BOARD OF SELECTMEN
Natick Town Hal
August 25, 2014
7:00 p.m
The neeting was called to order by the Chair Joshua Gstroff at 7:10 p.m

PRESENT: Joshua Gstroff, Charles M Hughes, Nicholas S. Mabardy, Richard P
Jennett, Jr., John Connolly

ALSO PRESENT: Martha L. Wite, Town Admi nistrator for Operations; Donna Challis,
Executive Assi stant

WARRANTS: Payroll warrants were signed by the Board of Sel ectmen on August 25,
2014 in the anmount of $1,267,653.05. This figure was included in total warrants
signed by the Board of Sel ectnmen of $3,560, 243. 04.

ANNOUNCENMENT S
1. The Town O erk rem nded everyone of the upconing State Primary el ection on
Septenber 9. Poles would be open from7:00 a.m-8:00 p.m
2. M. Connolly wished Viola Cole a happy 90t" birthday

WHAT’S NEW | NTRODUCTI ON OF NEW TREASURER/ COLLECTOR - STEPHEN PRI CE
Ms. White introduced the new Treasurer/Coll ector Stephen Price, noting this was
his first day on the job.

M. Price told the Board it was an honor and pl easure to have the opportunity to
work for the Town.

On behal f of the Board, M. Ostroff welconed himto the Town.

Cl TI ZENS CONCERNS

a. Jewi sh War Veterans Menorial Service
Arnol d Pinsley extended an invitation to attend the Jewi sh War Veterans annual
Menori al Service on Septenber 21 in Fram ngham

b. Observations by Resident Mary Brown
After welconming M. Connolly back to the Board, Mary Brown told the Board it was
very frustrating sitting at honme listening to what was taking place and |istening
to peopl e around Town who were very upset with how things were going. She had a
nunber of observations which she prefaced by stating what she was going to say
cane fromthe heart and was for the people of Natick

She began with all the building that has taken place and her belief that an
assessnment shoul d be taken of how many honmes and how many apartments were being
built and figure out the cost to the Town in Police, Fire, water, Schools. The
Town was spending twi ce the anpbunt to provide services to these new devel opnments
t han was being taken in.

Next Ms. Brown spoke in opposition to liquor being allowed on any Town owned
property, specifically referring to the recent rental of the Community Seni or
Center at which al cohol was served.

Continuing, Ms. Brown raised the issue of a parking garage. There has been study

after study and nothing was being done to replace the garage that had deteriorated
and yet there was talk of a rail trail. She questioned the need of a rail trai

i n peopl e’s backyards and felt the mitigation noney should be used to | ower taxes.
Overrides shoul dn’t be considered and consideration should be given to what people
wer e bei ng paid.

Ms. Brown raised the issue of Town personnel and why good peopl e who worked hard
in this Town were being let go of their jobs. She attributed the problemto one
person doing the hiring and firing.

Ms. Brown al so questioned why the Board of Selectnen was so willing to give up its
authority. In her opinion the Board was being stripped of its power and it should
not be the adm nistration determ ning what the Board shoul d do.

In conclusion Ms. Brown conplai ned that Town Meeting was only getting warrant
articles to suit the admnistration or the Planni ng Board. Peopl e don’t want to
bel ong to Town Meeting because they want to go there to do the Town’s business and
all they were getting were bylaws to change things.
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c. Chief Caring Hands
M. GOstroff apol ogized to Chief Caring Hands for his reply to her request to be on
t he agenda not reaching her. She had requested an opportunity to speak on the
Shaw Park i ssue and he had suggested it may be best to wait a couple of weeks when
the Board reviewed the warrant articles.

After hearing Ms. Brown’s comments, Chief Caring Hands thought what she had to say
woul d be better served at Town Meeting and she would Iike to nake a presentation
at that tine about the Sawi n House.

M. Gstroff noted that the Finance Committee was an advisory conmittee to Town
nmeeting and they woul d be having hearings on all the warrant articles in
Septenber. Those were public neetings. Town Meeting was not necessarily so. It
was up to the Town Moderat or

APPO NTMENT OF ELECTI ON WORKERS
Both M. Gstroff and M. Jennett disclosed that their wives were poll workers.

