
Town of Arlington
Select Board

Meeting Agenda

March 25, 2019
7:15 PM

Select Board Chambers, 2nd Floor, Town Hall

1. Mill Brook Presentation
Clarissa Rowe, Select Board

CONSENT AGENDA

2. Minutes of Meetings: January 23, 2019; March 11, 2019

3. Request: AHS Ice Cream Fundraiser for Dana-Farber Cancer Institute (DFCI)
Jefferson Cutter House Lawn, May 18, 2019 (rain date May 19th), 10:30 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.
Sagar Rastogi
The AHS Scoops Club

4. Legal Ad Only - Change of Stock Interest - All Alcohol License
Shu Ying Zeng, 303A Broadway, Fusion Taste
(Approved 02.25.2019 meeting) 

5. Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/31/19 @ Whittemore Robbins House for
a Private Event
Mary Marcel

6. Appointment of New Election Workers: (1) Camilla B. Haase, 88 Park Ave., D, Pct. 20; (2)
Robert J. Largenton, 10 Webster St., D, Pct. 13; (3) Marilyn A. Scribner, 81 Gloucester St., U,
Pct. 10

TRAFFIC RULES & ORDERS / OTHER BUSINESS

7. Request: One Space, Handicap and Overnight Parking @ 1277 Massachusetts Avenue
Michelle F. Connolly

8. Discussion & Vote: Grant Application to Eversource for Electric Vehicle Charging Station
Installation
Ken Pruitt, Energy Manager

9. Discussion & Vote: Visibility Improvements for Safety at Crosswalk Near Trader Joe’s and
Starbucks
Daniel Amstutz, Senior Transportation Planner

10. Discussion & Vote: Support for Electric Bicycle Legislation
Daniel Amstutz, Senior Transportation Planner



11. Discussion & Vote: Letter of Support for Safe Routes to Schools Grant
Daniel Amstutz, Senior Transportation Planner

12. Review and Approval: Host Community Agreement Process and Criteria
Douglas W. Heim, Town Counsel

13. Discussion & Vote: Registering as Entity to Vote for International Energy Conservation Code
Adam W. Chapdelaine, Town Manager

14. Discussion: Override and Debt Exclusion
Daniel J. Dunn, Chair

WARRANT ARTICLE HEARINGS

15. Articles for Review:
Article 79  Resolution/Overnight Parking Exemption Program for Medical and Financial             
                Hardships (tabled from 2/11/19 meeting)
Article 26  Bylaw Amendment/Billboards and Signs
Article 38  Vote/Set Senior Tax Deferral Limit
Article 39  Vote/Authorization to Deaccession Town Property-Library Art Prints
Article 40  Vote/Robbins Library Parking Costs (tabled from 2/11/19 meeting)
Article 43  Home Rule Legislation/Means-Tested Senior Tax Relief
Article 46  Acceptance of Legislation/Establishment of a Commission on Disabilities Fund         
                (tabled from 2/25/19 meeting)
Article 51  Endorsement of CDBG Application
Article 52  Revolving Funds
 

FINAL VOTES & COMMENTS

Articles for Review:
Article 27  Bylaw Amendment/Time Limit for Town Meeting Speakers 
Article 30  Bylaw Amendment/Waterline Replacement
Article 34  Bylaw Amendment/Regulation of Outdoor Lighting-Dark Skies Bylaw
Article 35  Bylaw Amendment/Short-Term Rental Regulations
Article 41  Vote/Arlington Redevelopment Board Membership and Terms 
Article 53  Endorsement of Parking Benefit District Expenditures
Article 78  Resolution/Indigenous Peoples' Day

CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED

16. Town of Arlington Comments re Better Bus Project Proposals
Adam W. Chapdelaine, Town Manager

17. Request for Traffic Calming on Herbert Road at the Entrance to Magnolia Park
Ceilidh Yurenka, 68 Fremont Street and Sharon Jacobson, 72 Magnolia Street on behalf
of Magnolia Park Parents and Neighbors

18. Request Changes to Parking and Traffic Direction on Bartlett Avenue
Steven Krausman via Request/Answer Center

NEW BUSINESS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Next Scheduled Meeting of Select Board April 8, 2019



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Mill Brook Presentation

Summary:
Clarissa Rowe, Select Board



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Minutes of Meetings: January 23, 2019; March 11, 2019

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material 1.23.19_draft_minutes.docx 01.23.19 Draft Minutes

Reference
Material 3.11.19_draft_minutes.docx 03.11.19 Draft Minutes



TOWN OF ARLINGTON 

SELECT BOARD 

 

Meeting Minutes 

January 23, 2019 

7:15 PM 

Present:  Mr. Dunn, Chair, Mrs. Mahon, Vice Chair, Mr. Curro, Mr. Hurd and Ms. Rowe 

Also Present:  Mr. Chapdelaine, Mr. Heim, and Mrs. Krepelka 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

1. Minutes of Meetings: January 7, 2019 

Ms. Rowe moved to table until the next meeting.           SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

2. Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 2/2/19 @ Robbins Memorial Town 

Hall for Arlington Center for the Arts 'Blue Jean Ball' 

Linda Shoemaker, Director, Arlington Center for the Arts 

Mrs. Mahon moved approval subject to all conditions as set forth.                    SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

APPOINTMENTS 

 

3. Clean Energy Future Committee (terms to expire 1/31/2022) 

Nellie Aikenhead 

Pasi Miettinen 

Ms. Rowe moved approval.              SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

CITIZENS OPEN FORUM 

 

Except in unusual circumstances, any matter presented for consideration of the Board shall 

neither be acted upon, nor a decision made the night of the presentation in accordance with the 

policy under which the Open Forum was established. It should be noted that there is a three 

minute time limit to present a concern or request. 

 

Mr. Dunn advised citizens if they were here to speak on a warrant article not to do so during 

citizens open forum and to wait until the warrant article hearings.  

 

Ben Rudick presented his proposed warrant article, which would allow residents of Arlington to 

vote in Town elections.  

 

Kim Holt wanted to express that she is a supporter of Ben Rudick’s warrant article and to 

express her support of the overnight parking program warrant article.  

 

Lynette Culverhouse also addressed the parking issue and concerns for low-income people that 

may not be able to afford to add a driveway or to park their car.  

 



Steve Revilak supports the petition to have a parking program for low-income or disabled 

persons.  

 

Lynette Martin came to support the parking program that will come up in the future at a warrant 

article hearing.  

 

Shalene Procress also came to express her support of the parking program.  

 

TRAFFIC RULES & ORDERS / OTHER BUSINESS 

 

4. Approval: Memorial to Honor the late Patricia C. Fitzmaurice 

Alexander J. Salipante, Chairman, Public Memorials Committee 

Ms. Rowe moved approval.              SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

5. Request: 2nd Space, On Street Overnight Parking @ 15 Lafayette Street 

Steven M. Steinke and Mary G. Kowalczuk 

Mrs. Mahon denied the request for 2nd space.           SO VOTED (4-1) 

        Ms. Rowe voted in the negative. 

 

6. Update: Envision Arlington Fiscal Resources Task Group 

Gordon Jamieson 

Gordon Jamieson, Co-Chair of Envision Arlington Fiscal Resources Task Group, provided a 

summary of the update of the Envision Arlington Fiscal Resources Task Group. Mr. Jamieson 

talked about their articles in the Advocate called “citizens corner.” The Task Group has been 

conducting leadership interviews with members of the new Finance Department. Every year the 

Fiscal Resource Task Group looks at the Annual Warrant and the Financial Plan. The Envision 

Arlington Fiscal Resource Task Group meets monthly and everyone is welcome to attend.  

Mr. Dunn thanked Mr. Jamieson for the update and discussion.  

 

7. Discussion & Vote: Police Chief Appointment Process - Warrant Article Submission 

Adam W. Chapdelaine, Town Manager 

Mr. Chapdelaine wanted to clarify that his intention is to get a vote of agreement to add this to 

the warrant for later discussion and hearing.  

Mr. Curro moved to place on the warrant and to address at hearing.         SO VOTED (4-1) 

                  Mrs. Mahon voted in negative. 

            

8. For Discussion and Approval: Select Board Warrant Articles 

Senior Circuit Breaker Tax Relief 

Early Voting 

Waterline Connection Replacement and Repair Bylaw 

Short Term Rentals - Community Agreements and Regulations 

Tax Deferral Limits 

Update the Town Manager Act to Reflect Changes to Treasurer's Office 

Deaccession of Town Property - Library Art Prints 

Indigenous Peoples' Day Resolution 

Douglas W. Heim, Town Counsel 



Adam W. Chapdelaine, Town Manager 

Mrs. Mahon moved approval.             SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

9. FY 2020 Budget Presentation 

Adam W. Chapdelaine, Town Manager 

Mrs. Mahon moved receipt of FY 2020 Budget Proposal. 

 

10. Vote: 2019 Debt Exclusion and Operating Override 

Daniel J. Dunn, Chair 

(tabled from 12.10.18 and 1.7.19 meetings) 

Mr. Curro and Ms. Rowe moved approval to adopt commitment as presented by Chairman Dunn. 

                SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

Mr. Chapdelaine attended the annual MMA meeting and had the opportunity to interact with 

other local officials and share what we are doing here in Arlington. The keynote speaker on the 

Friday meeting focused on women empowerment in government and diversity inclusion. Mr. 

Chapdelaine also attended the MAPC Metro Common Planning Kickoff for the inner core 

communities in Somerville. Mr. Chapdelaine thanked the DPW for working long hours and 

cleaning up after the storms.  

 

Ms. Rowe saw a wonderful film about Mill Brook, talking about the history and future. It was an 

excellent presentation of an underused resource in Town.  

 

Ms. Mahon asked, when appropriate, to bring in Acting Chief Juliann Flaherty to a meeting for 

the viewers to see and meet her.  

 

Mr. Hurd attended the MAPC Event and said it was great to hear solutions to some common 

problems. Mr. Hurd also attended the MLK Celebration and said it was a great event.  

 

Mr. Curro stated Acting Chief Flaherty and the police were also at the MLK Celebration making 

sure people were able to cross and get there safely with the weather conditions. Mr. Curro added 

the Parking Implementation Governance Committee has met and one of the things they talked 

about is the recommended use of Parking Benefits district for money. One of their 

recommendations is to use the money for the brick issues in Arlington Center and the sidewalks. 

Mr. Curro, as the liaison, attended the last Council on Aging meeting. The Council on Aging is 

available to help seniors see which programs they are qualified for.  

 

Mr. Dunn had the opportunity to sit on the Audit Advisory Committee, which met for 93 

minutes. Everyone will get copies of the audit when it is final. Mr. Dunn also met the new 

School CFO.  

 

Ms. Mahon moved to adjourn at 9:50 p.m.             SO VOTED (5-0) 

 



Next Scheduled Meeting of Select Board January 28, 2019 

 

A True Record Attest 

 

Marie A. Krepelka 

Board Administrator 

 

1/23/2019 

Agenda 

Item 

Documents Used 

1 Minutes of Meeting 1.7.19 

2 Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 2/2/19 @ Robbins Memorial 

Town Hall for Arlington Center for the Arts 'Blue Jean Ball' 

3 Appointments: Clean Energy Future Committee (terms to expire 1/31/2022) 

4 Approval: Memorial to Honor the late Patricia C. Fitzmaurice 

5 Request: 2nd Space, On Street Overnight Parking @ 15 Lafayette Street 

6 Update: Envision Arlington Fiscal Resources Task Group 

7 Discussion & Vote: Police Chief Appointment Process - Warrant Article 

Submission 

8 For Discussion and Approval: Select Board Warrant Articles 

9 FY 2020 Budget Presentation - Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 

10 Vote: 2019 Debt Exclusion and Operating Override - Daniel Dunn, Chair, Select 

Board 
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TOWN OF ARLINGTON 

SELECT BOARD 

 

Meeting Minutes 

March 11, 2019 

7:15 PM 

 

Present: Mr. Dunn, Chair, Mrs. Mahon, Vice Chair, Mr. Curro, Mr. Hurd, and Ms. Rowe 

Also Present: Mr. Chapdelaine, Mr. Heim, and Mrs. Krepelka 

 

1.  Opening of Robbins Town Garden May 18, 2019 

 Patsy Kraemer 

Mrs. Kraemer stated that there will be a garden party to celebrate the restoration of the Reflecting Pool on 

Saturday, May 18, 2019 at 6:30 p.m., Winfield Robbins Memorial Garden.  This event is co-sponsored by 

Arlington Garden Club,  Arlington Historical Commission, Cyrus Dallin Art Museum, Friends of 

Robbins Town Gardens and Town of Arlington.   

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

2.  Minutes of Meetings: February 25, 2019 

 

3.  Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/19/19 at Robbins Memorial Town Hall for 

 Chamber Annual Dinner 

 Beth Locke, Arlington Chamber of Commerce 

 

4.  Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/23/19 at Robbins Memorial Town Hall for 

 'Beats for EATS' Fundraiser 

 Lauren Ledger, Arlington EATS 

 

5.  Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/30/19 at Robbins Memorial Town Hall for 

 'Hardy School Silent Auction' Fundraiser 

 Patsy O'Brien, Hardy School PTO 

 

6.  Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/31/19 at Robbins Memorial Town Hall for a 

 Private Event 

 Cathy Cabrera 

 

7.  Reappointment: Board of Youth Services 

 Justine Bloch (term to expire 1/31/2022) 

Mrs. Mahon moved approval.                 SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

LICENSES & PERMITS 

 

8. For Approval: Common Victualler License 

 Villa House of Pizza, 1367 Massachusetts Avenue, Sumendra Shrestha 

Mrs. Mahon moved approval.                 SO VOTED (5-0) 
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TRAFFIC RULES & ORDERS / OTHER BUSINESS 

 

9.  For Discussion and Approval: Authorization to Execute Consolidated Revised Community Host 

 Agreement with “Apothca, Inc.” Previously Known as the Massachusetts Patient Foundation, and 

 Provide Letter of Non-Opposition 

 Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 

 Douglas Heim, Town Counsel 

 

Town Counsel Heim stated Apothca would like a revised host agreement with the Town.   The company 

intends to seek approval from the appropriate state regulatory authority to move its operation from 11 

Water Street, Suite 3B, to1386 Massachusetts Avenue.  Select Board Member Hurd expressed displeasure 

with learning about this request on short notice.  Ms. Rowe agreed with Mr. Hurd saying people will be 

looking at this carefully.  Select Board Member Curro asked the Town Manager if there were any other 

potential applicants.  Mr. Chapdelaine stated that three groups had reached out to his office, but only 

Apothca had submitted their request. 

 

Attorney Philip Silverman of Vicente Sederberg and Joseph Lekach, an Apothca Partner, represented the 

applicants for a revised host agreement.  They feel moving from Water Street to 1386 Massachusetts  

Avenue is a better location with more parking.  Mr. Lekach stated that his company's success included a 

site on the Lynnway which 50,000 vehicles pass daily.   

 

Attorney John Leone introduced potential competition, Steve LaBelle of East Freetown.  Attorney Leone 

stated his client was seeking no immediate decision but wanted to inform the Board his clients are looking 

at 1306-1308 Massachusetts Avenue for a marijuana outlet.    Mr. LaBelle said he and his partner were 

consultants and have a complete package ready to submit.   

 

Ms. Rowe feels that the two candidates seeking the seat on the Select Board should be informed of these 

applications.  

 

As to a timeline, Select Board Member Dunn stated the next Board meeting would be set aside to discuss 

the  process for dealing with applicants and he expects votes on a host agreement in late April or May. 

Select Board Member Hurd moved to table until the Board's next meeting on March 25th.     

                    SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

WARRANT ARTICLE HEARINGS 

 

10.  Articles for Review: 

 

Article 27 Bylaw Amendment/Time Limit for Town Meeting Speakers 

Mr. Michael Jacoby Brown submitted his petition asking to amend the Town Bylaws to reduce the time 

limits for Town Meeting speakers by two minutes.  Mr. Brown feels that presentations could be made in a 

shorter time frame. The Board recommended to refer this Article to the Town Meeting Procedures 

Committee and the Town Moderator. 

Mr. Curro moved favorable action.                            SO VOTED (4-1) 

                                  Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

Article 30 Bylaw Amendment/Waterline Replacement 

Michael Rademacher,  Director of Public Works 

Mr. Rademacher stated the intent of the proposed Bylaw, as he understands it, would require water 

service lines to be inspected prior to the sale of a property, and if found to be defective, that the line be 

replaced prior to the sale. Mr. Rademacher stated the inspection of the service line is often overlooked 

during the sale of a home, possibly leaving a new homeowner with the added cost of replacing the water 
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service should it fail.  He believes such a bylaw will have the benefit of protecting new home buyers as 

well as help the Town reduce its unaccounted for water. 

Mrs. Mahon moved favorable action.                         SO VOTED (3-2) 

                       Mr. Dunn and Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

 

Article 35 Bylaw Amendment/Short-Term Rental Regulations 

Mr. Curro moved favorable action.                SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

Article 41 Vote/Arlington Redevelopment Board Membership and Terms 

Christopher Loreti  

Mr. Loreti stated that he would like Town Meeting Members to vote to change the membership of the 

Arlington Redevelopment Board from four members appointed by the Town Manager and one appointed 

by the State to four members elected by the voters of the Town and one appointed by the State, and 

change the terms of all members to five years. 

Mrs. Mahon moved no action.                 SO VOTED (4-1) 

          Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

 

Article 53 Endorsement of Parking Benefit District Expenditures 

Mrs. Mahon moved favorable action.                            SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

Article 78 Resolution/Indigenous Peoples' Day 

Christine Bongiorno, Director of Health and Human Services, asked the Board to table Article 78.  

The Human Rights Commission Co-Chairs reported that they would like to take time over the next year to 

finalize plans for this article. 

