as every second counts. There are many cvents
that cause the streets to be blocked regularly. He felt it was very dangerous and was in full agreement
with the Traffic Commission’s recommendation.

[Councilor Verga entered the meeting at 6:45 p.m. There was now a guorum of the City Council.]

Councilor Hardy stated this came forward at a Ward meeting attended by approximately 60 people with
two people speaking in opposition to this at the time. This came forward so that they could get
emergency vehicles through as Mr. Hobbs said. They worked with the church also. The COMPromise was
that parking would be restricted on at least one side of the street and chose the church side of the street
because of many anticipated athietic use of the grounds with the installation of basketball couris and
hoops. Rather than having children running to the opposite side of the street, it was better this way.
Because they don’t have the Bay View Fire Station open all the time, rather than having the emergency
vehicles go all the way around Langsford to get there, it did not make sense. She believed if to be a good
compromise. '

MOTION: On metion by Counciler McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-267 by DELETING Washington Street from Andrews
Street to Butman Avenue, in a northerly direction; during chuarch services including special
functions such as funeral services and special services, with pertable signs to be placed by members
of the church with pelice to be notified for other than Sunday mornings between 9:30 a.m. and 1:00
 p-m. AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On metion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend fo the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-271 (Parking Prohibited from May I to September 15-
Generally), by DELETING Washington Street southerly side from Leverett Street easterly to
junction of Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council {6 amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at All Times) by ADDING
Washington Street, southerly side from Andrews Street in an easterly direction to ils intersection
with Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

D) CC2010-041 {Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-270 ( Parking Prohibited at all Times) of the GCO by
ADDING Holly Street, both sides from its intersection with Dennison Sireet et. al. (Cont’d
from 07/26/10)

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recommended at their July 29, 2010 meeting to approve
the order as presented because the roads are very narrow and the way it winds around warrants that there
be no parking on both sides of Holly Street from its intersection with Dennison Street.

Councilor Hardy noted this was a recommendation as they were in discussion with the Traffic
Commission. She had requested from the Police Department that the speed sign go up there.

Councilor MeGeary asked how far down pole #1095 was.

Mr. Ryan noted pole #1095 is on Holly Street. They’re asking to prohibit parking on Holly Street at its
intersection with Denntson, which is about 600-700 {1, just before the very winding section of the street as
you come up from the Wiliow Rest area.

Councilor Hardy asked if the prohibited parking extended to the end of Holly Street and where was that
located?




PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:

SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NGTICE
NQTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council wilt hoid a
public hearing on TUESDAY, October 12,
2010 at 7200 pon, in the Fred d. Kyrouz
Auditerium, City Hall selative o proposed
thanges fo Giloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitlsd “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles™ as follows:

“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273(1)

AMEND by DELETING alf language on
Haskell Street.

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticier Parking
Only”

AMEND by ADDING — "Haskell Street on
the southerly side ,at its intersection with
Rocky Pasture Road |in an easterly diren-
tion to iis intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenue, between May ! - Septernber 15
from Qam 1o Spm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and hotidays”

_See.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-Saptember 157

AMENE by ADDING - “Haskell Street on
the southerty side from i intersection with
Mt. Pleasant Avenue betwsan May 1
—September 15 from 9am to 5pm an
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofidays”

$ec.22-273{%} “Parking prohibited
between certain houts on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) "in an easterly direg-
tion 1o its Intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenug”

FORT_SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking™

AMEND by ADDHNG - “Onse{t) handi-
CaRpped paring space at the last parking
space on the easterly side of the
Ciaramitaro/Gemeliare Playground bark-
ing lot"

ELM STREET -~ Sec.22-284 “Service or
Loading Zone”

AMEMD by ADDING “Eim Street  begin-
ning atf its intersection with Main Street on
the eastedy side, northerly direction for 40
feet”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “Off
Street Parking Ayeas”

AMEND by ADDING - *Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street |
signs {o daesignate {1} the northerly
side{seawall) —Vehicle Parking Only’ and
(2) the southerfy slde “Vehicte Boat and/or
Trailer Parking”

See.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING *andrews Streef |

|

i

o

PH2010-081

GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking Trohibited at all Times”

re: Washington Street

16/12/10

O&A 8/23/10

R DO —

hoth directions from its intersection with
Lanas Cove Read, in & northezstarly
direction, to its end, at a point 95 fegtin &
northeastarty direciion from Pole #5117

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — “Andrews Street
batfr sides from ils interseciion with Lanes
Cove in & northeasterly direcfion, 1o its end
both gides, from its infersection with Lanes
Cove Boad in a northeasterly direction to
its end at a point 85 festin a northeastarly
diraction from Pole#5117 .

AMEND Dy ADDING — "Andrews Street
weslerly side from its intersection with
Langsford In a northerly direction to its
intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

See, 22.270 “Parking Prohibited st ail
Tines”

AFAEND by ADDING - "Andrews Street
westerly side from its intersection with
Langsford Street in a naitherly direction o
its nrergection with Lanes Cove Poad”

WASHINGTON STREEY - Sec.22-27%
“Parking Prohibkited at ail Times”

AMEMED by ADDING “Washington Strest
from Andrews Street to s intersection with
tangstord Street”

Se0.22-267 "One Way Siraets”

AMEND by DELETING -~ “Washington
Sireet from Andrews streel 1o Bulman
Avenue in & northerly direction during
chureh services and special funclicns”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - Sepiember 157

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Street southerly side fram Levereit Sireet,
eagterly to juncien of Langsford Street”

Sec.22-270 "Parking prohibited at ali
Times*”

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Street,
scutherly side from Andrews Street gastar-
Iy 1o its intersection with Langsiord Straet”

HOLLY STREET - Saec. 22-270 “Parking
prohibited at all Times"

ARMEND Iy ADTING- "Holly Straet, both
sitles from its intersection with Dannison
Street in a southerly direction to Pole
#1095"

Sec.22-29 “Tow Away Zoneg”

AMEND Dy ADDING —~ "Hofly Sireet both
sides from i intersection with Dennison
Street in a southerly direction to Pole
#1045"

%g_x_ﬁg_gmﬂ__ézgwwa > Sec. 22274
arking prehibifed from May 1
September 15" ri

@fng-D by ADDINC_—E “Lexington Avanue
Atf §|d§s from fis intersection with Gliff

Wenue and Oakes Avenua in A southarh
direction loward Shore Road * o

Sec. 22-291 “Tow Awey Zones”

AMEND by ADDING - ey
from both l(;fdes ING - "Lesinglon Averue

i iom #g intersactipn wit
: 8 vith
Clift Aveﬁ.ue and Qakes Avenus I a
seuthady direction toward Shors Foad"

QLD COUNTY RoAD
“Turning Movemsnts® Sec. 22-265

AMEND by ADDING - "Restries
MEND | - i -
hibiting right turns onte Oid LL(QIJ??WOJ{E{S;%
gear rear nraperty entrance of 168
astern Avenue onto Qid Caunty Rogd"

At the Bubiic Hearing, &l

5013 will ave | interasted per-

e apportunity 1o be heard
By Vots of the City Coungi
! 1
Linda 7. Lowe, City Cfeﬁc
AD# 12350477
Cape Ann Beacon 19410




PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NGTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council will hold 2
puhlic hearing on TUESDAY, October 13,
2014 at 7:00 pam, i the Frad J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hall relalive to proposed
thanges to Gloucester Code of
Crdinances, Chapler 22 entiiled “Traffic
and Metor Vehicles® as follows:

HASKELL STREET ~ Sec. 22-273{f
“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Heours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all language on
Haskell Straet,

S5ec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Gniy”

AMEND by ADDING -~ "Haskell Street on
the southerly side at s intersection with
Rocky Pasture FHoad in an eastery dirge-
tian o its infersection with Mt. Pleazant
Avenus, between May 1 - September 15
frorn Gam to Spm on Salurdays, Sundays,
and hofidays”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited
hetween May 1-Seplember 15”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskel Strest on
the southerly side fram its intersaction with
Mt. Pleasant Avenue betwesn May 1
~September 15 from Jam to Spm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

S2c.22-2T3{f) “Parking prokibited
between ceriain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING {after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) “in an easterly direc-
Hon e lts intersection with Mt Pleazam
Avenus"

FORT SQUARE ~PLAYGROUND -

Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - *One(1) handi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space on ithe easierly side of the
Ciaramnzro/Gemeliaro Playaround park-
ing iof"

ELM STREET — S¢¢.22-284 "Service or
Loading £one”

AMEND by ADDING “Elm Street  begin-
ning &t its intersection with Main Street on
the gasterly side, northerly direction for 40
feat”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec, 22-288 “OH
Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanas Cove Lot
situated at the snd of Andrews Strast |
signs to designate (1) the nartheriy
side(gseawall) ~Vehicle Parking Only’ and
{2} the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
Traler Parking”

Sec.22-292 “Fire Lanes”
AMEND by ADDING “Andrews Streed | g

o

GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PH2010-082

Amend GCO Sec. 22-271 “Parking Prohibited from May 1 — September
157 re: Washington Street

16/312/10

O&A §/23/10

boift ditgetions from its intersaction with
Lanes Cove Read, in a northeastery
direction, 1o its end, at a point 95 feetin a
northeasterly direction {ram Pole #5117

Bac.22-291 "Tow Away Zones™

AMEND) by ADDING ~ "Andrews Street
boihy sides from its intarsection with Lanes
Cave in & northaasterly direction, i its end
both sides, from its intsrsection with Lanes
Cove Road in a nonheastedy direction o
its end at a point 95 feat in a northeastely
dirgction from Pole#5i17.