Town C erk Diane Packer had provided a proposed |ist of election workers for the
Board’s approval. She noted that she tried to have a bal ance between Republicans
and Denocrats, but the majority of Natick voters were unenroll ed.

M. Hughes noved approval. Seconded by M. Mbardy. The original vote did not
pass on a 2-1-2 vote with M. Hughes and M. Mabardy voting favor, M. Connolly
opposed, and M. GCstroff and M. Jennett abstaining. After further discussion in
whi ch the Town Cl erk advised that she had to get the letters out this week because
of the upcoming primary, M. Ostroff said he would file the requisite forms in the
Town Clerk’s office, ask his wife not to participate although it seemed extrene,
and he would participate in the vote. The re-vote passed on a 3-1-1 vote. M.
Gstroff, M. Hughes, M. Mbardy voted in favor, M. Connolly was opposed, M.
Jennett abstai ned.

In the discussion, M. Connolly knew of someone who had been a poll worker for
years, but was not on the list and inquired as to how the workers were sel ect ed.
As little as poll workers were paid, for some people it was hel pful and that was
the case for this individual

Ms. Packer explained that she tried to be sure all the people were able to do the
job the way the job had to be done. She believed that determ nation to be under
her sole discretion. She didn’t know the individual M. Connolly was speaki ng
about and asked that he contact her to discuss. She pointed out that the list was
fluid with people constantly com ng and goi ng.

M. Connolly responded that his goal was to nake sure everyone was treated fairly
and equitably and didn’t want to approve the list until his questions were
answered. It was the principle and the list should have been subnmitted to the
Board well in advance.

M. WMabardy understood what M. Connolly was saying. He too knew people who were
asked not to cone back as poll workers and never got an explanation and the little
bit of noney was inportant.

M. Ostroff was synpathetic but elections were for the people of the Town, not the
poll workers and it was the Town Cerk’s duty to have the best workers possible.
M. Connolly countered that he was charged with treating every citizen as fairly
as possible and in this case he believed it wasn’t done.

Docurment - Meno from Town Clerk D ane Packer; |ist of proposed el ection workers

APPO NTMENT TO NATI CK CULTURAL COUNCI L:

a. Christine Konys
Christine Konys highlighted her extensive background in governnent and non-profit
organi zations. She noted that she had volunteered her tinme everywhere but her
hone town and thought it was tine to give a little back to Natick. She was giving
up sone of her other duties and would have time for sonething like the Cultura
Council. It was not a lot of time, but the distribution of the grants was very
i mportant.

On a motion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, the Board unani nously voted to
appoint Christine Konys to the Natick Cultural Council

Docurment - emai|l from Christine Konys; conmittee application formsubmtted by
Christine Konys
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ENVI RONMVENTAL COVPLI ANCE OFFI CER/ PROCURENVENT OFFI CER:  AGGREGATI ON PLAN UPDATE
Ms. White introduced the subject by noting the consulting teamwas here to talk
about the process noving forward now that the aggregation plan had been approved
by the DPU. The aggregation plan was a process allowed by the |egislature that
was reconmended by the Board of Sel ect nen and Town Meeting and the Board now had
the authority to enter into a contract. Tonight was to provide a status update
and there would be a followup nmeeting on Septenber 22 at which the Board woul d
need to nake a deci sion.

John Shortsl eeve of Bay State Consultants along with Paul G oner reviewed the
proposed schedul e.

Contract negotiation (if any) Aug 25 - Sept 3

Request for indicative prices issued Sept 3

Contracts submitted for Town Counsel review Sep 5

Indicative price submissions Sept 17

Natick BOS review Sept 22

Request for final prices issued Week of Sept
22

Final bids due / contract executed Oct 7

Public education and opt-out notice Oct - Nov

Supply service to Natick consumers begins December

The low point of the electric pricing market typically occurs in the September / October time frame each
year. The October 7" bid date was designed to take advantage of the expected low point in the market
this year.