Mrs. Mahon moved no action.                 SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

 

FINAL VOTES & COMMENTS 

 

Articles for Review: 

 

Article 31 Bylaw Amendment/Rename Community Preservation Committee 

Article 32 Bylaw Amendment/Tree Protection and Preservation 

Article 33 Bylaw Amendment/Notice of Demolition 

Article 36 Vote/Election Modernization Study Group 

Article 37 Vote/Remove Police Chief From Civil Service 

Article 42 Home Rule Legislation/Town Treasurer 

Article 47 Acceptance of Legislation/PEG Access Fund 

Article 50 Local Option/ Short Term Rental Impact Fees 

Mrs. Mahon moved approval.                 SO VOTED (5-0) 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

Mr. Heim stated that he was looking for an Article presented to Town Meeting in 1971 and came across 

hand written notes from former Town Counsel Joseph Purcell and wanted the Board to know that all 132 

Articles were hand written by Attorney Purcell. 

 

Mr. Chapdelaine attended the EcoFest at Town Hall on Sunday, March 3rd and it was a great event. 

 

Ms. Rowe stated she attended the Police Department Annual Award Ceremony on Thursday, March 7th 

and had a great time. 
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Mr. Hurd stated he also attended the EcoFest Event and the Police Award Ceremony and had a great time 

at both events. 

 

Mr. Curro and Mr. Dunn both attended that Long Range Planning Committee meeting this morning. At 

the meeting  Michael Mason, CFO School Department,  presented a 5 year plan regarding enrollment 

growth from FY20 - FY24 which was very well received.  The next meeting will be Wednesday, March 

20th. 

 

Ms. Rowe asked if Mrs. Krepelka would make arrangements to have a five minute presentation about 

Mill Brook shown to the Board at their March 25th meeting. 

 

Mrs. Mahon moved to adjourn at 9:50 p.m.              SO MOVED (5-0) 

 

Next Scheduled Meeting of Select Board March 25, 2019 

 

A true record attest 

 

Marie A. Krepelka 

Board Administrator 

 

3/11/2019 

Agenda Item Description 

1 Opening of Robbins Town Garden, May 18, 2019, Patsy Kraemer 

2 Minutes of Meeting - February 25, 2019 

3 Request:  Special (One Day) Beer and Wine License, 3/19/19 at Robbins Memorial 

Town Hall for Chamber Annual Dinner, Beth Locke, Arlington Chamber of 

Commerce 

4 Request:  Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/23/19 at Robbins Memorial 

Town Hall for "Beats for EATS' Fundraiser - Lauren Ledge, Arlington EATS 

5 Request:  Special (one Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/30/19 at Robbins Memorial 

Town Hall for "Hardy School Silent Auction' Fundraiser - Patsy O'Brien, Hardy 

School PTO 

6 Request:  Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/31/19 at Robbins Memorial 

Town Hall for a Private Event - Cathy Cabrera 

7 Reappointment:  Board ofo Youth Services, Justine Bloch (term to expire 1/31/2022 

8 For Approval:  Common Victualler License, Villa House of Pizza, 1367 

Massachusetts Avenue, Sumendra Shrestha 

9 For Discussion and Approval:  Authorization to Execute Consolidated Revised 

Community Host Agreement with "Apothca, Inc." Previously known as the 

Massachusetts Patient Foundation and Provide Letter of Non-Opposition, 

Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager, Douglas, Town Counsel 

10 Articles for Review: 

Article 27 - Bylaw Amendment/Time Limit for Town Meeting Speakers 

Article 30 Bylaw Amendment Waterline Replacement 

Article 35 Bylaw Amendment/Short-Term Rental Regulations 

Article 41 - Vote/Arlington Redevelopment Board Membership and Terms 
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Article 53 - Endorsement of Parking Benefit District Expenditures 

Article 78 - Resolution/Indigenous Peoples' Day 

FINAL 

VOTES & 

COMMENTS 

Article 31 Bylaw Amendment/Rename Community Preservation Committee 

Article 32 Bylaw Amendment/Tree Protection and Preservation 

Article 33 Bylaw Amendment/Notice of Demolition 

Article 36 Vote/Election Modernization Study Group 

Article 37 Vote/Remove Police Chief From Civil Service 

Article 42 Home Rule Legislation/Town Treasurer 

Article 47 Acceptance of Legislation/PEG Access Fund 

Article 50 Local Option/Short Term Rental Impact Fees 
   

  

 

 

 



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Request: AHS Ice Cream Fundraiser for Dana-Farber Cancer Institute (DFCI)

Summary:
Jefferson Cutter House Lawn, May 18, 2019 (rain date May 19th), 10:30 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.
Sagar Rastogi
The AHS Scoops Club

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material AHS_Scoops_Club_.pdf Request from the AHS Scoops Club





Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Legal Ad Only - Change of Stock Interest - All Alcohol License

Summary:
Shu Ying Zeng, 303A Broadway, Fusion Taste
(Approved 02.25.2019 meeting) 

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material Fusion_Taste_Change_of_Stock_Interest_Application.pdf Common Victualler Application













License Notification – All Alcohol Beverages  
 
  LEGAL NOTICE 
  PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
In accordance with Chapter 138 of the Massachusetts General Laws and the regulations 
of the Arlington Select Board there will be a public hearing on the petition of Y Plus Y, 
Inc. d/b/a Fusion Taste, Shu Ying Zeng, Manager/President located at 303A Broadway, 
Arlington, MA 02474, for a license change of New Stockholder/Transfer of Stock This 
hearing will take place on Monday, March 25, 2019 at 7:15 p.m. in the Select Board 
Chambers, Second Floor, Town Hall, 730 Massachusetts Avenue, Arlington, MA. 
 
  Arlington Select Board  
 

Daniel J. Dunn 
  Diane M. Mahon  
  Joseph A. Curro, Jr. 
  John V. Hurd 
  Clarissa Rowe 
   
3/21/19 Arlington Advocate edition  
 
   
   
 
 
 
 



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Request: Special (One Day) Beer & Wine License, 3/31/19 @ Whittemore Robbins House for a Private
Event

Summary:
Mary Marcel

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material Marcel_Special_License_Application.pdf Special Beer and Wine Application

















Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Appointment of New Election Workers: (1) Camilla B. Haase, 88 Park Ave., D, Pct. 20; (2) Robert J.
Largenton, 10 Webster St., D, Pct. 13; (3) Marilyn A. Scribner, 81 Gloucester St., U, Pct. 10

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material Election_Workers_Master_Record.pdf Election Workers Records









Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Request: One Space, Handicap and Overnight Parking @ 1277 Massachusetts Avenue

Summary:
Michelle F. Connolly

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material 1277_Mass._Ave..pdf Police Recommendation, Handicap

Application, Meeting Notice





















Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Discussion & Vote: Grant Application to Eversource for Electric Vehicle Charging Station Installation

Summary:
Ken Pruitt, Energy Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material EV_Presentation_to_Select_Board.pdf Electric Vehicle Charging Presentation















Railroad Lot 



Park Avenue 



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Discussion & Vote: Visibility Improvements for Safety at Crosswalk Near Trader Joe’s and Starbucks

Summary:
Daniel Amstutz, Senior Transportation Planner

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material Crosswalk_at_Trader_Joes_Safety_Improvements.pdf Memo from Planning Department



TOWN OF ARLINGTON 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING and 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 

TOWN HALL, 730 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE 
ARLINGTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02476 

TELEPHONE 781-316-3090 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
To: Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 
  
From: Daniel Amstutz, Senior Transportation Planner 
 
CC: Jennifer Raitt, Director, Department of Planning and Community Development 
 Michael Rademacher, Director, Department of Public Works 
 Juliann Flaherty, Acting Chief of Police, Arlington Police Department 
 
Date: February 28, 2019 
  
RE: Visibility Improvements for Safety at Crosswalk Near Trader Joe’s and Starbucks 
 
Since the beginning of the year, there have been three pedestrian crashes at the crosswalk 
on Massachusetts Avenue in front of Trader Joe’s/Starbucks in Arlington Heights. All three 
pedestrians were struck in the crosswalk while crossing Mass Ave. Staff from the Department 
of Planning and Community Development, Arlington Police Department, and Department of 
Public Works have reviewed the situation at the crosswalk and have discussed 
recommendations for short and long term pedestrian safety improvements at this location. 
 
Location Context, Crash Data, and Staff Observations 
 
The marked crosswalk is at the intersection of Mass Ave and Dundee Road and crosses Mass 
Ave directly in front of the building housing the Starbucks and Trader Joe’s in Arlington 
Heights. The crosswalk is uncontrolled, meaning there are no traffic control devices (such as a 
STOP sign or traffic signal) to designate right of way for pedestrians versus automobile 
drivers. However, drivers must yield the right of way to pedestrians when pedestrians are in 
the crosswalk.  
 
The three crashes at this crosswalk all occurred while the pedestrians were in the crosswalk, 
based on the police reports provided by the Arlington Police Department. The crashes 
occurred on January 3, 16, and 19. All of the crashes occurred under low light conditions: two 
of the crashes occurred at around 7:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m., while one occurred at 6:50 a.m. 
One was a hit and run; in the other two cases, the drivers remained at the scene and said 
they did not see the pedestrian in the crosswalk before the crash. The pedestrians were in 
the process of crossing the street at the time of the crashes. 
 