AMEND by ADDING -~ “andrews Street
wasterly side Trom its intersection with
Langsford in a northerly dirgell
intersection with Lanes Cove Hoad”

Sec. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at all
Times™

AMEND by ADDING - "Andrews Sireet
waslerly side from s intersection with
Langsford Street in a northerly direction o
its intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREET ~ Sec.22-270
“Parking Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING “Washingion Sirest
from Andrews Street o B8 intersection with
Langsford Streat’

Bec.22-267 "One Way Sireets”

AMEND by DELETING -~ “Washingion
Street from Andrews street to Butman
Avenue in a northerly direction during
church services and special functions”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - Septernber 157

AMERD by DELETING "Washington
Strest southerly side from Leverett Street,
aasierdy 0 junction of Langstord Sireet”

Sec.22-270 "Parking prohibifed at all
Timas"

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street |
southetly side from Andraws Street easter-
ty to its intersection with Langstord Strset”

prohibited at ali Times”

AMEND by ADDING- "Holly Streef, beth
sides from its intersection with Dennison
Street in a soulherly direction to Pole
#1095"

Bec.22-291 "Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING — “Hofly Street hoth
sides from its intersection with Dennison

Street in a southerly direction io Pols
#1065"

LEXINGTON AVENUE

e Mﬁﬁhﬁ_——ﬁ__ﬁ'—#; . S\’ y 2-
Parking prohibited fromﬂ?\dazz 571
September 159 v

= \ -
bAéff}::ﬁi%oD“yféSD'Fth “Lexinglon Avenge

o SBS TOm s intersection with cii
Av@me and Oakes Avenue in g sagj‘hu;{f
diraction toward Shore Road * e

Sec. 22291 “Tow Away Zones”

ﬁg«fq&f\gﬂ) t‘uy .ADD{NG - "Lexington Avenus
ten A(‘;Ftn\”sl,zges rr?:p s interseciion wit!;
S Avanue and Gakes Ave i

southerly diraction towarg Sh(:-:epgg‘fd"’ﬁ ¢

GLD COUNTY ROA
“Turning'ma&ﬁ?"&ﬁé%g Sec. 22-255

AM}TND by ADDING
hibiting sight tums onto
ear rear property g
Eastern Averie onto Old

Restricting or pro-
Dld County Roag
nfrance of 14§
County Roag"

At the Punlic Hearing, al

s0ns wil imarested per-

have the oppetunity 1o be haarg
By Vote of the City Councit
Lintda T, Lows, City Cirt‘;;ll(
ﬁD# 12358477
Lape Ann Beacon 10/1/10

—




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

Amend GCO Sec. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at all Times”
re: Holly Street
10/12/10

SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HERARING

The Gloucester City Council will hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, October 12,
2070 al 7:00 p.m. in the Fred J, Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hall relative to proposed
c¢hanges to  Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitted “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as follows;

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273(f)

“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days™

AMEND by DELETING af ‘Iaﬂguage on
Haskell Street.

Sec.22-270-1 “Hesident Sticker Parlding
Only”

AMEND by ADDING — *Maskell Straet on
the southerly side .at its intersection with
Rocky Pasture Road ,in an easterly direc-
tion 1o its intersection with Mt. Pleasant
Averye, batwaen May 1 - Septemnber 15
frorn Sam to 3pm an Saturdays, Sundays,
and folidays”

5ec.22.371 “Parking  Prohibited
between May 1-Sepiember 15”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskell Sireet on
the southerly side from its intersection with
Mt Pleasant Avenue betwsen May 1
—Beptember 15 from Sam o Bpm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofidays”

Se.22-273(f) “Parking prohibited
between certain howrs on certzin days”

AMEND by ADDING {afier the words
Racky Pasture Road) ‘in an easterly direc-
Hon Lo #3 intersection wilh Mt Pleasand
Avenug”

. FORT SQUARE ~PLAYGRGUND -
Sec,22-287  “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “One{1) handi-
capped parking space al the last parking
space on e easterly side of the
Claramitaro/Gemeliaro Playground park-
ing ot”

ELM STREET - Sec.22-284 “Sarvice or
{.oading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING "Eim Strest  begin-
ning &t fis interseciion with Main Street on
Ehefeastefiy side, northerdy direction for 40
feet”

ANDHEWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “OH
Street Pariting Arsas”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Lanes Cove Lot
situatad at the end of Andrews Strest |
signs to designate {1) the northerly
side({seawall} -'Vehicle Parking Only and
(2) the southerly slde “Vehicle Boat and/or
Traifer Parking”

$ec.22-292 “Fire Lanas”

AMEND by ADDING “Andrews Streel | |

N

both directions from its intersaction with
Lanes Gove Foad, in & nertheasterdy
direction, to its end, af a point 95 fest in a
rortheastarly diraction from Pole #511°

Se0.,22-251 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING ~ "Andrews Strest
bath sides from its intarsection with Lanes
Cave in a northeastardy diregtion, 1o its end
both sides, from ifs interseciion with Lanes
Cove Road in a northeasterly direction to
ity endt at a point 85 faetin & noheastarly
direction from Pole#5117 .

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Andrews Strael
westerly side from its inlersection with
Langstord In a northerly direction 1o its
intersection with Lanes Cove Faad"

Sec, 22-270 "Parking Prohibited at afl
Times”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Slreel
westerly side from its intersedtion wilh
Langsford Slreet in a nontharly direction to
its intersaction with Lanes Gave Raad"

WASHINGTON STREET - Sec.22-270

“Parking Protiibited at all Times”

AREND by ADDING "Washingion Street
from Andrews Straet to is Infersection with
Langsford Straet”

8ec.22-267 “One Way Straets™

AMEND by DELETING — "Washington
Street from Andrews straet 1o Butman
Avenua in & northerly direction during
church senvices and spacial functions®

Se¢,22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
Hay 1 - September 157

AMEND by DELETING "Waghington
Strest southerly side from Levarelt Sireet,
easterly 10 junstion of Langstford Street”

8ec.22-270 "Parking prohibited at all
Times"

AMEND by ADDING "Washingten Street |
southerly side from Andrews Strest easter-
Iy lo its intersection with Langsford Street’

HOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-270 “Parking
prohibited at all Times*

AMEND by ADDING- “Holly Strest, both
sides fram its intersection with Dennison
Sireet In a southerly direction to Pole
#1098"

$ec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING - “Holly Street both

sides from s intersection with Dennison
Sireat in a southery direction to Polg
#1085”

%Q&QGTON AVENUE - 3pe. 22-271
qpark:ng prehibited trom May 1
september 157 v

Q«%?giaeiy‘f\o[)ﬁ"zwg “Lexington Avanye
\ Tom s intersection wih rp
ﬂuenge and Oakes Avenue ina sgi:huj}‘w
alrection loward Shorg Road e

Ser. 22291 “rou Away Zonag"

;?‘Mb}li} I_:»v ADDING - “Lexingion Avenue
Ct]nm both sides from itg Itersection ‘wirh
,__,ff AveQUG and Dakes Avenue in

Bouihesly diraction Jowarg Shore'Road” :

OLD COUNTY Ros

Ei estrictin -

hibitirg right turng onta Olg Coungryog?graod
FEAY entrance of igg

uhto Old County Rogd*

At the Punlic Hearin

5008 wiff have the oy 9, all interested por.

POrURIY 10 be heard

By Vote of the City ¢ i
Linda 1. {.owe, é:fityocl:i;:;;i
AD# 12355477
Capa Arn Beacon VaTalo

———
— e
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emergency vehicles can get through that area at any time as every second counts. There are many events
that cause the streets to be blocked regularly. He feli it was very dangerous and was in full agreernent
with the Traffic Commission’s recommendation. °

[Councilor Verga entered the meeting at 6:45 p.m. There was now 2 guorum of the City Council.]

Couneiler Hardy stated this came forward at a Ward meeting attended by approximately 60 peopie with
two people speaking in opposition to this at the time. This came forward so that they could get
emergency vehicles through as Mr. Hobbs said. They worked with the charch also. The COMpromise was
that parking would be restricted on at least one side of the street and chose the church side of the street
because of many anticipated athletic use of the grounds with the installation of basketball courts and
hoops. Rather than having children running to the opposite side of the street, it was better this way.
Because they don’t have the Bay View Fire Station open all the time, rather than having the emergency
vehicles go all the way around Langsford to get there, it did not make sense. She believed it to be a good
compromise.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcury, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-267 by DELETING Washington Street from Andrews
Street to Butman Avenue, in a northerly direction, during church services inclading special
functions such as funeral services and special services, with portable signs to be placed by members
of the church with police to be notified for other than Sunday mornings between 9:30 a.m. and 1:00
p.ai. AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcurn, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, § opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-271 (Parking Prohibited from Miay I to September 15-
Generally), by DELETING Washington Street southerly side from Leverett Street easterly to
junction of Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PURLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinanpces &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, § opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at All Times) by ADDING
Washington Street, southerly side from Andrews Street in an easterly direction to its intersection
with Langsford Street AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

D) CC2010-041 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) of the GCO by
ADDING Holly Street, both sides from its intersection with Dennison Street et. al. (Cont’d
from 07/26/10)

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recommended at their July 29, 2010 meeting to approve
the order as presented because the roads are very narrow and the way it winds around warrants that there
be no parking on both sides of Holly Street from: its intersection with Dennison Street.

Counciler Hardy noted this was a recommendation as they were in discussion with the Traffic
Commission. She had requested from the Police Departmen: that the spoed sign go up there,

Councilor MeGeary asked how far down pole #1093 was.

Mr. Ryan noted pole #1095 is on Holly Street. They're asking to prohibit parking on Holly Street at its
mtersection with Dennison, which is about 600-700 ft, just before the very winding section of the street as
vou come up from the Willow Rest area.

Councilor Hardy asked if the prohibited parking extended to the end of Holly Street and where was that
iocated?
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Mr. Ryan stated their recommendation was that it ends at pole #1095 which he believed was about 600-
700 feet on the northerly side of Holly Street just before the intersection with Dennison, They’re starting
from the other end, the narrow end right where it intersects with Dennison coming back towards Holly.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuruy, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recomumend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) by ADDING
Helly Street, both sides from its intersection with Dennison Street in a southerly direction to pole
#1095 AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

E) CC2010-042 (Hardy) Amend Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zones) by ADDING Holly Street both
sides from its intersection with Dennison Street from its intersection with Dennison Street in a
southerly direction to pole #1095,

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recommended at their July 29, 2010 meeting to approve
the order as presented. The Commission also recommended if this order is passed that the City Clerk
forward a request to the Gloucester Police Department for a preliminary study to be done and then
forwarded to the MassHighway district office.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor MecGeary, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING Holly Street, both
sides from its infersection with Dennison Street in a sontherly direction to pole #1095 AND
FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING. :

F) CC2010-043 (Hardy) Ordered that the Speed Limit on Holly Street from its intersection with
Denmnison Street in a southerly direction to Pole #1095 be posted at 20 m.p.h.

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recommended at their July 29, 2010 meeting and after
speaking with Councilor Hardy, to approve the order amending it to read for the entire length of Holly
Street in both directions. Mr. Ryan added that if you do not see a sign posted,-then it is automatically 30
m.p.h. speed limit. It was noted that requests for changes of a speed limit once approved by the Council
then are referred to the Police Department for a preliminary study and then go to Mass Highway’s district
office for approval.

MOTION: On motion by Counciler McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, ¢ opposed to recommend fo the City Council that the
Speed Limit on Holly Street for its entire length be posted at 20 m.p.b. in both directions.