A test run on September 17 will be indicative of the bids and they would be back to the Board on
September 22 to give information about what a six month supply, 12 month supply, 18 month supply
would look like. They would also provide the options if the Board wanted to take it “green” and look at
the triggers. Calls to execute bids would be taken on October 7.

Mr. Shortsleeve explained that the nature of the electrical business was that a price bid on a given day
was only good for that day. The next day the price may change. He hoped to give the Board enough
information so the members would be comfortable delegating to the Town Administrator a decision of go
or no go. The alternative would be for the Board to get together on the 71" and make a decision.

He noted that the Town may not get a price that was acceptable and may have to do this a couple of
times, repeating the same two steps. A supply contract has been reviewed by Town Counsel and the
DPU, but individual bidders can take exception and those terms will be submitted to Town Counsel with
the hope that in the upcoming two week period that one of Town Counsel’s high priorities would be this.

Mr. Ostroff assured him that Town Counsel would be asked to make this a priority.

Mr. Hughes inquired as to why the deadline was extended as opposed to getting them in today. Mr.
Shortsleeve explained that they wanted five bidders instead of four. He added that they would ask for
multiple options and present a recommendation on September 22. The process would start with a bid
price of the Nstar rate.

Noting the length of time it took to get the plan approved by the DPU, Mr. Ostroff asked if that was true of
other communities.

Mr. Gromer advised that the one year review period was what all the aggregation plans have been taking
and wasn't indicative of any dissatisfaction of Natick. Other communities have faced the same or longer
review periods.

Mr. Shortsleeve was asked about the number of buyers in the market and responded that as of last week
there was just shy of 13,000 residents and 2,000 commercial which was more than enough consumers
to attract the

bidders. Natick uses 11 million kwh and it takes 1-2 million to attract

interest.

Ms. White noted that this was a process the Town has employed for eleven
years. An identical process was used to procure electrical supply for the Town government needs and
now the same was being done for the residents.

Mr. Connolly found this idea to be extremely clever and appreciated the efforts.

Ms. White agreed that it was very big and there was a potential to save the residents money, but it was
also a little scary because there was no certainty of what may happen throughout the contract. She asked
if Mr. Shortsleeve would provide a picture of the past showing how Nstar rates have compared and an
analysis of what has happened in other communities. Marlborough has had it for many years and she
understood that for most years, there has been a savings but there were times when the rate has been
higher.
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Mr. Ostroff asked that the presentation on the 22" also include what consumer protections were available.

Document - Aggregation Plan Update prepared by Bay State Consultants

PUBLI C HEARI | NG TRANSFER OF ALL ALCOHO. PACKAGE STORE LI CENSE FROM PETUR
ENTERPRI SES, INC. D)B/A NATICK WNE & SPIRITS TO PRI YA NWs CORP. DY B/ A NATI CK W NE
& SPIRI TS

Appearing on behalf of the application was Attorney Joseph Devlin and the owner
Yogesh Patel .

On a motion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, the Board unani nously voted to
open the public hearing.

M. Devlin told the Board that M. Patel had purchased the assets of the business,
not the real estate. The purchase price was $1.8 nmillion that included

approxi mately $400,000 in inventory and financing would be froma |oan from
Ctizens Bank and personal assets. There were four main principals in the

busi ness wi th Yogesh Patel serving as manager.

M. Patel held an interest in three other package stores |ocated in Newburyport,
Hopki nton, and 4 oucester and was | ooking for the right opportunity to open a
store in this area. The current store was well run and the intent would be to
change little. The plan was to keep all 10 enpl oyees.

M. Devlin also advised that M. Patel had been TIPS certified in 1996 and was set
up to again take the course.

The Board unani nously voted to close the public hearing on a notion by M. Hughes,
seconded by M. Jennett.

A nmotion was nade by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, to approve the transfer
of the all al cohol package store license held by Petur Enterprises, d/b/a Natick
Wne & Spirits to Priya N6 Corp. d/b/a Natick Wne & Spirits. Unani nously vot ed.