Observations at the location by DPCD staff were done on a weekday morning between 8:15-
9:00 a.m. Parking is clearly well-used at this location, even early in the morning. Drivers 
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parking on-street usually went into Starbucks for a short time before leaving again. The 
crosswalk was also used fairly frequently, with around a dozen pedestrians using the 
crosswalk during the period of observation. 

 
 
Besides the standard “ladder” crosswalk pavement markings indicating the crossing, there 
are also advance pedestrian warning signs for the crosswalk and an in-road pedestrian 
warning sign. However, there are several issues with this crosswalk that limit visibility of 
pedestrians entering the crosswalk: 
 

• Drivers are allowed to park on-street immediately adjacent to either side of the 
crosswalk on the Starbucks side of the road, without any clear space between the 
vehicle and the crosswalk. On the other side of Mass Ave at Dundee Road, vehicles 
can similarly park right up to the crosswalk (but not on the other side since that is in 
the intersection with Dundee Road). This severely limits the visibility of pedestrians 
entering the crosswalk. 

• Eastbound on Mass Ave approaching the crosswalk, there is a sign for the Mystic 
Valley Freemasons Lodge that is badly worn with peeling paint. This sign is directly in 
front of the advance pedestrian warning sign for the crosswalk and partially blocks its 
visibility. 

• There is a street light on a utility pole on the Trader Joe’s side of Mass Ave 
approximately 25’ east of the crosswalk. This appears to be the closest street light to 
the crosswalk. There is a utility pole directly adjacent to the crosswalk on the opposite 
side of the street (near Dundee Road), but there is no street light on this pole. Using a 
light meter, DPW has confirmed that light levels are low at this location during night 
time. 

Figure 1: Mass Ave at Dundee Road/Trader Joe’s Crosswalk 
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• Pedestrians must cross the entire length of the street, a distance of approximately 
48’. This increases the exposure of pedestrians to vehicle traffic as they cross. At an 
average walking speed of 3.5 feet per second, it can take pedestrians 13 seconds to 
cross the street here. Due to the presence of on-street parking, pedestrians usually 
must already be in the street for them to be seen by drivers. 

 
Although not related specifically to visibility, the vehicle travel lanes in this segment of Mass 
Ave are 15’ wide, which can contribute to higher speeds by drivers. Higher speeds increase 
the distance by which drivers can safely stop to yield to pedestrians, limits their reaction 
time, and reduces their field of vision in order to see pedestrians at the edge of the road in 
the first place.  

 
 
 
 
 
Short Term Improvements 
 
The following short term improvements (that can be implemented immediately or in the next 
few months) are recommended to improve pedestrian visibility and thus safety at this 
crosswalk: 
 

• Parking should be restricted with appropriate signage before the crosswalk on the 
eastbound and westbound approaches to improve visibility. Generally, 20 feet (the 
length of one parking space) is recommended as a best practice for pedestrian safety 
for crosswalks. The Transportation Advisory Committee voted to approve new 
crosswalk guidelines that include the 20 foot parking restriction as a guideline at their 
January 2019 meeting. However, due to site constraints, the recommendation for 
each side are as follows: 

Figure 2: Vehicles parked directly before the crosswalk block visibility of pedestrians 
entering the crosswalk 
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o On the westbound side, closest to Starbucks, there is a 15’ gap between a 
handicap parking spot and the crosswalk. To avoid moving this parking spot, 
simply removing parking in between the crosswalk and the handicap spot is 
sufficient. 

o On the eastbound side, parking should be restricted before the crosswalk by 
20’. 

• Parking should be restricted five feet following the crosswalk on the westbound side 
to enable motorists to exit the next parking space without backing into the crosswalk.  

• Pavement markings should be used to further indicate that parking in these locations 
is not allowed. Hatch marks (i.e., diagonal lines) can be used for this purpose. A similar 
treatment can be observed on the westbound side of Mass Ave approaching the 
crosswalk at Water Street/Peg Spengler Way. 

• The Mystic Valley Freemasons sign should be removed to prevent it from blocking 
visibility of the pedestrian crosswalk signs. It is in poor condition and may be returned 
to the local Lodge. It could also be moved to a more appropriate location along the 
corridor, but preferably as a new sign. 

• Considering that all three crashes occurred in low light conditions, and DPW has 
confirmed the low light levels, Town staff (including DPW, APD, and DPCD) will 
explore lighting options to better illuminate the crosswalk, including installing a new 
street light if necessary. DPW will evaluate the lighting conditions to make this 
determination and the proper location of a new light. 

 
Long Term Improvements 
 
Certain potential improvements will require more study or will be more costly to implement. 
Longer-term improvements may include: 
 

• Curb extensions should be considered at this location to improve visibility and reduce 
the crossing distance for pedestrians. 

• Narrowing of travel lanes on Mass Ave to encourage speed reduction at or below 
posted speeds. This may also allow for the installation of full bicycle lanes through this 
portion of Mass Ave. 

• A thorough evaluation of the intersections of Mass Ave and Dundee Road and Mass 
Ave and Paul Revere Road to recommend improvements for pedestrian safety. This 
evaluation could include a review of potential geometric changes to both 
intersections, crash data, signalization including a full traffic signal or pedestrian 
signal, and parking needs. The locations of the existing crosswalks at the section of 
Mass Ave should also be reviewed through this process. 

 
Conclusion 
 
Staff request the Select Board approve implementing the parking restrictions at this location. 
Staff plan to implement the updates to street lighting and adjustments to warning signage as 
well. Long term improvements will be included in staff long term planning and review for 
future project work. Please advise if further questions or clarifications about this request are 
needed. 
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www.abac.arlington.ma.us 

February 27, 2019 
 
TO:  Arlington Select Board 
 
CC:  Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 
  Howard Muise, Transportation Advisory Committee 

Daniel Amstutz, Department of Planning & Community                 
Development 

 
FROM: Christopher Tonkin, chairperson, 
  Arlington Bicycle Advisory Committee (ABAC) 
 
RE:  Support for Electric-Bicycle Legislation  

  
 
 
During our February 20th meeting, the Arlington Bicycle Advisory Committee (ABAC) voted to 
request your municipal support for pending state legislation regarding the definition and 
regulation of low-powered, pedal-assist electric bicycles.  
 
Pedal-assist electric bicycles have become popular for various reasons.  With an e-bike, more 
people can ride more often, farther, and for more trips.  E-bikes are designed to be as safe as 
traditional bicycles and benefit people who may be discouraged from riding a traditional bicycle 
due to limited physical ability, hilly terrain, or convenience.   
 
An Act Relative to Electric Bicycles (HD.1596 / SD.1882) was recently introduced in the 
Massachusetts Legislature.  This bill clarifies the definition of electric bicycles, recommends 
basic regulations to treat low-speed electric bikes as regular bikes, and empowers municipalities 
to regulate their use on roads, trails, and paths (including the Minuteman Bikeway).  This 
legislation will help our efforts to promote sensible and safe electric-bicycle usage, clarify how  
e-bikes are defined in Massachusetts law, and provide guidelines for where they can be ridden.  
 
For reference, see the two attachments related to this e-bike bill. 
 
On a related topic, Lime is now proposing to operate more pedal-assist, electric Lime-E bikes in 
Arlington and surrounding communities this year for their regional dockless bike-sharing system.  
Again, this proposed legislation would clarify and regulate how low-powered electric bikes can 
be operated on roads, bike lanes, and bike paths like the Minuteman Bikeway.  
 
ABAC supports this e-bike bill, and we request that you consider endorsing it with our local state 
representatives on behalf of the Town.  We would be happy to attend one of your upcoming 
meetings to discuss this topic further; please contact me with any comments or questions.  I can 
be reached at tonkinc@comcast.net or 617-974-3349. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Attachments: 

• Text of An Act Relative to Electric Bicycles (HD.1596 / SD.1882) 
• Summary information on the proposed Massachusetts E-Bike Law 

mailto:tonkinc@comcast.net
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The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
_________________

PRESENTED BY:

Dylan A. Fernandes and Jonathan Hecht
_________________

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in General
Court assembled:

The undersigned legislators and/or citizens respectfully petition for the adoption of the accompanying bill:

An Act relative to electric bicycles.
_______________

PETITION OF:

NAME: DISTRICT/ADDRESS:
Dylan A. Fernandes Barnstable, Dukes and Nantucket
Jonathan Hecht 29th Middlesex
Michelle L. Ciccolo 15th Middlesex
Mike Connolly 26th Middlesex
Brendan P. Crighton Third Essex
Julian Cyr Cape and Islands
James B. Eldridge Middlesex and Worcester
Tricia Farley-Bouvier 3rd Berkshire
Sean Garballey 23rd Middlesex
Donald F. Humason, Jr. Second Hampden and Hampshire
Hannah Kane 11th Worcester
Mathew J. Muratore 1st Plymouth
Denise Provost 27th Middlesex
David M. Rogers 24th Middlesex
John H. Rogers 12th Norfolk
Jeffrey N. Roy 10th Norfolk
John C. Velis 4th Hampden
David T. Vieira 3rd Barnstable
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Tommy Vitolo 15th Norfolk
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HOUSE DOCKET, NO. 1596        FILED ON: 1/16/2019

HOUSE  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  No.         
[Pin Slip]

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts

_______________

In the One Hundred and Ninety-First General Court
(2019-2020)

_______________

An Act relative to electric bicycles.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court assembled, and by the authority 
of the same, as follows:

1 SECTION 1. Section 1 of Chapter 90 of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 

2 Official Edition, is hereby amended by adding the following definition: -

3       “Electric bicycle” shall mean a bicycle or tricycle equipped with fully operable pedals 

4 and an electric motor of less than 750 watts that meets the requirements of one of the following 

5 three classes:

6 (a) “Class 1 electric bicycle” shall mean an electric bicycle equipped with a motor that 

7 provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling, and that ceases to provide assistance when 

8 the bicycle reaches the speed of 20 miles per hour.