G} CC2010-047 (Curcuru) Amend Sec. 22-270 (Parking Prohibited at all Times) of the GCO by
ADDING from #5 Wells Street to intersection of Beacon Street (Cont’d from 07/12/ 10)

Mr. Ryan reported that the Traffic Commission recornmended at their July 29, 2010 meeting to approve
the order and that there be no parking on both sides with of Wells Street with one sign instalied on pole
#5078 pointing towards Beacon Street and another sign in front of 5 Wells Street also point towards
Beacon Street grr “NO PARKING EITHER SIDE” signs be used and placed where appropriate, This is
for safety reasons to prohibit parking on both sides especially with trash tracks trying to get there. The
Committee discussed the no parking signage in order to clarify the order further. It was also
recommended that there be signage for “No Parking from Here to Corner” be placed 20 feet from the
intersection on either side of Wells Street. Presently there is a “No Parking” sign on the comer with an




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-084

SUBJECT: Amend GCO Sec, 22-291 “Tow Away Zone”
re: Holly Street

DATE OPENED: 10/12/10

CONTINUED TO:

CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester Sity Councll will hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, October 12,
2010 at 7:00 p.m. in the Fred J, Kyrouz
Auditorlum, Clty Hall relative to proposed
changes o Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapler 22 entitied “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as foliows:

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-271(f)

“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Cartain Days”

AMEND by DELETING alf language oo
Haskell Straet,

Be.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Oniy"

AMEND by ADDING -~ “Haskell Street on
the southerly side ,at ils Intersection with
Hocky Pasture Road in an easterly direc-
tion ta its intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenue, hetween May 1 — September 15
from 9am to 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays”

See.22-271  “Parking FProhibited
ketween May 1-Sepiamber 157

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskel Strest on
the southerly side from its intersection with
ML Pleasant Avenue between May 1
—September 15 from Bam to Spm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

Fec.22-273{(f) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING {aiter the words
Racky Pasture Road) “in an eastarly direc-
tion ta ts intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenue"

FGRT SQUARE ~PLAYGROUNEG
Sec.22-287 “Disabied Veteran,
Randicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - "One(1)} handi-
capped parking gpace at 'he last parking
space on the easterly gide of the
Ciaramitsro/Gemeilaro Playground park-
ing lof”

ELM STREET ~ Ser.22-284 “Service or
Loading Zone™

AMEND by ADDING “Elm Strest  begin-
ning at its intersection with Main Strest on
Fﬁe easterly side, nurtharly direction for 40
Gl

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-285 “tif
Sireet Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - *Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andraws Street |
signs to designate £1) the northerly
side{seawatl) ~Vehicle Parking Only' and
{2) the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
Tradter Parking”

5ec,22-202 “Fire Lahes" )
AMEND by ADDING "Andrews Street, |

=

T —

hoth directions from fis intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeasterly
dirsction, 1o #s end, &t 2 point 85 featin a
rorheasteny direction from Fole #5717

Sec.22-EH “Tow Away Jones”

AMENT by ADDING — *Andrews Street
bath sides from s intersection with Lanes
Cave in & northeasterly direction, to ifs end
Goth sides, fram ifs intersaction with Lanes
Cove Road in a nartheasterly directian to
its end at a point 94 feet in & ronheasterly
direction from Pole#s 11"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Strosi
westerly side from its intersection with
Langsford in a northerly direction to its

intersection wilh Lanes Cove Road”

Sac. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at all
Times"

AMEND by ADDING - *Andrews Sirest
wasterly side from its interssction with
Langsford Streel in a northerdy direction to
its intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREET - Sec.22-27¢
“Parking Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING “Waghinglon Siest
from Andrews Street to its intersection with
Langsford Street”

Sec.22-267 “Cue Way Strests”

AMEND by DELETING - “Washington
Street from Andrews sireet to Butman
Avenue in a northely direction during
church services and spacial furctions”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
iay 1 - September 15"

AMEND by DELETING *Washington
Streat southerly side from Levaratt Straet,
easierly 1o junction of Langsford Street”

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at ali
Times"

AMERND by ADDING "Washington Strest ,
southerly side from Andrews Street saster-
iy ta its intersection with Langsford Strest”

HOLLY STREEY - Sec, 22-270 “Parking
prohibited at all Times™

AMEND by ADDING- "Holy Streat, both
sides from its intersection with Danniscn
Street in a southerly direction o Pole
#1095"

See.22-257 “Tow Away Zong”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Helly Street both
sides from its intersection with Deanison
Streat in a southarly direction to Pole
#1095"

FEXINGTON AVENUE - Sec, 2097
QParkmg prohibited from &;fa F 1
September 15" P

?é\gf!\ig by ADDINQ "Lexington Avenue
b sives from its Intersaotion with Clig

WENLS dnd Cakes Avenug in a southeri,
direction ioward Shore Foad * oY

Jec. 22291 “Tow fway Zonay”

ﬁ.MtND by ADDING - “Lexingion Aveny
from both ‘sidas from s nielsection it
CH Averve ang Cakeg Aver'?‘ué i s
southerty direction towary Shora ‘F{oad"n :

QLD counTy AQAD
“Turning Moverments” Sec. 22-283
AMEND by ADDING “Restr
Dy Al = "Hestrictin O
hibiting rigt turns c}nicf Otd g;i‘jn%yorﬂga%
E_ear Tfear preperty entrance of 168
astern Avenue onfo Olg County Foag®

Al the Public Hearing,

R ! ait interag
sons will have tha oppa ity ¢ per-

runity io be heard

By Vote of the City Coungi
\ 1
Linda T. Lowe, City Cief;{

F:ﬂ“ 123509477
Cape Ann Beacon 104140




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL. 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PH2010-085 .
Amend GCO Sec. 22-271 “Parking Prohibited from May I — September

157  re: Lexington Avenue
16/12/10

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 8/23/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12140
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council will haid a
public hearing an TUESDAY, October 12,
2010 at 7:00 pen. in the Fred J, Kyrouz
Auditoriurn, City Hall retative 1o proposed
changes o Gloucester Code of
Ordinarces, Chapter 22 entitled “TraHic
and Mctor Vehicles” as follows:

HASKELL STHEET -~ Sec. 22-273{f)

“Parking Prohibiled Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by GELETING afl language an
Haskell Straet,

$ec.22-278-1 “Hasident Sticker Parking
Griy"

AMEND by ADDING - “Hasked Street og
the southerly side \at its intersection with
Rocky Pasture Road in an easterty dirge-
lion to its inteTsection with ML Pisasan
Avenue, between May 1 - Seplamber 15
fram 9am to Spm on Saturdays, Sundays,
ant holidays”

Sec,22-271 “Parking Prahibited
between May 1-September 15”

AMEND by ADDING —~ “Haske!l Strest on
lite scutherly side from its interssction with
ML Pleasant Avenus between May 1
-Septamber 15 from Yam to Spmoon
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

$e0.22-274(6) “Parking prohibited
betwaen certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (afier the words
Focky Pasture Road) “in an easterly direg-
tion to its intersection wih Mt Plaasan
Averye”

FORT SQUARE ~PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287  “Disabied Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “One(1} hangi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space con the easterly side of the
Ciaramitaro/Gsmellare Playground park-
ing ot

ELM STREET - Sec.22-204 “Servige ar
Loading Zone"”

AMEND by ADDING “Uim Street hegin-
ning at ifs intersection with #Main Strest on
Fﬂe sasley side, northerly direction for 440
aet”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “OH

Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - *Lanes Cove Lot
Sliuated at the end of Andrews Sireet ,
5igns io designate (1) the nartherly
side{seawall}) ~Vehicle Parking Only’ and
{2} the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
Trattar Parking”

Bec.22-292 “Fire Lanes"

AMENT by ADDING “Andrews Siroel .

both directions from 1ls intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeastarly
diection, 36 B3 and, &l & poing 95 fectin &
norhwastedy direction from Fole #5114

Sen.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street
both sides from its intersection with Lanes
Cove in @ northeasterly direction, i s and
Both sidas, from its intersection with Lanes
Cove Read n a norheasterly diraction o
its end at a point 95 feet in a nontheasterly
direction fram Poles571"

C

AMEND by ADDING — “Andrews Street
westery side rom fs intersection with
Langsford in a northerly direczion to its
intersection with Lanes Cove Foad”

il

See. 22-270 “"Parking Prohibited at all
Timas"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street
wasterly side [rom Hs interse T owith
Langslorg Streat in 2 nartharly direction 1o
its irersection with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREEY - Sec,22-270
“Parking Frehibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDENG “Washinglon Strest
from Andrews Street to its tersection with
Langsford Streef”

Sec.22-267 “Ona Way Strests”

AMEND by DELETING - "Washington
Street trom Andrews street 1o Buiman
Avenue in a northerly direction during
shurch services and spacial functions”

See.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - September 15”

AMEND by DELETING “Washington
Street southerly side from Leverat Streat,
sasterly 1 junciion of Langsford Strest”

5e¢,22-270 "Parking prohibited ar all
Times®

AMEND By ADDING "Washingtor: Street |
stutherly side from Andrews Stroet sasier-
W o its intersection with Lanasior Sraat”
HOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-270 “Parking

prehibited at all Times"

AMEND by ADDING- "Hoily Steei, both
sides fom its intersection with Dennison
Strest in a southerly directian to Pale
H10G5"

5e6.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

ARMEND by ADDING — “Holly Strapt bot
siges Fom its Intersection with Cennison
Street in a sautherty directian 1o Pole
#1085"

I

b

'

-

LEXINGTON AVENUE . g
“Parking prahibiteif_froixui:ﬁ:}%n
September 157 i

AMEND by ADDING "Lexington Avanye
° YGRS from g intersection wirn Cliff
.vizrm_fq and Cakes Avenue in g sou?herrJv
dirsction aware Sharg Roag o

Sec. 22291 “Tow Away Zonag

f\MEND by ADDING - ‘exington Avenye
Cr? " Q0N sides from iy Inigesection uv

<liff A}xenue and Gakey Aven‘ue JHH.L_q
southery direction toward Shore Raggh
OLD CounTy BO4
=5 LOUNTY gosp .
Turning Movements™ see. 22 768
ﬁMFNDW ‘ADDFNG = "Besticling or grg.
DIG0g Gt (imns anto Gl Courly Rogn
g@ar rear troperty enirance af Jﬁé
wastern Avenys onto Okt County Rogg

At the Fuplie Hearing, o

; I indsrested
s0ns will have (- Brested par-

& Oppentunity o he Resr
By Vote of the City Coungi
] L cit
Linda 7. Lowe, City Clerk
Al 12358477
Cape Ann Baacon 0

e
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arrow. Mr. Ryan also recommended that the signage for the street itself with the following motion
contain “No Parking Either Side” signage where appropriate.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcurn, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-270 {Parking Prohibited at all Times) by ADDING No
parking on BOTH SIDES of Wells Street with “NO PARKING EITHER SIDE” signs, where
appropriate, for both sides of the street. AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC
HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuruy, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council t6 amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING from #5 Welis
Street to its intersection with Beacon Street on both sides AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR
PUBLIC HEARING. ‘

H) CC2010-048 (Verga) Amend Sec. 22-270 (Resident Sticker Parking Only) of the GCO by
ADDING areas of Lexington Avenue/Shore Road (Cont’d from 07/12/10)

Mr. Ryan reported that Councilor Verga had discussed with him as well as with the Traffic Commission
that there is a problem on Shore Road and Lexington Avenue. Going down towards the water, people are
parking on Lexington and Shore Road making it difficult for residents to leave their driveways due to
other vehicles obstructing thera, In order to control the situation, it was the Traffic Commissions
recommendation at their July 29, 2010 meeting to approve the order to state “RESIDENTIAL STICKER
PARKING ONLY be amended to be SEASONAL May 1 — Sept. 15, Lexington Avenue both sides from
its intersections with Cliff Avenue and Oakes Avenue in a southerly direction (towards Shore Road). In
discussion with the Councilor, they suggested making it seasonal, giving the residents of the area some
relief. The whole idea was to restrict out-of-town vehicle parking during the summer months.