M. Ostroff commended Peter Turlo, the owner of Petur Enterprises, for being an
out st andi ng busi nessman in Nati ck.

Docurments - Application and supporting docunents filed by Attorney Joseph Devlin
on behal f of Yogesh Patel; copy of |egal ad advertising the hearing

PUBLI C HEARING  ESTABLI SH LI CENSE FEE FOR GENERAL ON PREM SES ALCOHOL LI CENSE
The Board unani nously voted to open the public hearing on a notion by M. Hughes,
seconded by M. Connolly.

M. Hughes stated that he had some difficulty in setting a fee if the rules & regs
were not going to be done this evening. Wthout the rules & regs, it wasn’t known
what woul d be required of the applicant. The original draft of the rules & regs
had the requirenent of the service of food and he wasn’t sure the applicant had
envi si oned that requirenent.

M. Ostroff noted that the original draft was done for discussion purposes. His
t hi nki ng was that a general on prenmises |license should not be a watering hole and
a place just to purchase alcohol. It was probably a good practice to have food
served. However, he would |ike the Board to table discussion of those rules &
regs and consi der gl obal regulations. The decision made now was not binding on
what the Board might do in a few nonths from now.

M. Jennett |eaned toward M. Hughes’ point, noting that he was trying to figure
out how the Board cane to the fees in place for the other types of |icenses and
i ncorporate that into a di scussion.

M. Jennett asked if M. Ostroff’s concern was that the Board woul dn’t be able to
approve a license without a value. Wen M. Ostroff answered no, M. Jennett
noted that if it wasn’t inpeding the application he didn’t see a need to vote a
nunber now.

M. Ostroff didn’t feel there was a rush and M. Hughes added that granting the
license and establishing a fee were two di fferent things. M. WMabardy agreed
t here was no rush.

M. Connolly noted that TCAN has been receiving one day licenses for years and he
never heard of a violation. Wth the cap of 30 one day licenses allowed per year,
they were now payi ng $1,500 a year.
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Audi ence nenber Mary Brown urged the Board to tread lightly and put off a decision
until everything was together.

On a motion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Connolly, the Board unani nously voted
to close the public hearing. M. Jennett had begun to second the notion, but M.
Hughes recommended that he not in view of his position as a Director of TCAN. M.
Jennett agreed not to be the seconder but advised that he spoke to the Ethics
Conmi ssion and as far as the license fees and rules & regs, his participation was
not an issue. He would not participate in the TCAN |icense hearing itself.

Docunment - Hearing notice; list of current al cohol |icense fees

PUBLI C HEARING  ESTABLI SH RULES & REGULATI ONS FOR GENERAL ON PREM SES ALCOHOL

LI CENSES

Rat her than discussing tonight, M. Gstroff reiterated his request for the Board
to take up a conprehensive review of rules & regs for pouring |licenses to include
restaurants, innholders, clubs. Attorney David DelLuca suggested doi ng sonethi ng
that enbraced all the Iicenses. He would Iike to do an initial draft with M.
DeLuca, share it with the Board, and have the public weigh in.

M. WMabardy supported M. Ostroff’s suggestion.

To M. Hughes it mattered, both fromthe standpoint of the fee and the
regul ations, if the Board had the right to say what was serviced. Was the |icense
under consideration all al cohol or beer & w ne?

M. GCstroff responded that he was told by Town Counsel that because the
| egi slation said all alcohol, the Board didn’t have the authority to limt it to
beer & wine. M. Hughes asked to have it in witing.

Fol | owi ng the di scussion of the TCAN application, the Board agreed to re-advertise
the general on premises rules & regs for a new hearing on Septenber 8.

PUBLI C HEARI NG APPL| CATI ON FOR GENERAL ON PREM SES ALL ALCOHOL LICENSE: THE
CENTER FOR ARTS | N NATI CK

M. Jennett recused hinmself fromparticipation in this itemas he was a nmenber of
the TCAN Board of Directors.

Representing The Center for Arts in Natick (TCAN) was the executive director and
proposed manager David Lavall ey.