9 (b) “Class 2 electric bicycle” shall mean an electric bicycle equipped with a motor that 

10 may be used exclusively to propel the bicycle, and that is not capable of providing assistance 

11 when the bicycle reaches the speed of 20 miles per hour.
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12 (c) “Class 3 electric bicycle” shall mean an electric bicycle equipped with a motor that 

13 provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling, and that ceases to provide assistance when 

14 the bicycle reaches the speed of 28 miles per hour.

15 SECTION 2. Section 1 of Chapter 90 of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 

16 Official Edition, is hereby amended by inserting, in line 265, after the word “hour.” the 

17 following sentence:- The definition of “motorized bicycle” shall not include an electric bicycle.

18 SECTION 3. Section 1 of Chapter 90 of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 

19 Official Edition, is hereby amended by inserting, in line 270, after the word “motorcycle” the 

20 following words:- or electric bicycle

21 SECTION 4. Section 1 of Chapter 90 of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 

22 Official Edition, is hereby amended by inserting, in line 288, after the word “include ” the 

23 following words:- electric bicycles or

24 SECTION 5. Section 1 of Chapter 90D of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 

25 Official Edition, is hereby amended by inserting, in line 25, after the word “include ” the 

26 following words:- electric bicycles or

27 SECTION 6. Chapter 85 of the General Laws, as appearing in the 2016 Official Edition, 

28 is hereby amended by inserting after section 11B1/2 the following section:-

29 Section 11B3/4. For the purposes of this section, the terms “electric bicycle,” “class 1 

30 electric bicycle,” “class 2 electric bicycle,” and “class 3 electric bicycle” shall have the same 

31 definitions as in section 1 of chapter 90.  The terms “bike path,” “bike lane,” and “bike route” 

32 shall have the same definitions as in section 1 of chapter 90E.
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33 Electric bicycles and operators of electric bicycles shall be subject to the following 

34 regulations:

35 (1) Except as otherwise provided in this section, an electric bicycle or an operator of an 

36 electric bicycle shall be afforded all the rights and privileges, and be subject to all of the duties, 

37 of a bicycle or the operator of a bicycle. Electric bicycles may be ridden on a street, road, way, 

38 bike lane, bike path or bike route that is open for use by bicycles; provided, however:

39 (i) A municipality, local authority or state agency having jurisdiction over a bike path or 

40 shared-use path may prohibit the operation of class 1 or class 2 electric bicycles on that path. 

41 (ii) Class 3 electric bicycles shall not be ridden on a bike path or shared-use path unless 

42 permitted by the municipality, local authority or state agency having jurisdiction over that path.

43 (iii) This subsection shall not apply to a trail designated for nonmotorized traffic if such 

44 trail has a natural surface tread made by clearing and grading the soil and no surfacing materials 

45 have been added. A municipality, local authority or state agency may regulate the use of electric 

46 bicycles on such a trail within its jurisdiction.

47 (2) Electric bicycles shall comply with the equipment and manufacturing requirements 

48 for bicycles adopted by the United States Consumer Product Safety Commission established in 

49 16 C.F.R. 1512.

50 (3) On and after January 1, 2020, manufacturers and distributors of electric bicycles shall 

51 apply a label that is permanently affixed, in a prominent location, to each electric bicycle 

52 containing the classification number, top assisted speed, and motor wattage of the electric 

53 bicycle.
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54 (4) A person shall not tamper with or modify an electric bicycle so as to change the 

55 motor-powered speed capability or engagement of an electric bicycle, unless they appropriately 

56 replace the label required by subsection (3).

57 (5) Class 3 electric bicycles shall be subject to the following additional regulations:

58 (i) No person under the age of sixteen (16) may operate a class 3 electric bicycle.  A 

59 person under the age of sixteen (16) may ride as a passenger on a class 3 electric bicycle that is 

60 designed to accommodate passengers.

61 (ii) All operators and passengers of class 3 electric bicycles shall wear a properly fitted 

62 and fastened bicycle helmet that meets the standards provided by either the United States 

63 Consumer Product Safety Commission or the American Society for Testing and Materials, or 

64 standards subsequently established by those entities. A violation of this clause shall not be used 

65 as evidence of contributory negligence in a civil action.

66 (iii) All class 3 electric bicycles must be equipped with a speedometer that displays the 

67 speed the bicycle is traveling in miles per hour.

68 (iv) A municipality or local authority having jurisdiction over streets, roads, or ways may 

69 prohibit the operation of class 3 electric bicycles on those streets, roads, or ways.

70 The Secretary of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation may promulgate 

71 additional regulations regarding electric bicycles in the Commonwealth, including but not 

72 limited to their safe operation and proper labeling. The Secretary shall submit any such proposed 

73 regulations to the Clerks of the House and Senate and to the Joint Committee on Transportation 

74 at least 30 days prior to their effective date.
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If you have any questions or want a copy of the final bill language: 
for HD 1596 please reach out to Elizabeth Roche at Elizabeth.Roche@masshouse.gov
for SD 1882 please reach out to Christopher Smith at Christopher.Smith@masenate.gov

An Act relative to electric bicycles
HD 1596 - Representative Dylan Fernandes
               Representative Jonathan Hecht
SD 1882 -  Senator Sal DiDomenico



 
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Town of Arlington  
Planning and Community Development Department, 730 Mass Ave,  
Arlington MA, 02476 
c/o Daniel Amstutz 
 
To:  Select Board 
From:  Arlington Transportation Advisory Committee 
Subject:  Electric Bicycles 
Date:  March 18, 2019 
 
At its March 13 meeting, the Arlington Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) voted to support the 
Arlington Bicycle Advisory Committee’s (ABAC) request for your endorsement of pending state 
legislation regarding the definition and regulation of low-powered, pedal-assist electric bicycles. The 
proposed legislation would define three classifications of electric bicycles, establish basic regulations to 
treat low-speed electric bicycles as regular bicycles, and empower municipalities to regulate their use on 
roads, trails, and paths (e.g., the Minuteman Bikeway).  TAC agrees with ABAC that this legislation would 
help promote sensible and safe electric-bicycle usage, clarify how e-bikes are defined in Massachusetts 
law, and provide guidelines for where they can be ridden.  
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Howard Muise, Chair 
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TOWN OF ARLINGTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 02476-4908 

 
March 25, 2019 
 
David J. Mohler 
Executive Director 
Office of Transportation Planning 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
10 Park Plaza 
Boston, MA 02116 
 
Re: Safe Routes to Schools Infrastructure Grant Application Results 
 
Dear Mr. Mohler: 
 
 Thank you for selecting the Town of Arlington’s Hemlock Street and Dickson 
Avenue Improvement Project to move to the next phase of funding through the MA Safe 
Routes to School Infrastructure Grant Program. This project will fill a critical 
infrastructure gap for residents walking in the neighborhood and children and parents 
traveling to and from the M. Norcross Stratton Elementary School in Arlington. 
Providing safe infrastructure to access schools by walking and bicycling is a key goal of 
the Town. We are committed to supporting the project through its planning, development, 
and construction, and to ensure it is completed in a timely manner.  
 We look forward to working with MassDOT on the next steps of developing this 
project. Should you have any questions, please contact Daniel Amstutz, Senior 
Transportation Planner, at damstutz@town.arlington.ma.us or at 781-316-3093. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Dan Dunn, Chair 
Select Board 
 
Cc: Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 
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ARLINGTON SELECT BOARD 

 

 

HOST COMMUNITY AGREEMENT PROCEES & CRITERIA 

 

I. Statement of Purpose: 

 The purpose of this policy is to outline the process and criteria by which Host 
Community Agreements (“HCAs”) will be authorized by the Select Board for existing or 
prospective marijuana establishments.  It is likely that there will be a greater number of 
applicants than available permits/licenses.  Thus, the Board anticipates that selection criteria will 
determine not only general suitability, but the best fits for Arlington in a competitive market.  
The Town Manager shall negotiate specific details and execute HCAs consistent with Board 
findings for approved applicants. 
 