Councilor Verga noted when this came through originally to O&A, the residents who attended the
meeting submitted photographs of Winnebagos, literally coming in caravan, arriving 8:00 a.m. or 9:00
a.mw, staying all day in the area, all from out of state. There were updated shots which he forwarded to
the Committee members showing the congestion of RV’s continuing to date. He believed it was a fair
thing making it resident sticker parking only on a seasonal basis to alleviate fremendous congestion.
Noting the summer was winding down, he wondered if perhaps at Council it could be done on an
emergent basis to be effective for the final days of the season.

Councilor Hardy noted the previous emergency orders for some of the recent Lanesville street, the
necessary signage had yet to go as they had to be ordered and had only just been received in by the DPW.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcurn, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, ¢ opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-271 (Parking Prohibited from May 1 to September 15-
Generally) by ADDING Lexington Avenue both sides from its intersections with Cliff Avenue and
Oakes Avenue in 2 southerly direction (towards Shore Road) AND FURTHER TQ ADVERTISE
FOR PUBLIC HEARING.,

Mr. Ryan clarified for the Committee that by designating the area as a tow away zone that if a vehicle
was in violation, whatever the ordinance was, resident sticker parking on a seasonal basis or otherwise,
that the vehicles in violation of the ordnance governing the parking there would then be able to be
ticketed and then towed. '
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MOTION: On metion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Ceuncilor Curcuru, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 epposed to recommend to the City Council te amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances Sec. 22-291 (Tow Away Zone) by ADDING Lexington Avenue
both sides from its intersection with Cliff Avenue and Oakes Avenue in 2 socutherly direction
(towards Shore Road) AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

I) CC2010-049 (Verga) Amend Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) of the GCO
re: Lexington Avenue (Cont’d from 07/26/10)

Councilor Verga asked that this order go through as soon as possible. The handicapped person’s mother
recently emailed informing him that this person’s mobility was rapidly deteriorating. This would literally
mean moving a sign two spaces up from where it is currently located on the street. It will make a huge
difference for this person. '

Councilor Hardy suggested that since the Traffic Commission was meeting in three days, on August
26", that the Committee could add the wording, “pending the Traffic Commission’s recommendation” so
that it could be addressed for advertising and get it going to the Council for public hearing.

Mr. Ryan stated they have looked at it and didn’t see any problem, pending their affirmation at their
Thursday meeting to approve the order. He confirmed it was a matter of moving the space up and making
it more converient and aceessible for the individual.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor McGeary, seconded by Councilor Curcuru the Ordinances &
Admipistration Conunittee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the Gloucester Code of Ordinances See, 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by
DELETING Lexington Avenne westerly side, beginning at a point one hundred forty-four (144) feet
from its intersection with Shore Reoad for a distance of twenty-two (22) feet in a northerly direction
and further by ADDING Lexington Avenue westerly side beginning at a point one hundred fifty
(156) feet from its intersection with Shore Road for a distance of approximately twenty-two (22)
feet more or less, in a northerly direction pending the Traffic Commission’s recommendation and
FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

A recess was calied at 7:44 p.m.
[Councilor Verga left the meeting at 7:48 p.m. There was no longer a quorum of the City Council.]
The Committee reconvened at 7:49 p.m.

Iy CC2010-052 (Mulcahey) Amend Sec. 22-284 (Service or Leading Zones) re: 6 Elm Street
(Cont’d from 07/26/10)

There being no recommendation from the Traffic Commission, the Committee confinued the matter to
Sentember 20, 2010.

K} COM-33: Letter from Cifizen Group “Who Decides” (Continued from 07/12/10)
Councilor Muicahey noted that the Committee had received language from General Counsel as to a
possible ordinance for the protéction of the public water supply for the City of Gloucester and shared it
with the Citizen Group members of “Who Decides” in aitendance at the meeting, She read as follows;

“Section 1. Purpose

In recognition of the City of Gloucester’s ownership of its public water supply and
infrastructure and growing pressures to privatize the infrastructure, this ordinance is




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE MEETING

PH2010-086
Amend GCO Sec. 22-291 “Tow Away Zone” re: L
10/12/1¢

exington Avenue

O&A 8/23/10

FUBLIC HEARING tQM2/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council will hold a
public hearing on THESDAY, Gotober 12,
2010 al 7:00 pn.in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hall refative o proposed
changes te Gloucester Codae  of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitisgd “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles™ as follows:

TREET ~ Sec. 22-273f)
! g Pro +d Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING ail fanguage on
Haskeil Sireet.

Sec.22-270-1 "Hesident Sticker Parking
Gnty”

AMEND by ADDING -~ "Haskell Street on
the southerly side at fis inlarsaction with
Rocky Pasture Road ,in an easterly direc-
fion o its infersection with Mt Pleasani
Avanue, between May 1 - Saplember 15
from Bam o Spm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and hofidays”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-September 157

AMEND by ADDING -~ "Haskell Strest on
tha southerly side from iis intersection with
Mt Pleasant Avenue between May 1
~September 15 from 9am to spmon
Saturdays, Bundays, and holidays”

Sec.22-273(1) “Parking prohibited
between ceortain hours on cerain days”

AMEMND by ADDING (after the words
Hocky Pasture Road) “in an easterly direc-
ton 1o ity intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avanug”

FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND. -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handizapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - "One{1) handi-
cappsd parking space at the st parking
space on the sasterly side of the
Claramiaro/Gemeiiaro Playgrouind park-
ing ot

ELI STREET - S20.22-284 “Service or
Loading Zone”

AMEND Dy ADDING "Elm Street  begin-
ring at its nferseciion with Main Sireet on
;he easterly side, nutherly direction for 40
eet”

ANDEEWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “Oft
Street Parking Argas”

AWMEND by ADDING ~ "Lanss Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street |
siung 10 designate (1) the northerly
side(seawall) ~Vehicle Parking Cniy' and
{2} the southerly side "Vehicle Boat and/or
Traller Parking”

$ec.22-2492 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING *Andrews Strest |

.

bath dirgctions trom its intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in a northeasterly
directicn, 1o s end, &t & point 85 fectin a
northeasterly dirsction from Pale #511"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — "Andrews Siroet
both sides ram its intersection with {.anes
Coue in g norheasterly dirsstion, to its end
both sides, from its infersection with Lanes
Cove FPoad in & northeastarly direction i
its end at a point 95 feet in & nurtheasterly
dirgciion from Pole#s1t"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andraws Strest
westerly side from s intersection with
Langstord in a nerthegrly direction to its
intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

Sgo, 22-A70 “Parking Prohibited at sl
Times™

AMEND by ADDING - “Ancrews Sireel
wasterly side from iy intersection with
Langsiond Sitreel in a nodherdy draecton o
its intersection with Lanes Cove Foad”

VWASHINGTON STREET ~ Sec.22-270
YParking Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Strest
from Andrews Stresf to iis hiersection with
Langsiorg Street”

$er.22-267 “One Way Streets”

AMEND by DELETING - “Washington
Street brom Andrews street o Butman
Avenue in a nartherly direclion during
church $ervicas antt speciai funchions”

$ec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 — September 15"

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Street souiherly side from Leverelt Street,
sasteriy o junction of Langsiord Street”

3ec.22-270 *Parking prohibited at ali
Hmes"

ARMEND By ROOING "Washington Street ,
soulierly side from Andrews Strest easier-
Yy to st intersection with Langsicrg Sueel”

HOLLY STREEY - Sec. 22-270 “Parking
prohibited at alf Times"

AMEND by ADDING- “Holly Streeat, both
sides from its interseclion with Dennison
Street in a southerly direction 1o Fole
F1095"

Ber.22-291 “Tow Away Fone”
AMEND by ADDING — “Holly Sireet both
sides from s infersection with Dennison

Sireat in a southerty direstion to Pole
#1085

LEXINGTON _AVENUE - Sec 22.271

“Parking prohibiied from May 1 -
September 157

AMEND py ADDING “Lexingion Avenye
hoth sidas from TS imersection wits Clig
Averue and Oakes Avenus in a southerly

direction loward Shore Hoad "
Sec. 22.291 * Tow Away Zoneg"

AMEND by ADDING - "Lexingien Avenue
fram both sicles from s iniersection with
CIiff Avenue and Qakes Avenus in a
southerly direction loward Shore Road"

QLD COUNTY ROAD  Sec, 22-285
“Turning Mowernents

AMEND by ADD!NG 7“Reslr]ciinq ar I8t-
nibiing fignt LTS ante Ol County Road
near rear property enfrance of 159
Eastamn Aveni e onto Old Cousty Roag

At the Punlic tHearing, at
sons Wil have e opporunity 1 be heard

Vote of the City Council
L inda T. Lowe, City Clerk

ADS 12359477
Cape Aon Beacorn 100




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PH2010-087 _ §
Amend GCO Sec. 22-284 “Service or Loading Zone

re: Elm Street
16/12/16

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 9/20/10

PUBLIC HEARING 1071210
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Couneil will hotd a
bublic hearing on TUESDAY, Ostobar 12,
2018 a1 700 o.m, in the Fred . Kyrayz
Auditorium, City Hall ralative 1o proposed
changes to Gloucester Code of
Ordinancas, Chapter 22 entifled “Traffic
and Motor Yehicies™ as foliows:

HASKELL STAEET - See. 22-273(f)

“Parking Prohisited Beiween Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

both directions fram its ntersection with
Lanes Cove Raad, in & nortireasterly
dirgction, 1o its end, at a poindt 95 fest in a
northieastery direction fram Pole #5711

S0c.22-201 "Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andraws Street
bott sides fram its intersection with Lapes
Coveina nonheastery direction, to is end
hoth sides, from its infersection with Lanes
Cove Road in 4 northeasterly direction to
is end at a point 95 feetin g rortheastarly
direction from Pole#5 11"

AMEND by DELETING alf language oq
MHaskeil Strmet,

Sec.22-270-1 “Realdent Sticker Parking
Qny”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskel Street on
the souiherly side at iis intersection with
Roclty Pasture Road Jin an aastarly direc-

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Streat
westerly side from its imersec_non with
Langsford in a nosthery diraction 1o it

tion to its intersection with Mt Pleasant lersection with Lanes Cove Read %X%iﬁ.GmNMA[ENUE © Zeec. 20 271
Avenue. betwesn May 1 - September 15 970 P i Ari0g profibiieg fron oy 20
from 9am to 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays, §ﬁ§e§2 270 "Parking Prohibited at ai | Seplember T5n ™ May 1.

and holidays”