The Board voted 4-0-1 to open the public hearing. M. Ostroff, M. Hughes, M.
Mabardy, M. Connolly voted in favor of the notion. M. Jennett abstained.

M. Hughes expressed concern with tal king about granting a license w thout know ng
the rules & regs and the fact that it would take two nonths to get approval from
t he ABCC wasn’t good enough. He wasn’t opposed to the |icense.

Continuing, M. Hughes inquired if the plan was to sell alcohol at intermssion
and before the showin the seats. The initial draft of the rules & regs had a

requi renent for food, but he didn’t think anybody expected the 65/35 requirenent
woul d apply. Wthout knowi ng those things it was difficult for himto consider
t he application.

M. Ostroff responded that his sense was that this was a respectful working
rel ati onship and the Board was unlikely to come up with rules that were wildly out
of sync with what s been done.

M. Lavalley noted that for nearly a decade TCAN has been receiving single night
permts fromthe Board. He reviewed the process that led to the hone rule
petition and pointed out that the General On Prenises category did not include a
requi renent for food and the hone rule petition was for a full alcohol |icense not
restricted to beer & w ne.

In response to M. Hughes’ questions, M. Lavalley said they don’t serve at the
seats and tend to serve 30 minutes prior to performances when the door opens. The
performances end at various tinmes between 10:30-11:00 p.m and service was ended
when performances end. There were no al cohol sal es once the performance ends.

It was M. Connolly’s feeling that nobody wanted to deny this application, but M.
Hughes rai sed sonme good questi ons.

This was the first license of this kind the Board was being asked to issue, and
M. Mabardy felt some time should be taken. This could be setting a precedent and
there was a little leeway to get it done correctly. He preferred to get it right
so it was agreeable with TCAN and the Town.
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Foll owi ng up on M. Lavalley’s statenent, M. Hughes asked if it was correct that
the service of alcohol did not stop when the show starts. M. Lavalley’s reply
was, “yes”.

M. Ostroff asked if there were sone performances when al cohol woul d not be
served, and M. Lavalley advised that it was not his intent to serve at children’s
events where it would not be appropriate. It got into a fuzzy area when
conditions were formed around nusic genres, but it wouldn’t nmake sense to provide
service at famly shows. TCAN relied on TIPS certified volunteers and it was very
difficult to get volunteers for famly shows. The chance of getting a TIPS
certified volunteer to serve at a kids show would be small and it was not
sonet hi ng he anti ci pated doi ng.

M. Ostroff then asked if M. Lavalley contenplated a tinme when TCAN may want to
serve al cohol to 11:00 p.m even though nost performances ended by 10:00 p.m M.
Laval | ey answered, yes, explaining that TCAN rented the space or provided the
space to nmany non-profits for fund rai sers, weddings, bar mtzvahs,etc.

M. Ostroff inquired if alcohol would only be served and consuned in the
performance space or could people go to the |obby. There were tines TCAN asked to
use the sidewalk for a fund raiser, but M. Gstroff pointed out that was not part
of the licensed premises. M. GCstroff also commented on the TCAN’s plans to
devel op the second floor of the building and when that was finished, they would
have to return for an anmendnent to the |icense.

M. Lavalley stated that he understood the restriction that people could not |eave
the prem ses. The plans for the second floor were prelimnary and it was

i nportant to renenmber that the TCAN core was not to serve alcohol. It was to
provi de perfornmances.

Asked if he would be opposed to requiring food service, M. Lavalley stated that
his feeling would be to withdraw the application. M. Ostroff clarified that he
didn’t nean table service. He neant prepared food in the same way as now. M.
Lavall ey noted that currently they offered cookies, biscotti, but they were not
prepared to have a food requirenent. TCAN was not a restaurant. M. Ostroff
expl ai ned that what he envisioned was that when soneone ordered al cohol, they
could buy some food, but it didn’t have to be considered a neal. M. Lavalley
Responded that he woul dn’t stop the food currently being offered, but the sale of
food to al cohol was very small

TCAN vol unteer Jim Everett told the Board that he was TIPS certified and worked
the box office. He was well aware of what happens with sales and TCAN di dn’t sel
beer & wine roughly after 10:30 p.m and they didn’t sell after a performance was
over. The normal routine was to open the box office early but did not start
serving until people came in - normally 7:30 p.m There were two bartenders so
they were limted in what they could sell and for the nost part the sales were
during interm ssion. He assured the Board that the service of al cohol was taken
very seriously and TCAN had its own regul ati ons.