II. Summary of Marijuana Establishment Licensing and Permitting in Arlington 
 

The Select Board holds a limited, but important role as the first step of the lengthy 
process of licensing, permitting, and opening a marijuana establishment in Arlington.  As part of 
the legalization of adult-use (recreational) marijuana sales, M.G.L. c. 94G sec. 3(d) requires each 
marijuana establishments (recreational and medical) intending to site within Arlington execute 
an HCA as a condition of state licensure.1 While the Manager executes contracts and agreements 
for the Town, the language of c. 94G requires the Select Board’s authorization to enter such 
agreements with each applicant.  

 
  The scope of host agreements varies by community due to differences in municipal 

structure and where and how local permitting and licensing has been vested in each community.  
However, all HCAs set forth basic financial impact-mitigation as well as other identified 
responsibilities of marijuana establishments. 
 
  Here, the Arlington Redevelopment Board (“ARB”) and the Board of Health (“BOH”) 
are the entities primarily responsible for ensuring that marijuana establishments meet zoning 
standards and requirements (including siting restrictions) and state and local health and safety 
regulations respectively.  Accordingly, some areas which might be addressed in other 
communities by an HCA will be scrutinized during the special permit and license processes of 
the ARB and BOH, which will also impose conditions related to the time, place, and manner of 
marijuana establishment operations. 
 

                                                           
1 While the Town and the Massachusetts Patient Foundation/Apothca entered an HCA for the medical dispensary on 
Water Street in February of 2016, it should be noted that HCAs were not a required by law at that time.  
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Draft FY20 Override Commitments 
 
 

1. Exercise fiscal discipline, and provide quality municipal services. 
a. Commit to no Proposition 2½ overrides for at least four years. 

b. Continue to increase general education operating budgets by 3.5% annually. 

c. Continue to increase general government operating budgets by 3.25% annually. 

d. Continue to fund special education cost growth at a rate of 7% per year. 

 

2. Respond to ongoing school enrollment growth pressures. 
Increase the education budget for future enrollment increases at a rate of 50% of per pupil expenditures. 

 

3. Build Arlington’s future. 
a. Phase in funding of the School Committee’s Multi-Year Plan to: address the impact of explosive 

enrollment growth of 27% since 2011; improve instruction; close the achievement gap for high needs 

students; ensure safe and supportive schools; and attract, retain, and develop talented staff.  Adopt 

the following schedule of increases to base operating budgets: FY20 - $600,000; FY21 - $600,000; 

FY22 - $800,000; FY23 - $800,000. 

b. Improve mobility for all residents, and support the goals of the Town’s Complete Streets and 

Age-Friendly Community initiatives by adding $250,000 to the base budget for pedestrian 

infrastructure and senior transportation. 

 

4. Minimize impact on taxpayers, particularly seniors and others with income challenges. 
a. Advance new tax relief programs, including a municipal circuit breaker and increased eligibility for 

property tax deferral options, and publicize existing relief programs. 

b. Remove certain water and sewer debt costs from property tax bills. 

c. Pursue new revenue sources. 

d. Work with financial leadership to develop bonding schedules that will minimize single-year tax 

increases and debt service costs related to the Arlington High School rebuild. 

 

5. Protect against future fiscal shocks, and maintain the Town’s strong bond rating. 
Maintain financial reserves at 5% or better for the duration of the four-year plan. 

https://www.arlingtonma.gov/home/showdocument?id=30274
https://www.aarp.org/content/dam/aarp/home-and-family/livable-communities/2013-12/3-age-friendly-cities-checklist.pdf
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Town of Arlington 

 
Adam W. Chapdelaine 730 Massachusetts Avenue 
Town Manager  Arlington MA 02476-4908 
Diane M. Mahon, Chair Phone (781) 316-3020 
Board of Selectmen  

  
  

Arlington Complete Streets Policy and Guidelines 
Adopted by Board of Selectmen on April 11, 2016 
Accepted by MassDOT on 5/16/16 
 
 
Purpose and Goals 
The purpose of this policy is to improve the quality of life in Arlington by: 

• Promoting a sustainable, cohesive, connected transportation network 
• Improving access and safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, transit riders, and 

freight carriers.  
• Facilitating better pedestrian, bicycle and transit travel for users of all ages and 

abilities throughout the Town. 
• Improving overall safety and ADA/AAB accessibility for users of all modes of 

transportation. 
• Developing and supporting a transportation system that accommodates active 

transportation modes that promote public health. 
• Promoting economic development by encouraging accessible, safe and compact 

business districts 
 
Applicability: 

• Complete Streets elements shall be incorporated into all roadway, bridge and 
development projects, including new construction, reconstruction, and municipal 
road repair or expansion wherever possible and where road widths allow.  Roads 
designated as Arterials and Collectors1 shall receive priority for Complete Streets 
treatment. 

• Safe access for all modes shall be maintained during construction and maintenance 
activities, including temporary traffic controls and snow removal, to the fullest 
extent possible. 

• The network of streets, sidewalks and bike lanes shall be connected in a cohesive 
way, and coordinated with streets in abutting communities. 

                                                
1 “Arterials” and “Collectors” are designated by MassDOT.  A map showing Road Functional 
Classification is attached to this policy. 
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• Complete Streets principles shall be applied to new streets constructed on private 
property as part of private development projects, through the permitting and review 
process.  Such streets shall be interconnected with the Town’s street network in a 
way that furthers the purposes of this policy.  The Arlington Redevelopment Board 
(ARB), acting as the Town’s Planning Board, shall adopt these or similar guidelines 
to apply to projects under its jurisdiction.   

 
Design Guidelines 
This Complete Streets policy complies with the following guidelines:  

• The Town of Arlington “Context Sensitive Bike Facility Design Guide Matrix”, 
adopted by Selectmen, December, 2014  

• Massachusetts Department of Transportation Project Design and Development 
Guidebook 

• The latest edition of American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials 
(AASHTO) A Policy on Geometric Design of Highway and Streets 

• The United States Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration’s 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

• 2012 MBTA Bus Stop Design Guide (draft), PROWAG).  
• The Architectural Access Board (AAB) 521 CMR Rules and Regulations 

 
The Town will follow guidelines to provide appropriate accommodation for all users within 
the constraints of the project.  Design solutions shall reflect the unique context and 
character of surrounding built and natural environments in Arlington. At a minimum, the 
following shall be considered: 

1. Pedestrian accommodation shall be fully considered in the design of intersections 
including crossings and pedestrian curb cut ramp locations, minimizing curb radii at 
corners, pedestrian capacity, and traffic control.  All new and reconstructed 
sidewalks will be accessible to and usable by persons with disabilities in accordance 
with Americans with Disabilities Act and the Massachusetts Architectural Access 
Board. 

2.On roads that are on the Town of Arlington Bike Facility Network Map2 dedicated 
bicycle facilities including conventional and physically separated bike lanes or 
cycle tracks must be fully considered in the design of streets and intersections 
wherever possible.   

3.Where motorized and non-motorized users cannot be separated, traffic calming shall 
be considered.   
 

Implementation 
• The Director of Public Works (“The Director”) shall be the primary administrator of 

this policy.  The Director shall work in concert with the Town Manager, the Town 
Engineer, Police Traffic Division, Transportation Advisory Committee, and Bicycle 
Advisory Committee. This policy shall be the policy of the Board of Selectmen, the 
Traffic Authority for the Town of Arlington. 

                                                
2 Massachusetts Avenue, Lowell Street, Park Avenue, Park Avenue Extension, Summer Street, Mill 
Street, Mystic Street, Mystic Valley Parkway, Chestnut Street, Medford Street, Pleasant Street, Warren 
Street, Broadway, River Street, Bates Road, Lake Street. 
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• The Director shall maintain an inventory of the existence and condition of pedestrian, 
bicycle, and transit facility infrastructure, and will use it to prioritize projects to 
eliminate gaps in the sidewalk, bikeway, and transit network and increase safety for 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.   

• Prioritization and project funding criteria shall favor all modes equally.   
• Efforts shall be made to educate the public and Town employees about Complete 

Streets principles. 
 
Jurisdiction 

• Any project receiving funding from state, federal or private entities is expected to 
follow a Complete Streets approach.   

• Any project that works in conjunction with other state, local or private agencies or 
entities is expected to follow a Complete Streets approach.   

• Exceptions may apply, as outlined in the following section. 
 
Exceptions 
Under certain circumstances it may not be possible or appropriate to provide a Complete 
Street.  Such circumstances might include: 

• A roadway or facility intended exclusively for motor vehicles, such as State Route 2, 
or one that is meant to exclude motor vehicles, such as the Minuteman Bikeway. 

• An existing right-of-way with insufficient width for separate bicycle or pedestrian 
accommodation, or where topography prevents bicycle accommodation.  In the case 
of insufficient width, alternatives shall be considered, in keeping with the “Context 
Sensitive Bike Facility Design Guide Matrix”, adopted by the Board of Selectmen 
in December, 2014. 

• A circumstance where cost or impacts of accommodation are excessively 
disproportionate to the need or probable future use. 