- pa . AMEND by T
AMEND by ADDING - Arrirews Straet both sr’des"’fr]g%%?(ﬁnLef’?gm Avenye
wasterly side from Hs \METSBCUDH_ with P Avenua and Cak 2 Efsuc,.non with Clirt
Langstard Street in a northerty direciion to . direc!io?w?mu SS?S Avenyg ™ @ southerly
s intersaction with Lanes Cove Soad” ! At Shiore Roag »

WASHINGTON STAEET - Sec,22-270
“Parking Prohibited at all Times”

Sec.22-274 “Parking Prohibited
between #ay 1-September 15”

AMEND by ADDING - "Haekel Straat on
e southarly side from itg intersection with
kit -Pleasant Avenue betwesn May 1
—Septembar 15 from 9am o 5pm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofidays”

Sec. 22207 "Tow Away Zoneg»

;L‘\MEND by ADDING -

0m both sides rom iis St

! S5 MEISECtnn wy
A Avenug g Gakes Avenfgg i‘:nh
Southerly direntinn Cwerd Shorg Foag® a

oLD COUNTY RO4Ap Ses, 20.365

Lexingtan avenyq
AMEND by ADDING "Washingion Strest
fram Andrews Sireet to fie intersection wih

Sec 22.373(f) "Pariing prehibited Lanasford Sireatt

between certain hours on certain days”
$eC.22-267 “Cne Way Siraets”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) “in an easterty dirac-
o to its intersestion with Mt Plaasant
Avenyg”

. EQRT SQUARE —f,LAYGﬁDUND_ -
Sec.22.287 “Disabied Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADGING - "Cne(1) handi-
capped parking sgace st the |ast parking
space on the easterty side of the
Ciaramitars/Gemaliarg Playground park-
ng lot”

ELI STREET - 8ec.22-284 “Service or
Leading Fone”

AMEND by ADDING “Eiin Street  begin-
ning at its infersection with Main Streef on
the easterly side, narihetly diraction for 20
feat"

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22288 “Ojf
Streat Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - ‘Lanes Cave Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street |
signs to designate (1} the northerly
site(seawal) —Vehice Parking Only' and
{2} the southerly side “Vahicla Boap andfor
Frailer Parking”

$e0.22-292 “Fire Lanes”
AMEND by ADDING "Andrews Streat |

O

.

|

AMEND by DELETING - “Washinglon
ireet from Andrews strest jo BEutrman

Avenue in a nartherly direction during

chureh services and specidl functions”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - September 15"

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Slreet southerly side from Lavaerst Street,
easterly 0 junction of Langstord Street

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at ()
Times"

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Street |
southetly side from Andrews Straet eastar-
Iy to its intersection with Langsiord Strest”

HOLLY STREET - $ec. 22-270 “Parking
probibited at atl Times®

AMEND by ADIHNG- "Hally Street, both
sides from i3 intersection with Dennison
Strest in a southerly dirsction tg Paote
#1095"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”
AMEND by ADDING — “Helly Strest both
sides from its intarsection with Drnnison

Straat in a Boutherly direction to Pole
#1005”

Tuming Movements

ﬁ\JEND By ADDING - “Restrics;
nmng gl turns anig Olg County Roag

gear 24T property enlrance of 1gg
astern Avenug oo Ofg County Roag"

At the Bublic Hearin i
! | arng, all interestad par
S0ns Wil have the opportunity to beﬁiaﬁ?

By Yote of the City Counci
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Councilor Hardy stated she will be meeting with Michael Hale, DPW Director, Mr. Grace and Mr. Foley
the following day at the DPW regarding this matter. She will have more information shortly.

This matter is continned to October 18, 2010.

D) CC2010-052 (Mulcahey) Amend Sec. 22-284 (Service or Loading Zones) of the GCO re: 6 Elm
Street (Cont’d from 08/23/10)

Larry Ingersoli, Co-Chair of the Traffic Commission stated at their August 26, 2010 meeting, the
Commission recommended that the Order be approved as amended after speaking to the owner of the
Common Crow and Councilor Mulcahey. He explained the particulars of the measurements to the
Commitiee. He noted this vote was not unanimous. Mr. Bertolino was concerned that this was a loss of yet
another parking space, but the rest of the Commission disagreed and passed the motion to recommend the
order. :

The Councilors all agreed this loading zone was appropriate to the area.

MOTION: Orp metion by Counciler Curcury, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances

& Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 oppesed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the GCO Sec. 22-284 (Service or Loading Zones) to create a loading zone at the beginning of Elm
Street at its intersection with Main Street (across from #6 Elm Street) approximately 20 feet from the
intersection of Main Street on the easterly side, novtherly direction, for a distance of 40 feet {to the
entrance of Cameron’s rear lot) AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

E) CC2010-053 (McGeary) Amend GCO Sec. 22-265 Re: Old County Rd. restricting turns onto
Eastern Avente

Mr. Ingersoll stated at their August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission recommended that
CC2010-053 to amend the GCO See. 22-265 (Turning Movements) as relates to Old County Road to
profubit right turns onto Old County Road from the rear of the property of 168 Fastern Avenue and was
approved as amended at their August 26, 2010 meeting.

Councilor Hardy asked for a diagram of the arca to be available for the Council at the public hearing.
Councilor McGeary explained he understood the concem of residents in the area was that people taking a
right ento Old County Road would find themselves on a dead-end street and be turning to return to exit out
at Old County Road and Eastern Avenue. This was to force people to make a left in order to not turn onto a
dead end.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Verga, seconded by Councilor Theken, the Ordinances &
Adiinistration Committee voted 2 in favor, § opposed. 1 (Cureurn) recused, to recommend to the
City Council to amend the GCO Sec. 22-265 (Turning Movements) by ADDING restricting or
prohibiting right turns ento Old County Road near rear property entrance of 168 Eastern Avenue
onto Old County Road AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.
\

F)y CC2010-054 (Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re: 21

Main Street :

Mr. Ingersoll noted that at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission amended the order to
read: Main Street, one (1) handicapped parking space in the vicinity of #21, near the Mystery Train.
However, after discussion and speaking to Councilor Mulcahey, the Traffic Commission tabled the matter
until businesses in the area could be consulied before again taking this matter up. Mr. Ingersoll had
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The Gloucester City Councll will hold a
publie hearing on TUESDAY, October 12,
2010 at 7:00 pm. in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Halt relative to proposed
thanges to Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitled “Traffic
and Mator Vehicles” as follows:

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273{f}

"Parking Prohibited Betwean Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING aif ?anguage on
Haskall Streat.

See.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Cnly”

AMEND by ADDING — “Haskell Street on
the southerly side at its intersaction with
Rocky Pasture Road in an gasterly dirgc-
lian to iis intersection with ki Pleasant
Averue, betwean May 1 - September 15
frorn Sam to Spm en Satisrdays, Sundays,
and hofidays”

.5ec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited
batwoen May 1-September 15"

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haskel Streat on
the scutherly side from its intersecion with
Mt. Pleasant Avenue between May 1
~September 15 from 2am to Spm en
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofidays”

Se0.22-273{1) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on cerlain days”

AMEND by ADDING {after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) ‘in an easterly direc-
o to its intersection with Wi Plaasant
Avenue®

FOHT SQUARE ~PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “Cne{1} handi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space on tha easterly side aof the
Ciaramilaro/Gemellare Playground park-
Ing lot"

ELM STREET - Sec.22-284 “Service ar
Loading Zons”

AMEND By ADDING “Eim Street begin-
ring at its intersection with Main Street on
P‘re eastefly side, nurtherly direction for 40 °
eet”

ANDHEWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “Of
Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Strest \
signs to designate (1) the noftheriy
site(seawall) <Vehicle Pasking Only’ and
{2) the southery sida "Vehicle Boal andior
Traller Parking”

9eec.22-792 “Fire Lanes™

AMEND by ADDING “Antitews Strest | |

S

D .

Sotfy directions from iis intersection with
Lanss Cove Hoad, in & northeastsrly
direction, o iis end, at a point 85 feetin a
noftheastody direction from Pole #&213"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — "Andrews Street
both sides from is intersection with Lanes
Cove in a nartheasterly direciion, to its end
both sides, from its intersection with Lanes
Cove Road In a norheastarly direction to
its end at & point 95 feet in a norheasterly
direction from Pole#5117 .

ARMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street
westerty sida from its intersection with
Langsiard in a northery dirseton to its
intersection with Lanes Gove Road”

Sme, 22-270 “Parking Prohibited 2t ail
Timas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Sirest
westetly side from s intersection with
Langsiord Street in & nartherty direction to
its intersection with Lanes Cove Hoad”

WASHINGTON STREET ~ Sec.22-270
"Pariing Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street
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AMEND by DELETING - “Washinglon
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$ec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
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Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at all
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#1055"
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Street In a zoutherly direction o Pole
#1095"
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Councilor Hardy stated she will be meeting with Michael Hale, DPW Director, Mr. Grace and Mr. Foley
the following day at the DPW regarding thi= matter. She will have more information shortly.

This matter is continued to October 18, 2010.

D) CC2010-052 (Mulcahey) Amend Sec. 22-284 (Service or Loading Zones) of the GCO re: 6 Elm
Street (Cont’d from 08/23/10)

Larry Ingersoll, Co-Chair of the Traffic Commission stated at their August 26, 2010 meeting, the
Commussion recommended that the Order be approved as amended after speaking to the owner of the
Common Crow and Councilor Mulcahey. He explained the particulars of the measurements to the
Comomittee. He noted this vote was not unanimeus. Mr. Bertolino was concerned that this was a loss of vet
another parking space, but the rest of the Commission disagreed and passed the motion to recommend the
order.

The Councilors all agreed this loading zone was appropriate to the area.

MOTION: On metion by Councilor Curcury, seconded by Councilor Verga, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
the GCO Sec. 22-284 (Service or Loading Zones) to create a loading zone at the beginning of Elm
Street at its intersection with Main Streef (across from #6 Eim Street) approximately 20 feet from the
intersection of Main Street on the easterly side, northerly direction, for a distance of 40 feet (to the
entrance of Cameron’s rear lot) AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

E) CC2010-053 (McGeary} Amend GCO Sec. 22-265 Re: O1d County Rd. restricting turns onto
Hastern Avenue :

M. Ingersoll stated at their August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission recommraended that
CC2010-053 to amend the GCO Sec. 22-265 (Turning Movements) as relates to Old County Road to
prohibit right turns onto Old County Road from the rear of the property of 168 Eastern Avenue and was
approved as arnended at their August 26, 2010 meeting. '

Councilor Hardy asked for a diagram of the area to be available for the Council at the pubiic hearing.
Councilor MeGeary explained he understood the concern of residents in the area was that people taking a
right onto Old County Road would find themselves on a dead-end street and be turning to return to exit out
at Old County Road and Fastern Avenue. This was to force people to make a left in order to not turn onto a
dead end.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Verga, seconded by Councilor Theken, the Ordinances &
Administration Committee voted 2 in favor, 0 opposed. 1 (Curcuru) recused, to recommend to the
City Council o amend the GCO Sec. 22-265 (Turning Movements) by ADDING restricting or
prohibiting right turns onte Old County Road near rear property entrance of 168 Eastern Avenue
onte Old County Road AND FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.
\ ' '

F} CC2010-054 (Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re: 21

Main Street

Mr. Ingersoll noted that at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission amended the order to
read: Main Street, one (1} handicapped parking space in the vicinity of #21, near the Mystery Train.
However, after discussion and speaking to Councilor Mulcahey, the Traffic Commission tabled the matter
until businesses in the area could be consulted before again taking this matter up. Mr. Ingersoll had
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DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
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COMMITTEE:

PUBLIC HEARING 1012110
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gioucester City Counc will hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, Uctoher 12,
2010 ar 7:00 pm, i the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditoriurn, City Hall relative to proposed
changes to  Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitled “Traffic
and Motor Yehicies” as follows:

HASKELL STREET -~ Sec. 22-273(1)

“Parking Prohibited Between Certaln
Haours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all language on
Haskel Street.