Wth selling all alcohol, M. Hughes asked if M. Lavalley saw that being provided
by volunteers. M. Lavalley advised that his intent was not to get ahead of

t hensel ves. The staff was very capable of providing beer & wine and if and when
full alcohol was introduced, it would be done very slowy. He couldn’t inmagine
ever having a full shelf of alcohol. It would be very linmted and it would be
phased in over tine.

M. Lavalley rem nded the Board that there had been no incidents in the past ten
years of serving al cohol and he wouldn’t want to start now.

A menber of the TCAN Board of Directors Ed Daly noted that TCAN’s ni ssion was
cultural and |iquor would not becone forenbst. M. Lavalley and the Board respect
the responsibility of having a liquor |icense and respect the |laws and regul ations
of the Board of Sel ectnen.

Lou Julian questioned the issue of liability for the Town, but M. Ostroff advised
that TCAN was a separate corporation.

M chael Linehan thought the applicant was mainly interested in beer & wi ne and
suggested that if the recipient waived the right of serving anything but beer &
wi ne, the Board coul d consider giving a reduced fee.

Based on the infornation received tonight, M. GCstroff said he was confortable
with granting the license and felt the draft rules & regs reflect the policy of
TCAN now and coul d evolve over time, but he could al so see that people m ght want
nore certainty.
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M. Hughes reiterated that he was not opposed to the |icense, just opposed to
granting the |license not knowing the rules and regs. Having signed the P& M.
Hughes said he has been a supporter of TCAN for as long as it has been in

exi stence, but one thing he took seriously was the rules & regs with regard to the
service of alcohol. It was inportant to himto get it right. This |license was
granted just for TCAN through a hone rule petition rather than the standard way of
having to have a category of |license approved by two consequential town w de
elections. He felt the Town and the Board of Sel ect men have gone out of their way
to get this license and now it needs to be done right.

M. Laval |l ey understood the chall enges and that this was breaki ng ground. He
didn’t think it was a surprise to the Board with 10 years of history and two years
of process. He asked that the Board consider TCAN as a theater and thought it
represented the kind of organization the Board would want to preserve in the
conmunity. They were not a gin mll.

Mary Brown questi oned how TCAN woul d make sure people renting the facility
woul dn’t bring in al cohol instead of having nenbers of TCAN serve.

M. Connolly thought a | ot of what M. Hughes said made sense. He thought TCAN
woul d do a good job, but would hate to rush this and would lean with M. Hughes to
wai t.

M. Ostroff pointed out that the legislation allowed the Town to set certain terms
and conditions and if the Board wanted could condition the |icense on terns that
were substantially what TCAN was doi ng now.

Former Selectnan Jay Ball agreed with M. Hughes. It served all parties best if
the rules and regs were adopted and TCAN could say they could live with them Hs
guestion was if the issues representing the shortcomngs in the existing draft
were clearly identified and who woul d redraft them

M. Hughes volunteered to do a redraft along with Attorney DelLuca in the next two
weeks. He felt the issues had been vocalized. He expected to have a redraft for
t he Septenber 22 neeting.

M. Lavalley asked that it be expedited. They only had eight remaining one day

i censes which was not a | ot between now and the end of the year. He anticipated
toni ght s hearing date and was using a little nore of the allocation than he woul d
have normal |l y.

M. GCstroff asked if M. Hughes was thinking of a conprehensive review of all the
rules & regs or just the general on prenises. He (M. GCstroff) had been thinking
of Septenber 22 as a tinme to do everything.