• Lightly travelled Local Streets3 
 

Performance Measures 
The Town shall develop performance measures to periodically assess the rate, success and 
effectiveness of its Complete Streets Policy.  A Working Group made up of representatives 
of the Police Department and the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) as designated 
by the Town Manager will determine frequency of assessment and appropriate metrics for 
analyzing the success of this policy.  These metrics may include: 

• Total number of new bicycle lanes 
• Linear feet of new or improved pedestrian accommodations 
• Number of intersection improvements made to improve mobility and safety for 

vehicles, pedestrians, and bicycles 
• Decreased rate of crashes by mode 
• Increased rate of children walking or bicycling to school 
• Changes to the number of trips by mode. 

 
 

                                                
3 “Local Streets” is a functional classification made by MassDOT.  A map showing Road Functional 
Classification is attached to this policy. 



Complete Streets and  
Age-Friendly Community Initiatives 

Complete Streets 
In 2015, Town Meeting accepted Complete Streets legislation.  The following year, the Select Board 
adopted a policy to make Arlington streets better and safer for all modes of travel—walking, biking, driving, 
and transit. The policy encourages the Town to consider all modes when making street and sidewalk repairs 
and improvements. 
 
The policy was developed by the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC), in consultation with the 
Departments of Public Works and Planning and Community Development. In May 2016, the policy was 
endorsed by the Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT), making the Town eligible for 
funding under the State’s Complete Streets Program.  In September 2016, Lieutenant Governor Karyn 
Polito visited Arlington and signed a Commonwealth Community Compact, which contained a reaffirmation 
by the Town to support Complete Streets principles. 
 
Consistent with its emphasis on the need to support all modes of transit in any roadway improvement 
project, Arlington’s Complete Streets Policy seeks to readjust the balance of transportation infrastructure, 
which has historically favored automobiles.  Specifically, the policy includes as a purpose and goal: 
 

Facilitating better pedestrian, bicycle and transit travel for users of all ages and abilities throughout 
the Town. 
 

One of the associated implementation actions is to “maintain an inventory of the existence and condition of 
pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facility infrastructure, and will use it to prioritize projects to eliminate gaps in 
the sidewalk, bikeway, and transit network and increase safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.” 
 
The policy specifies performance measures to assess effectiveness, including:  
 

● Linear feet of new or improved pedestrian accommodations. 
● Number of intersection improvements made to improve mobility and safety for vehicles, pedestrians, 

and bicycles. 
● Increased rate of children walking or bicycling to school. 

 
A commitment of the last override in 2011 was to add $400,000 to the roadway construction budget.  This 
commitment has been maintained. 
 
Augmentation of funding for pedestrian infrastructure and transit options in this override will assist the Town 
in fulfilling Complete Streets Policy goals and will address a frequently expressed desire of Arlington 



residents and business owners.  A doubling in the number of weekday walkers — as measured by the 
Transportation Advisory Committee between 2011 and 2016 — serves as but one indicator of the value of 
this investment. 

Age-Friendly Community 
In 2016, the Council on Aging held a special meeting to discuss the American Association of Retired 
Persons (AARP) Age-Friendly Community initiative.  As described by AARP: 
 

The AARP Network of Age-Friendly Communities is an affiliate of the World Health Organization’s 
Age-Friendly Cities and Communities Program, an international effort launched in 2006 to help cities 
prepare for rapid population aging and the parallel trend of urbanization. The program has 
participating communities in more than 20 nations, as well as 10 affiliates representing more than 
1,000 communities. 
 

The WHO defines eight domains of livability and provides communities with a toolkit and checklist of 
recommended actions supporting each domain.  The first two domains are Outdoor Spaces and Buildings 
and Transportation.  There is significant concordance between these action items and the spirit of the 
Complete Streets policy described above, including: 
 

● Pavements are well-maintained, free of obstructions and reserved for pedestrians. 
● Pavements are non-slip, are wide enough for wheelchairs and have dropped curbs to road level. 
● Pedestrian crossings are sufficient in number and safe for people with different levels and types of 

disability, with non-slip markings, visual and audio cues and adequate crossing times. 
● Specialized transportation is available for disabled people. 
● A voluntary transport service is available where public transportation is too limited. 

 
In early 2017, the Town of Arlington filed an application for designation as an Age-Friendly Community and 
was accepted into the network in exchange for a commitment to work toward the program goals.  A 
commitment for additional funding for pedestrian infrastructure and senior transportation will move this 
initiative forward. 
 
In this fiscal year to date, there has been a 23% increase in rides on Council on Aging vans, as compared to 
the same period last year.  The overall increase in rides is tied to moving medical rides to volunteer medical 
escort drivers and utilizing the van -- which is grant-funded -- for more people. There has also been a 
marked increase in “everyday errand runs,” indicating an unmet need and providing our seniors with more 
opportunities to go food shopping and to hairdressing appointments, visit the pharmacy and friends, and be 
more visible in their community, reducing isolation and ageism. 
 
The FY20 budget -- as currently proposed -- includes funding for a sustainable mobility plan that will 
ultimately guide the investments that are proposed here. 
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Checklist of Essential Features of 
Age-friendly Cities 
Th is checklist of essential age-friendly city features is based on the results of the WHO Global 
Age-Friendly Cities project consultation in 33 cities in 22 countries. Th e checklist is a tool for a 
city’s self-assessment and a map for charting progress. More detailed checklists of age-friendly 
city features are to be found in the WHO Global Age-Friendly Cities Guide. 

Th is checklist is intended to be used by individuals and groups interested in making their 
city more age-friendly. For the checklist to be eff ective, older people must be involved as full 
partners. In assessing a city’s strengths and defi ciencies, older people will describe how the 
checklist of features matches their own experience of the city’s positive characteristics and 
barriers. Th ey should play a role in suggesting changes and in implementing and monitoring 
improvements. 

Outdoor spaces and buildings
☐ Public areas are clean and pleasant.

☐ Green spaces and outdoor seating are 
suffi  cient in number, well-maintained 
and safe.

☐ Pavements are well-maintained, free of 
obstructions and reserved for pedestrians.

☐ Pavements are non-slip, are wide enough 
for wheelchairs and have dropped curbs to 
road level.

☐ Pedestrian crossings are suffi  cient in 
number and safe for people with diff erent 
levels and types of disability, with non-
slip markings, visual and audio cues and 
adequate crossing times.

☐ Drivers give way to pedestrians at intersec-
tions and pedestrian crossings.

☐ Cycle paths are separate from pavements 
and other pedestrian walkways.

☐ Outdoor safety is promoted by good street 
lighting, police patrols and community 
education.

☐ Services are situated together and are 
accessible.

☐ Special customer service arrangements 
are provided, such as separate queues or 
service counters for older people.

☐ Buildings are well-signed outside and 
inside, with suffi  cient seating and toilets, 
accessible elevators, ramps, railings and 
stairs, and non-slip fl oors.

☐ Public toilets outdoors and indoors are 
suffi  cient in number, clean, well-main-
tained and accessible.

Transportation
☐ Public transportation costs are consistent, 

clearly displayed and aff ordable.

☐ Public transportation is reliable and fre-
quent, including at night and on weekends 
and holidays.

☐ All city areas and services are accessible by 
public transport, with good connections 
and well-marked routes and vehicles.
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☐ Vehicles are clean, well-maintained, acces-
sible, not overcrowded and have priority 
seating that is respected.

☐ Specialized transportation is available for 
disabled people.

☐ Drivers stop at designated stops and beside 
the curb to facilitate boarding and wait for 
passengers to be seated before driving off .

☐ Transport stops and stations are conve-
niently located, accessible, safe, clean, well-
lit and well-marked, with adequate seating 
and shelter.

☐ Complete and accessible information is 
provided to users about routes, schedules 
and special needs facilities.

☐ A voluntary transport service is available 
where public transportation is too limited.

☐ Taxis are accessible and aff ordable, and 
drivers are courteous and helpful.

☐ Roads are well-maintained, with covered 
drains and good lighting.

☐ Traffi  c fl ow is well-regulated.

☐ Roadways are free of obstructions that 
block drivers’ vision.

☐ Traffi  c signs and intersections are visible 
and well-placed.

☐ Driver education and refresher courses are 
promoted for all drivers.

☐ Parking and drop-off  areas are safe, suffi  -
cient in number and conveniently located.

☐ Priority parking and drop-off  spots for 
people with special needs are available and 
respected.

Housing
☐ Suffi  cient, aff ordable housing is available 

in areas that are safe and close to services 
and the rest of the community.

☐ Suffi  cient and aff ordable home mainte-
nance and support services are available.

☐ Housing is well-constructed and provides 
safe and comfortable shelter from the 
weather.

☐ Interior spaces and level surfaces allow 
freedom of movement in all rooms and 
passageways.

☐ Home modifi cation options and supplies 
are available and aff ordable, and providers 
understand the needs of older people.

☐ Public and commercial rental housing is 
clean, well-maintained and safe.

☐ Suffi  cient and aff ordable housing for frail 
and disabled older people, with appropri-
ate services, is provided locally.