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticksr Parking
Qndy”

AMEND by ADDING ~ "Hasueall Sirest on
the southerly side at its intersaction with
Focky Pasture Road in an sastedy diac-
tion to #s intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avarive, between May 1 — Septernber 15
fram Qam to 5pm on Saiurdays, Sunidays,
and halidays”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited
petwee) May 1-Septamber 15"

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Haske!! Sireat on
the southerly side from its intersection with
Mt, Pleasant Avenue between May 1
—September 15 from Sam to Spm on
Salurdays, Sundays, and holideys”

Sec.22-273(§) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours an certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (afier the words
Rocky Pasture Fload) 'in an easterly dirso-
tion i ils intersection with Mt Pleasan:
Avenye

. FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “One{1) nandi-
capped parking space at the last parking
space on the sasterly side of the
Ciararmitare/Gemellaro Playground park-
Ing jot*

ELM STREET - S9¢.22-284 “Sorvice or
Loading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING “Elm Sirset  hegin-
ning at #s intersectlon with Main Strest on

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:

the easterly side, northerdy direction for 40
o

agt

ANDREWS STREET - Sec, 22-288 “OH
Street Parking Aress™ .

AMEND by ADDING - "Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Streat .
signs to deslgnale (1) the nottherly
side(seawall) —Vehicle Parking Only' and
{2} the southeriy side “Vehicle Boat andfor
Trailer Paring"

$ec.22-282 “Flre Lanes™

AMEND by ADDING "Andrews Stree!

|

W

PH2010-089

Amend GCO Sec. 22-270.1 “Resident Sticker Parki

GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

re: Haskell Street

16/12/10

O&A 09/20/10

g

both directions from its intarsection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeasterly
direction, o its end, at a point 95 fest in 3
nertheasterly direction fram Pole #511*

Sec.22-281 "Tow Away Zones”

AMEND oy ADDING ~ “Andrews Street
bath sides from s infarsection with Lanes
Cove in a northeastarty direction, 1o its end
both sides, from its intersention with Lanes
Cove Head in a northeasterly direction o
fts end at & peint 25 feetin a northeastery
direction {rom Polait 11"

AMEND by ADDING - "Andraws Streat
westerly side from jis intersection with
Langsiord in a northerly diraction to is
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Sec. 22-270 “Parking Prohibited at ail
Thnes"”
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westerly side from By interssction with
Langsford Street in a northerty direction 1o
its irtergection with Lanes Cove Read”
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“Parking Prohibited at all Times”
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from Andrews Sireet ta its Intersection with
Langsford Straet”

Sec.22-287 “One Way Strests”

AMEND by DELETING - "Washington
Street from Andrews sirest 1o Butman
Avenue In a northerly dirsction during
church services and special funciions”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - September 157

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Street southerly side from Leverett Strest,
sastarly i junclicn of Langsford Street”

§ec.22-270 “Parking prohibiled at alt
Tines"

AMEND by ADDING “Washingion Street |,
sautherly side from Andrews Strest saster-
ly to its intersection with Langsford Siraet®

HOLLY STREEY - Ses, 22.270 “Parking
prohibited af all Times®

AMEND by ADDING- "MHolly Street, both
sides from is intersection with Dennison
Straet in a southerly direction 1o Pols
F1095"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”
AMEND by ADDING - “Holly Straet Jnih
sides from s intersection with Dennisan

Street In & southerly direction ta Pole
#1085"
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suggested the space be in front of Valentino’s Restaurant. There was a concern raised of not having it too
close to the former St. Peter’s Club,

The Councilors asked Mr. Ingersoll to look more carefully at the area, particularly to the way that is to the
side of Virgilio’s. This would be a possible place for a handicapped parking space at the top of the way.
There was a question as to whether the way was owned by the City; and the Committee also asked that the
iformation as to that way’s ownership be clarified.

This matter was continued to the October 28', 2010 meeting of G&A.

G) CC2010-055 (Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re;
287 Main St.

Mr. Ingersoli noted that at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission amended the order to
read: Main Street, one (1) handicapped parking space in the vicinity of #287. The Commission expressed
their concern about the number of meters that are being eliminated with every handicap space and ioading
zone that is requested and approved for the downtown area.

The Committee felt this matter should be tabled to have another look taken at the immediate area, in
particular the Main Street lot in that area. The City Clerk would look into the ownership of that lot. It was
suggested this lot would help alleviate parking issues in that area.

The matter was continued t¢ the October 18, 2010 meeting of O&A.
H) CC2OIO-05.6Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re: Arnold Way

Mr. Ingersoll noted that the requestor or their representative for this handicapped space was unable to
attend their August 26” meeting. At the request of Councilor MeGeary the matter was tabled by the Traffic
Commission to their September 23, 2010 meeting.

The matier was continued to the October 18, 2010 meeting of O&A.

Councilor Mulcahey entered the meeting at 6:16 p.m. Councilor Verga stepped away as an acting
alternate.

I CC2010-057 Amend GCO Sec. 22-273f (Parking prohibited between certain hours on certain days)
and Sec. 22-270.1 (Resident sticker parking only) re: Haskell Street

Mr. Ingersoll stated at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission that the order was amended
to be more reflective of what Councilor McGeary was intent upon accomplishing for his constituents in that
area. Therefore, the order was amended and the motions before the Committee were what they came up
with to satisfy all parties,

MOTION: On motion by Counciler Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances

& Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to amend
GCO Sec. 22-2731 (Parking Prohibited between certain hours on certain days) by DELETING
Haskell Street, on the southerly side from its intersection with Rocky Pasture Road between May 1
and September 15, annually from 9:00 a.m. te 5:00 p.m. on Satardays, Sundays and Holidays AND
TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.
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MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcura, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Councii ¢ amend
GCO Sec 22-270-1 (Resident Sticker Parking Only) ) Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its
intersection with Rocky Pasture Road, in an easterly direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasant
Avenue, between May 1 - September 15 generally, from 9am to Spm on Saturdays, Sundays and
Holidays AND TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcury, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
amend GCO by ADDING: Sec 22-271 (Parking Prohibited Between May 1 — September 15),
Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its intersection with Rocky Pasture Road, in an easterly
direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasant Avenue, between May 1 - September 15 generally,
from %am to Spm on Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays AND FURTHER ADVERTISE FOR
PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcury, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
&Admipistration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
‘amend GCO by ADDING: Sec 22-273 (Parking Prehibited Between Certain Hours on Certain
Days), Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its intersection with Rocky Pasture Read, in an
easterly direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasaut Avenue, between May 1 — September 15
generally, from 9am to 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays AND FURTHER
ADVERTISING FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

K) CC2010-059 (Theken) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re; 2
Harvard Street, one handicapped space {Continued from 08/23/10)

Mr. Ingersoll stated at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission there was a
communications mix up between the Commission and the applicant and had to table the matter until their
September meeting.

This matter was continued to the October 18, 2010 meeting of O&A.

L) CC2010-060 (Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287(Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re:
Ciaramitaro/Gemellaro Playground (Continued from 08/23/10)

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcurn, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
& Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by ADDING one (1)
handicapped space at the last parking space on the easterly side of the playground parking ot
(closest to house) at the Claramitaro/Gemellare Playground at Fort Square in or arcund # AND
FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

M) CC2010-015 (Ciolino/Muicahey) Amend GCO Sec. 290 “Parking meter zone-Off Street
Parking Areas” re: Manuel F. Lewis Street (Continued from 06/14/2010)

Ms. Lowe explained to the Committee that since the last time Manuel F. Lewis Street was in front of the
Committee she researched all the Code of Ordinance references to Manuel F. Lewis Street and the
Manuel F. Lewis off-street parking lot in order to straighten out the matier as to what was already on the
books. Ttis Manuel F. Lewis Street not Road and the GCO needs correction. The Committee had wanted
to amend the section on off street parking areas, 22-288. That parking lot is one of the desigmated off-
street parking lots located around the Rose Baker Senior Center building. The Code of Ordinances refers
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SUBJECT:

DATE OPENED:
CONTINUED TO:
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COMMITTEE:

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Giloucester City Couneil will held a
public hearing on TUESDAY, (atober 12,
2010 at 7:0C pn. in the Frad J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hall refalive to proposed
changes to  Glovcester Code of
Ordinances, Chagtar 22 entiied "Traffic
end Motor Vehicles” ag foflows;

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273(f)
“Parking Prohibited Betwean Csrtain
Hours on Cartain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all ‘\anguage on
Haskea!l Strest.

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Only”

AMEND by ADDING — “Maskell Steet on
the southerly side at s intersaction with
Rocky Pasture Road In an easterly direc-
tion to its intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenue, hetweer iday 1 - Septamber 15
freim Barp o Som oon Saturdays, Sundays,
and holicdays"

Ser,22-271  “Parking Prohibited
hetween May 1-September 157

AMEND by ADDING — “Hasksll Strest on
the southerly side from s intersaction with
Mt Pleasant Avenue between May 1
~Geptember 15 from Yarm to 5pmon
Saturdays, Sundays, and hetidays”

Sec.22-273{#) “"Parking prohibited
betwaen certain heurs on cerlain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the werds
Rocky Pasture Road) "In an easterly direc-
tion 1o is Intersection with Mt Pleasant
Aventg”

FOHT.SCHEAHE “PLAYGRGUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking®

AMEND by ADDING - “One(1) handi-
capped parking space al the last parking
space on the easterly side of the
Claramitaro/Gemeliaro Playground park-
ing lat"

ELM STHEET - Sec.22-284 "Servige or
L.oading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING "Bl Street  begin-
ning &t its itersection with Main Street on
the easterly side, nartherly direction for 40 °
feat!