M. Hughes responded that he was not ready to address the issue of a conprehensive
revi ew.

A motion was made by M. Hughes to continue the hearing on the application of TCAN
for an all al cohol general on prem ses license to Septenber 8, 2014. Seconded by

M. Connolly. The notion passed on a 4-0-0 vote. M. Jennett had recused hinself
fromthis itemand did not vote.

Docurrent - Application filed by The Center for Arts in Natick along with
supporting docunments; hearing notice

APPROVE AND SI GN WARRANT FOR FALL ANNUAL TOM MEETI NC
On a notion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, the Board unani nously voted to
approve the Fall Annual Town Meeting warrant.

Noting the length of the warrant, M. Ostroff preferred that the Board not hear
every article unless there was an article sponsored by the Board or the

adm ni stration or an article on which a Board nenmber wanted to make a
recommendation. |If there was an interest, he may want to have a discussion with
the Finance Conmittee Chair and the Town Admi nistrator whether to post a neeting
with both boards.

Fi nance Conmittee Chair Janes Everett was in the audience and agreed to discuss
it. He advi sed that the FinComwould be holding a public hearing starting

Sept enber 2-Cctober 9 on all of the articles and each proponent woul d be asked to
conpl ete a questionnaire.

M. Hughes cited Article 37, noting that he would like to see the |anguage before
deci di ng whether to weigh in or not.



Page 8 August 25, 2014

Julian Munnich, a nmenber of the Planning Board, was also in the audi ence and
expl ai ned the Planning Board obligation and process with regard to warrant
articles.

Docurment - Copy of the Fall Annual Town Meeting warrant

APPROVE AFFORDABLE HOUSI NG COVPLI ANCE CERTI FI CATE FOR WALDEN DR., UNIT 2

The Board voted to approve the certificate of conpliance for the sale of an

af fordabl e unit at Walden Drive, Unit 2 to an eligible buyer. The vote was taken
on a notion by M. Jennett, seconded by M. Connolly. M. GCstroff, M. WMbardy,
M. Jennett, M. Connolly voted in favor of the notion. M. Hughes abstai ned.

Docurment - Letter from Attorney Andrea Arone; neno from Housing Pl anner Joe
Mer kel ; conpliance certificate

PROPOSED MASS DOT WAY FI NDI NG SI GNAGE TO MASS PI KE

M. Gstroff noted that over the past year or two Natick, Fram ngham and Mass
Depart ment of Transportation had been | ooking at inprovenments to the intersection
of Speen Street/Route 30. An experinent was suggested to take sonme of the traffic
using Speen Street to get to the Mass Pike and re-route it up the burr close to
Logan Express. There was a neeting tonorrow with Mass DOT and Mass Port to see
how to better coordinate traffic.

Docunent - Menp from Joshua Ostroff

NATI CK HOUSI NG AUTHORI TY:  SCHEDULE JO NT | NTERVI EW5 TO FI LL VACANCY

The Board was in receipt of a letter fromDavid Parish, Natick Housing Authority
Chair, inform ng the Board of the resignation of Jeanne WIIlianson Gstroff from
t he Housing Authority effective August 31, 2014.

Havi ng spoken with M. Parish, M. Ostroff recommended that in accordance with the
Charter, that joint interviews to fill the vacancy be schedul ed for Cctober 6,
2014 with applications due by the precedi ng Wednesday. The nenbers agreed.

Docunment - Letter from David Parish, Chair Natick Housing Authority

SCHEDULE PUBLI C HEARI NG FOR DEDI CATI ON TO HONOR MAJOR GENERAL HARO.D GREENE
M. Ostroff proposed the renam ng of Kansas Street in honor of Major Ceneral
Harol d Greene who had served as the Natick Sol diers System Cormand Center
conmmander and who was recently killed in Afghanistan.

The Board unani mously voted to schedule a public hearing for Novermber 3 on the
proposed renaning. The vote was taken on a notion by M. Hughes, seconded by M.
Connol | y.