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “Off
Street Parling Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cova Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Street |
signs to designate {1} the northerly
side(ssawall) —Vehicle Pariing Gnly' and
{2} the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
Traller Parking”

Sec.22-292 “Fire Lanes”
i

AMEND by ADDING “Andrews Streat | |

W

Amend GCO Sec. 22-271 “Parking prohibited between May 1 -
re: Haskell Street

September 157
10/12/10

O&A 09/20/10

both dirsctions from its imersection with
tanas Cove Read, in & northea
direction, o its end o5
nartieastedy dircs

Sec.22-201 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEMD by ADDING - "Andrews Straet
both sides from s intersection with Lanes
Cove in a northeasterly direction, 1o s end
both sides, from s intersection with |.anes
Cove Road i a northeasterly direction io
its end al a peint 35 feetn a northeasterly
direction from Polef5 11"

AMEND by ADDING -~ “Andraws Strest
weslory side from its Intersection with
Langstord In & northery dirgstion to its
intersection with Lanes Cove HAoad”

Sac, 22-270 "Parking Prohibited at ail
Times”

AMEND by ADGING - "Andrews Sirest
wasterly side from its intarseciion with
Langstord Street in & norherly direction o
its intersaction with Lanes Cove Read"

WABHINGTON STREET — Sec.22-270
“Parking Frohibitad at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING "Washinglon Street
from Andrews Street te its Intersection with
Langsford Street”

Sec.22-267 “One Way Streets”

AMEND by DELETING -~ “Washinglon
Street from Andrews streat to Butmanp
Avenue in a northerly direction during
chiarch servicas and special functions™

Sec.22-271 "Parking Prohibited from
May 1~ Septemiber 15"

AMEND by DELETING "Washington

Street southerly side from Lavereit Street -

easterfy 1o junction of Langsforg Street”

$e¢,22-270 “Parking prohibiited at aif
Times"

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Street |
southety side from Andrews Sirest eastes-
Iy o ifs intersection with Langsiord Stragt®

HOLLY STREET - Sec. 22-270 “Parking -

prohibiled at all Times®

AMEND by ADDING- "Holty Street, hoth
sides from s intersection with Dernizon
Street In a southerly direction to Pols
#1055"

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Hoily Straet boih
sides from its intersection with Dennison
Street in a southerly direction 1o Pole
#1085

At the Pulic Heaying, an

GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

EEXINGTON _AVENUE . .
“Parking prmimiﬁ;fzﬁgﬂ
September 157 ay 1~

bAﬂfr}]EN'D liy‘ADDJNC_;' "Lexington Avenge
AS sade;rurom s intersection wip CHiff
a enue and Cakes Avenye ina souﬁ‘er,(

Irection toward Shorg Road o

Sec. 22-287 “ou Away Zonag”

fAMEND by ADTHNG -
o . .

,[?'m noth sides from jig TErSaction with
< itf Awanﬂue and Gakes Avenye i!n )
southarly dirgction Oward Share Roag® ?

9;@ COUNTY ROAD Sec, 22.265

wning Movementg

AMEND by ADDING - “Restrici

Ef:mg right wrrs onig O?(? lggg?y%?gd
(BT TeAr property entrance “
Eastarn Avanue onig Old County F}g;d}‘ o

“Lexington Avene

interesiagd per-

5008 will have the OBEpertunity 1 be hear

By Vote of the Clty Counei
Lindg T. Lowe, City Clecr:!r(,
{\D# 12358477
Cape Ann Beacan 107710




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH20616-091
SUBJECT: Amend GCO Sec. 22-273(f) “Parking prohibited between
certain hours certain days” re: Haskell Street

DATE OPENED: 10/12/10

CONTINUED TO:
CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE: O&A 09/20/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NCTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council witl hold a
pubtic hearing on TUESDAY, Octoher 13,
2019 at 7:00 p.m. in the Fred J, Kyrouz
Auditortum, City Hall relative to proposed
Ghanges to  Gloucesier Code of
COrdinances, Chapter 22 entlfled “Traffic
and Metor Vehicles” as follows:
HASKELL STREET ~ Sec. 22-273(f)
“Parking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING afl language on
Haskell Street.

Sec.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Ondy™

AMEND by ADDING — “Maskell Street on
the southerly side ,at lis intersection with
Foeky Pasture Road i an easterly dirge-
tion to s intersection with M1, Pleasan
Avenue, between May 1 - September 15
fromn 9am o Bpm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays"

$5ec.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-September 157

AMEND by ADDING —~ *Maskell Strest on
the southerly side from its intersection with
Mt Pleasant Avenue between May 1
—-Beptember 15 from Y9am io Spm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and hofldays®

$ec.22-273(f) “Parking prohibited
between certairt hours an certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (after the words
Hocky Pasture Hoad) 'in an easterly direc-
ffon to its intersection with Mt Plaasant
Avenug"

FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -
Sec.22-287 “Disabled Veteran,
Handieapped Parking”

AMENE by ADDING - "One{t) handi-
capped patking space at the last parking
space an the easterly side of the
Craramitaro/Gemellare Playground paric-
ing fof"

ioading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING "Eim Stroet  begin-
ning af its miersection with Main Street on
?he sasterly side, northerly direction for 40
eet”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 92-288 “0i
Street Parking Areas”

AMEMD by ADDING - "Lanes Cove Lot

situatad at {e end of Andrews Streot

signs to designate (1) the northerly

side{seawall} ~Vehicle Parking Oniy' and

{2} the southerly side “Vehicle Boat and/or
railer Parking”

Seg.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING "Androws Street |
o

both directions from ifs intersection with
Lanes Cove Road. in & northeasterty
direction, io s end, at a point 30 fest in a
northeasterdy diraction fram Pote #5117

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING ~ "Andrews Strest
bath sides from its intersection with Lanss
Cove in a northeasterly direction, to its end
hath sicas, from ils intersection with Lanes
Cove Road in a northeastery direction o
its end ai a point 35 fest in & northeastarly
direction from Pole#&i1” .

AMEMD by ADDING - "Andrews Strest
wasterly side from its interseclion with
Langsiord in a northerly direction to g
intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

Seg, 22-2370 “Parking Prohibiteg at al
Times”

AMEMND by ADDING - "Andrews Slreel
wastery side from ite Intarsection with
Langstord Street in a nodherly direction to
its intersection with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREET - Sec.22.278
“Parking Prohibited at ali Times”

AMEND by ADDING "Washingion Street
from Andrews Street 10 its intersection with
Langstord Slreet”

Sec.22-267 “One Way Stresis”

AMEND by DELETING ~ “Washington
Street from Andrews strest to Butman
Avende in & northerly direction during
chirch senvices and special functions”

Sec,22-271 “Parking Prohibited irom
May 1 - September 157

AMEND by OELETING “Washinglon
Steeet southerly side from Leverett Sireet,
eastarly ta jJunction of Langsford Sireet”

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at alt
Times”

AMEND by WOMNG “Wagshington Street
southerly side from Andrews Street saster-
Iy to s Intersection with Langsiord Stroet”

HOLLY STREET - Sec, 22.270 "Parking
prohibited st ali Times”

AMEND by ADDING- “Hoily Street, both
sides from i3 intersection with Denrnison
Street in a southerly direction to Pole
#ogs"

Sec.22-281 "Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING ~ “Holly Street both
sides from its iniersection with Dennison
Street in a southerly dirsction o Pole
#1085”

%gﬁ%%%@__%\%NUE - Sec. pa.07q
Sk
September 15 00 (1O HMay 1 -

?;\ilﬁl}:tdg by‘ADD.H\JG “Lexington Avanue

Av;nusé irsldugnL 15 Intersection wi Cﬂff
Wenus ¢ akes Ave in a sout

direction towarg Shorejg.:;;% ¥ & souherly

Sec. 22-281 “Toy Avay Zoneg”

;?g‘gyﬁ)?ﬁg”?}i[ﬁDD;NG - "Lexingion Avenye
o e from ity imersection wi
Citt g < IMETSECton with
e and Oakes Ayg i
southerty direction Cward Shoreﬂgg "

2LD Coynty ROA
“Turring maéﬁiénts”@ Sec. 22-265
AMEND by ADDING "Restrict

WL | — Hesirict 010~
;IlDiIfﬂg ant e ond Ol g):jﬁyolr:?g:;%
Eefr 'EAr properly entrance of 188
astermn Avenys onto Cld County Roag®

At the Pupiic i4e

’ aring, all intereg:
50Ns Wil have the i Crested per.

OBROrUNItY fo be heary

By Vote of the Cit i
\ ¥ Council
Linda T, Lowe, City Clerk

AD# 12350477
Cape Ann Beaoon 101419
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GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER: PH2010-0092 . .
SUBJECT: Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking

re: Haskell Street

DATE OPENED: 10/12/10
CONTINUED TO:

CONTINUED FROM:
COMMITTEE:

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NGTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Council will hoid a
public hearing on TUESBAY, Cetobar 12,
2010 at 7200 pon. in the Fred J, Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hail relative to proposed
changes to Gloucester Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 22 entitted “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as fotlows:

“Parking Prohibited Betwesn Certain
Hours on Cartain Days”

HASKELL STREET - Sec. 22-273(1)

AMEND by DELETING all ‘ianguage an
Haskell Sirest.

Sec.22-270-1 “Heasident Sticker Parling
Sniy”

AMERND by ADDING — "Haskelt Strest on
ihe souiherdy side ,at s intersection with
Focky Pastire Road ,in an easterly direc-
Tion fo its intersection with M. Plaasant
Averiue, betwesn May 1 - September 45
from Sarm to 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays,
and holidays”

Bec.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
between May 1-September 157

AMEND by ADDING - “Haskeil Strest on
th utherly side from s inlersection with
Mt Pleasanl Avenue between May 4
-September 13 from Yam 1o Bpm an
Saturdays, Sundays, and hoiidays”

8e0.22-273(f) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on certain days”

AMEND by ADDING (afler tha words
Hocky Pasture Aoad) “n an easterly dirgc-
fion o #s intersection with Mt Pleasam
Avanus”

FORT SQUARE -PLAYGROUND -

Sec.22-287  “Oisablad Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - “Gnef1} hangi-
capped perking space al the last parking
space on ihe easterly side of the
Ciaramitaro/Germellar Playground park-
ng ot

ELI] STREET — Sec.22-284 “Service or

i.cading Zone” .