M. Gstroff credited Planning Board nember Julian Munnich with the suggestion.
Docunent - Menmo from Joshua Ostroff

M NUTES
On a motion by M. Jennett, seconded by M. Hughes, the Board unani nously voted to
approve the mnutes of the June 16, 2014 neeting.

On a notion by M. Jennett, seconded by M. Hughes, the Board unani nously voted to
approve the mnutes of the July 28, 2014 neeting.

Cl RCULAR AVENUE: REQUEST FOR BLOCK PARTY

On a notion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, the Board unani nously
voted to approve Jane Detw ler’s request to close Circul ar Avenue on

Sept enber 20, 2014 from 2:00-7:00 p.m for a block party contingent upon
conpliance with Lt. Brian Lauzon’s reconmendati ons.

Document - Letter from Jane Detwiler; email fromLt. Brian Lauzon

9-11 MEMORIAL COWM TTEE: MOTORCYCLE RI DE

Subj ect to conpliance with the conditions reconmended by Lt. Brian Lauzon,

t he Board unani nously voted to approve the request of the 9-11 Menori al
Conmittee to hold a fund raising notorcycle ride through Natick on Septenber
28, 2014.

Docunent - emmil fromLt. Cara Rossi Cafarelli; email fromLt. Brian Lauzon
GROVE ROAD - BLOCK PARTY

The Board unani mously voted to approve Martha Paynter and Gerard MGonagle’s
request to close G ove Road from Morses Pond Road down to Jenni ngs Pond Road
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on Septenber 6, 2014 from3:00 p.m until dusk for a block party. Approval
was subject to conmpliance with the recomendati ons of Lt. Brian Lauzon

Docunents - Letter from Martha Paynter and Gerard McGonagle; enmmil fromLt.
Brian Lauzon

MORNI NGSI DE AVENUE - BLOCK PARTY

On a nmotion by M. Hughes, seconded by M. Jennett, the Board unani nously
voted to approve Charlotte Snmith Bourhis’ request to close a section of

Mor ni ngsi de Avenue from #7-#17) on Septenber 7, 2014 (rain date Septenber 14)
from3:00-8:00 p.m for a block party. Approval was subject to conpliance
with the reconmrendations of Lt. Brian Lauzon.

Docunent - Letter from Charlotte Snmith Bourhis

SELECTMEN’S CONCERNS

a. Washi ngt on Avenue Expl osi on
M. Mabardy noted that several neighbors in the Washi ngton Avenue area heard
a series of loud explosions. The Police had no reports and were not aware of
anything. |f anyone had any information, he asked that they contact the
Town.

b. Community Senior Center Flag Pole
M. Mabardy reported that the Conmunity Senior Center flag pole dedicated to
O B. H Il has been laying on the ground for six nonths.

M. Jennett noted that the pole was bl own down and was in the process of
being repaired and just had to be put back up

M. Connolly asked that it be done in the next two weeks.

c. Doubl e Pol es
M. WMabardy recalled a previous discussion of having utility conpanies to a
neeting to tal k about pole conditions.

d. Tel ephone Pole on Route 27
M. Jennett expressed concern with the condition of a tel ephone pole on Route
27 close to the golf course heading into Sherborn

Ms. White was aware of the pole and said she woul d contact the Nstar rep

e. Personnel Changes
Upon returning fromholiday, M. Connolly said he heard that the DPWDirector
was no longer with the Towmm. That was in addition to the firing of the
Econoni ¢ Devel opment Pl anner and the Director of the Bacon Free Library and
the abrupt departure of the Council on Aging Director. People were getting
pai d good noney to hire and to himthere were too many people coning and
going. There was a Personnel Director whose job it was and nmaybe there
needed to be a re-evaluation of how things were bei ng done.

f. Town Administrator Review
M. Ostroff wanted to nove forward with the eval uati on process of the Town
Admi ni strator and asked Ms. White to provide a date for when her self-
eval uati on woul d be done.

ADJ QURNMVENT
The neeting was adjourned at 10:15 p.m
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Ni chol as S. Mabardy, Cerk