AMEND by ADDING *Elm Street begin-
ning at iis intersection with Main Street on

the sastery side, nurtherly direction for 40

feer

ANDREWS STREET - Sec. 22-288 “OH
Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING — “Lanes Cove Lot
situnted at the end of Andrews Sireet ,
signs to designate {1) the nerthery
side(seawafl) —Vehigle Parking Cnly’ and
(2} he southerly side “Vehicls Boat and/or
Traffer Pasking”

Sec.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING “Andrews Stres! |

———

O&A 09/20/10

both directions fram ds intarsection with
Lanes Cove Road, in 4 northeasterly
direction,  ite end, at 2 point 95 lestin a
noriheastarly direction from Polg #511"

Beq.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — “Andrews Stieet
beth gides from ils intersection wilh Lanes
Cove in a northeasterly diraction, 1o its end
both sides, from its intersection with Lanes
Cove Road in a northeastery direction o
its end at A point 35 feetin a norhgastarhy
direction from Pole#511"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Steet
westerly side from its intersection with
Langstord in a northerly direction lo its
ntersection with Lanes Cove Road”

Sec, 22.270 “Parking Prohibites at alt
Times"

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Streat
wasterly side from its intersection with
Langstond Street in a northery direction to
its intersection with Lanes Cove Read”

WASHINGTON STREET ~ Sec.22-270
“Parking Prohibied at afl Times”

AMEND by ADDING "Washington Strest
from Andrews Street to fis intersection with
Langstord Street”

Sec.22-287 “One Way Streets”

AMEND by DFLETING - “Wasninglan
Street from Andrews stresl to Bagtman
Avenue in a nontherly direction during
church servicas and special functinns”

820.22-271 “Parking Frehibited from
May 1 - September 15"

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Streat southerly side from Leveret Strest,
eastarly o junction of Langsford Street

Sec.22-270 “Parking prohibited at all
Times”

AMEND by BODING "“Washirgton Street |
southerly side from Andrews Street easter-
Iy 10 its intersection witth Langsford Streey
HOLLY STREEY - Sec. 22-270 “Parking

AMEND by ADDING- “Hally Sireat, hoth
sides from s intersection with Denpison
Street In a southerly direction to Pole
#1095”

Sec.22-281 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING - “Holy Sireet bothr
sities from s infersection with Dennison

Streat in a southerly direction 1o Pole
#i0as”

LEXINGTON AvEnyg . Sec. 22.274

Parking pronibiiag s
September 15° rom May 1 -

{J\F\AJEND by ADDING “Lexingten Averue
A(m sleas from ite intersection wit Ciif

WVeNua and Dakeg Avenus s g Eolithery
direction towarg Shore Roag '

Sec. 22-297 “Toy Away Zonag”

AMEND by ADDING .«
qurorf*: both gides from ita Imarsection with
S Alvenua and Gakes Avenue in g
southerly ditaction ioward Shors Roag”

FXIR0toN Avenge

_QLL’__CO_{J&TY ROAD gec, 22.255

“Turning Movemenis

ﬁ%’fEND By ADDING - "Restricting o gro-
PRING iGNt turms ontg (g Courty Foas

geﬂm .rea; Property entrance of 188
A8 Avanye onio Ol Caunty Bopar

At the Punlic Hearin i int
he NG, all niers, -
sans will have the oppgo r?cuniﬁy a ;:i{iapr%r

By Vota of the City Counczil
Linda T, Lowe, City Cfacrk
ALY 12350477
Capa Ann Beacer 11, ale




GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL 2010
PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING NUMBER:
SUBJECT:

PH2010-093
Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 “Disabled veteran, handicapped parking”
re: Ciaramitaro/Gemellare Playground (Fort Square — Playground)

DATE OPENED: 10/12/10
CONTINUED TO:

CONTINUED FROM:

COMMITTEE MEETING O&A 9/20/10

PUBLIC HEARING 10/12/10
LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Gloucester City Councl will hold a
public hearing on TUESDAY, Qctober 12,
2010 at 7:00 g in the Fred J. Kyrouz
Auditorium, City Hall relative to proposed
shanges to  Gloucesier Code of
Cxdinances, Chapter 22 entiied “Traffic
and Motor Vehicles” as foliows:

“Porking Prohibited Between Certain
Hours on Certain Days”

AMEND by DELETING all '5anguage on
Haskall Streat.

See.22-270-1 “Resident Sticker Parking
Cniy”

AMEND by ADDING — “Haskell Srest on
the southerly sige .at its intersection with
Rocky Pasture Road i an eastetly direc-
tion to its intersection with Mt. Pleasant
Avenue, between May 1 - September 15
from Garm to 5pm on Salurdays, Sundays,
ang hofidays”

Bee.22-271  “Parking Prohibited
bebween May 1-Beptember 157

AMEND by ADOING ~ “Hagkell Street on
the southerly side from its intersection with
Wit Pleasant Avenus between May 1
—September 15 from Gam to Spm on
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays”

Sec.22-273{f) “Parking prohibited
between certain hours on cortain days”

AMEND by ARDING (after the words
Rocky Pasture Road) "in an easterly direg-
o io its intersection with Mt Pleasant
Avenuz”

FORT SQUARE —PLAYGROUND -
Seq.02-287  “lisabled Veteran,
Handicapped Parking”

AMEND by ADDING - "One(1} handi-
capped parking space al (e jast paking
space on the s=asterly side of the
Claramitaro/Gemelaro Playground park-
ing fot”

ELM STREET ~ Sac.22-284 "Service or
Loading Zone”

AMEND by ADDING “Elm Street begin-
ring at #s intersection with Main Street on
the sasterly side, nontherly direction for 40
fael”

ANDREWS STREET - Sec, 22-288 “OH
Street Parking Areas”

AMEND by ADDING - “Lanes Cove Lot
situated at the end of Andrews Slrges |
signs o designate (1) the northerly
side(seawall) —Vehicle Parking Oniy and
{2} the southerly slde "Vehiche Boat andior
Traier Parking”

Seg.22-292 “Fire Lanes”

AMEND by ADDING “Andrews Straed |

H

both directions Trom ils intersection with
Lanes Cove Road, in & northeasterdy
diraction, i its end, ai a point 95 feetin a
norineastery direction from Fole #5117

Sec.22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING — “Andrews Street
both gides from its intersection with Lanes
Cove in a northeasterly direction, o is end
hoth sidas, from ils intersection with Lanss
Cove Road in a nertheastedy dirsction o
its end at a point 85 et i a northeasterly
direction from Pole#Bit” .

AMENE by ADIHNG — "Andrews Street
westerly side from its Intersection with
l.angsford I & northerly dirgciion 1o s
intersection with Lanes Gove Read”

Sec. 22270 “Parking Prohibited at all
Times”

AMEND by ADDING - “Andrews Street
wastarly side from its intersection with
i_angsford Street in a northerly dirsciion to
its intersaction with Lanes Cove Road”

WASHINGTON STREET - Sec.22-270
“Paridng Prohibited at all Times”

AMEND by ADDING “Washinglan Streef
from Andraws Sreet 1o its Intersaction with
Langstord Straet’

Sec.22-2567 “Cne Way Streets”

AMEND by DELETING ~ "Washingtan
Strest from Andrews sireet to Butman
Avenue in a northesly direction during
church services and special funcons”

Sec.22-271 “Parking Prohibited from
May 1 - September 157

AMEND by DELETING "Washington
Streat southerly side from Leverett Street,
easterly to junciion of Langsford Streat”

Sec.22.270 “Parking prohibited at all
Timss"

AMEND by ADDING “Washington Street,
southerly side from Andrews Street easter-
Iy b its intersection with Langsiord Street”

AMEND by ADDING- "Holly Street, both
sides from ils intersection with Dennison
Strast in a southerdy direction to Pole
#1095"

See.22-291 “Tow Away Zone”

AMEND by ADDING — “Holiy Street bath
sides from s Intersection with Dennison
Sirget ln A southerky divection 1o Pois
#1085

Al UM AVEMUE - See, 29-
Parking pgohibiied from N!;S %?E

Q{\,;?rEND ‘by ADEING “Lexingten Avenye
AEJ Y sides from ity intersection with Cliff
wehue ang Qakes Avenue in a soUthert
direction wward Shore Road ® e

Sec, 22-291 “Tow Away Zones”

AMEND by ADDING -
g}olm batts sides from its imersention with
: iff Avem.ie and Dakes Avenye in‘ B
sautherly direction toward Shore Roag"

oLD CoupMTY ROADR  Sec, 22-285

"Turning Movements”

“Lexingion Avenue

AMEND by ADDING - “Hastrict

ME I - trict

hibsting rigiv turns onte OIg C%‘uﬂ:%yo;qggc;
Eea; Tear property entrance of 168
aslerm Avenue onto Old County Road”

A+ H i
At the Public Hearing, all interas

sons wiit have the opporiunity 1o 5 ted per-

@ hearg
By Vote of the City Councii
Linda T, Lows, City C!er!ls
Al 12350477
Cape Asn Bsacen 19/1/10




Ordinances & Administration 09/20/10 Page 4 of [2

MOTION: On motion by Counciler Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 oppoesed to recommend to the City Council to amend
GCO Sec 22-270-1 (Resident Sticker Parking Only) ) Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its
intersection with Rocky Pasture Road, in an easterly direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasant
Avenue, between May 1 — September 15 generally, from 9am to 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays and
Holidays AND TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcury, seconded by Councilor Mulcahey, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, § opposed to recommend to the City Council to
amend GCO by ADDING: Sec 22-271 (Parking Prohibited Between May 1 - September 15),
Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its intersection with Rocky Pasture Road, in an easterly
direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasant Avenue, between May 1 — September 15 generally,
from 9am to Spm on Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays AND FURTHER ADVERTISE FOR
PUBLIC HEARING.

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Muleahey, the Ordinances
& Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
amend GCO by ADDING: Sec 22-273 (Parking Prohibited Between Certain Hours on Certain
Days), Haskell Street, on the southerly side, from its intersection with Rocky Pasture Road, in an
easterly direction to its intersection with Mount Pleasant Avenue, between May 1 — September 15
generalily, from %9am to Spm on Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays AND FURTHER
ADVERTISING FOR PUBLIC HEARING,

K) CC2010-059 (Theken) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re: 2
Harvard Street, one handicapped space (Continued from 08/23/10)

Mr. Ingersoll stated at the August 26, 2010 meeting of the Traffic Commission there was a
communications mix up between the Commission and the applicant and had to table the matter until their
September meeting.

‘This matter was continued to the October 18, 2010 meeting of O&A.

L) CC2010-060 (Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 22-287(Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) re:
Ciaramitaro/Gemellaro Playground (Continued from 08/23/10) '

MOTION: On motion by Councilor Curcuru, seconded by Councilor Muleahey, the Ordinances
&Administration Committee voted 3 in favor, 0 opposed to recommend to the City Council to
amend GCO Sec. 22-287 (Disabled veteran, handicapped parking) by ADDING one (1)
handicapped space at the last parking space on the easterly side of the playground parking lot
(closest to house) at the Ciaramitaro/Gemellaro Playground at Fort Square in or around # AND
FURTHER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC HEARING.

M) CC2010-015 (Ciolino/Mulcahey) Amend GCO Sec. 290 “Parking meter zone-Off Street
Parking Areas” re: Manuel F. Lewis Street (Continued from 06/14/2010)

Ms. Lowe explained fo the Committee that since the last time Manuel F. Lewis Sireet was in front of the
Committee she researched ali the Code of Ordinance references to Manuel F. Lewis Street and the
Manuel F. Lewis off-street parking lot in order to straighten out the matier as to what was already on the
books. It is Manuel F. Lewis Street not Road and the GCO needs correction. The Committee had wanted
to amend the section on off street parking areas, 22-288. That parking lot is one of the designated off-
street parking lots located around the Rose Baker Senior Center building. The Code of Ordinances refers
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