Social participation
☐ Venues for events and activities are con-

veniently located, accessible, well-lit and 
easily reached by public transport. 

☐ Events are held at times convenient for 
older people.

☐ Activities and events can be attended 
alone or with a companion.

☐ Activities and attractions are aff ordable, 
with no hidden or additional participa-
tion costs. 
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☐ Good information about activities and 
events is provided, including details about 
accessibility of facilities and transportation 
options for older people.

☐ A wide variety of activities is off ered to 
appeal to a diverse population of older 
people.

☐ Gatherings including older people are held 
in various local community spots, such as 
recreation centres, schools, libraries, com-
munity centres and parks.

☐ Th ere is consistent outreach to include 
people at risk of social isolation.

Respect and social inclusion
☐ Older people are regularly consulted by 

public, voluntary and commercial services 
on how to serve them better.

☐ Services and products to suit varying 
needs and preferences are provided by 
public and commercial services. 

☐ Service staff  are courteous and helpful.

☐ Older people are visible in the media, and 
are depicted positively and without stereo-
typing.

☐ Community-wide settings, activities and 
events attract all generations by accommo-
dating age-specifi c needs and preferences.

☐ Older people are specifi cally included in 
community activities for “families”.

☐ Schools provide opportunities to learn 
about ageing and older people, and involve 
older people in school activities.

☐ Older people are recognized by the com-
munity for their past as well as their pres-
ent contributions.

☐ Older people who are less well-off  have 
good access to public, voluntary and pri-
vate services.

Civic participation and employment
☐ A range of fl exible options for older vol-

unteers is available, with training, recog-
nition, guidance and compensation for 
personal costs.

☐ Th e qualities of older employees are well-
promoted.

☐ A range of fl exible and appropriately paid 
opportunities for older people to work is 
promoted.

☐ Discrimination on the basis of age alone is 
forbidden in the hiring, retention, promo-
tion and training of employees.

☐ Workplaces are adapted to meet the needs 
of disabled people.

☐ Self-employment options for older people 
are promoted and supported.

☐ Training in post-retirement options is 
provided for older workers.

☐ Decision-making bodies in public, pri-
vate and voluntary sectors encourage and 
facilitate membership of older people.

Communication and information
☐ A basic, eff ective communication system 

reaches community residents of all ages.

☐ Regular and widespread distribution of 
information is assured and a coordinated, 
centralized access is provided.
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☐ Regular information and broadcasts of 
interest to older people are off ered.

☐ Oral communication accessible to older 
people is promoted.

☐ People at risk of social isolation get one-to-
one information from trusted individuals.

☐ Public and commercial services provide 
friendly, person-to-person service on 
request.

☐ Printed information – including offi  cial 
forms, television captions and text on vi-
sual displays – has large lettering and the 
main ideas are shown by clear headings 
and bold-face type.

☐ Print and spoken communication uses 
simple, familiar words in short, straight-
forward sentences.

☐ Telephone answering services give in-
structions slowly and clearly and tell call-
ers how to repeat the message at any time.

☐ Electronic equipment, such as mobile 
telephones, radios, televisions, and bank 
and ticket machines, has large buttons and 
big lettering.

☐ Th ere is wide public access to computers 
and the Internet, at no or minimal charge, 
in public places such as government of-
fi ces, community centres and libraries.

Community and health services
☐ An adequate range of health and commu-

nity support services is off ered for promot-
ing, maintaining and restoring health. 

☐ Home care services include health and 
personal care and housekeeping.

☐ Health and social services are convenient-
ly located and accessible by all means of 
transport.

☐ Residential care facilities and designated 
older people’s housing are located close to 
services and the rest of the community.

☐ Health and community service facilities 
are safely constructed and fully accessible.

☐ Clear and accessible information is pro-
vided about health and social services for 
older people.

☐ Delivery of services is coordinated and 
administratively simple.

☐ All staff  are respectful, helpful and trained 
to serve older people.

☐ Economic barriers impeding access to 
health and community support services 
are minimized. 

☐ Voluntary services by people of all ages are 
encouraged and supported.

☐ Th ere are suffi  cient and accessible burial 
sites. 

☐ Community emergency planning takes 
into account the vulnerabilities and ca-
pacities of older people.

WHO/FCH/ALC/2007.1
© World Health Organization 2007. All rights reserved.
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Baseline Scenario 

Assumes 50% average student cost for enrollment growth, starting in FY20. 

Ch. 70:  FY20, Governor’s budget, then 4%, 3%, 2%, 1% increases. 

 

Baseline Scenario – Override 

 

Additional School and Town increases, Scenario:  6,6,8,8 & 250 – Baseline. 

 

Additional School and Town increases, Scenario:  6,6,8,8 & 250 – 4 year Override 

 

What If Summary Page.

FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26

Revenue 161,278,001 168,568,000 176,014,751 183,647,055 176,400,333 179,309,103 183,271,753 187,347,388

Expenses 161,278,001 168,568,000 176,014,751 183,647,055 191,372,108 199,913,115 208,636,374 217,485,423

Balance: Surplus or (Deficit) 0 0 0 0 (14,971,776) (20,604,012) (25,364,621) (30,138,035)

Stabilization Fund Balance 21,224,443 21,274,917 13,182,197 974,835 0 0 0 0

Stabilization Fund Use or (Deposit) (2,786,331) 50,474 (8,092,720) (12,207,362) 0 0 0 0

Override (Enter an Amount)

Years before next override

Avg. Single Family Tax Impact $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Additions

Town Additions

Notes: Assumes 50% per student growth starting in FY20

Ch. 70, FY20, Gov's, then 4%, 3%, 2%, 1%

FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26

Revenue 161,278,001 169,818,474 176,052,676 183,685,928 191,411,953 183,669,098 187,457,963 191,638,253

Expenses 161,278,001 169,818,474 176,052,676 183,685,928 191,411,953 199,953,956 208,678,236 217,528,332
Balance: Surplus or (Deficit) 0 0 0 0 0 (16,284,858) (21,220,273) (25,890,079)

Stabilization Fund Balance 21,224,443 24,974,917 20,636,772 12,277,849 275,888 0 0 0

Stabilization Fund Use or (Deposit) (2,786,331) 3,750,474 (4,338,145) (8,358,923) (12,001,960) 0 0 0

Override (Enter an Amount) 3,700,000

Years before next override 4

Avg. Single Family Tax Impact $250.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Additions

Town Additions

FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26

Revenue 161,278,001 169,418,000 177,493,876 182,292,765 175,425,498 179,309,103 183,271,753 187,347,388

Expenses 161,278,001 169,418,000 177,493,876 185,977,304 194,583,249 203,235,958 212,074,806 221,043,467
Balance: Surplus or (Deficit) 0 0 0 (3,684,539) (19,157,751) (23,926,855) (28,803,053) (33,696,079)

Stabilization Fund Balance 21,224,443 20,424,917 10,853,072 0 0 0 0 0

Stabilization Fund Use or (Deposit) (2,786,331) (799,526) (9,571,845) 0 0 0 0 0

Override (Enter an Amount)

Years before next override

Avg. Single Family Tax Impact $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Additions 600,000 600,000 800,000 800,000

Town Additions 250,000

FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26

Revenue 161,278,001 171,718,474 177,551,276 186,036,139 194,643,555 185,725,710 189,607,639 193,841,671

Expenses 161,278,001 171,718,474 177,551,276 186,036,139 194,643,555 203,297,771 212,138,165 221,108,410

Balance: Surplus or (Deficit) 0 0 0 0 0 (17,572,061) (22,530,526) (27,266,739)

Stabilization Fund Balance 21,224,443 26,024,917 22,135,672 13,422,726 235,255 0 0 0
Stabilization Fund Use or (Deposit) (2,786,331) 4,800,474 (3,889,245) (8,712,946) (13,187,470) 0 0 0

Override (Enter an Amount) 5,600,000

Years before next override 4

Avg. Single Family Tax Impact $379.10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

School Additions 600,000 600,000 800,000 800,000

Town Additions 250,000



Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Articles for Review:

Summary:
Article 79  Resolution/Overnight Parking Exemption Program for Medical and Financial                             
Hardships (tabled from 2/11/19 meeting)
Article 26  Bylaw Amendment/Billboards and Signs
Article 38  Vote/Set Senior Tax Deferral Limit
Article 39  Vote/Authorization to Deaccession Town Property-Library Art Prints
Article 40  Vote/Robbins Library Parking Costs (tabled from 2/11/19 meeting)
Article 43  Home Rule Legislation/Means-Tested Senior Tax Relief
Article 46  Acceptance of Legislation/Establishment of a Commission on Disabilities Fund                         
(tabled from 2/25/19 meeting)
Article 51  Endorsement of CDBG Application
Article 52  Revolving Funds
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Reference
Material Warrant_Article_Text_03.25.19.docx Warrant

Article Text
Reference
Material 3.25.19_mtg.docx Town Counsel

Comments

Reference
Material Article_38_Reference_Chapter_312_of_the_Acts_of_2018.pdf

W.A. #38 T.
Counsel
Supporting
Reference,
Ch. 312 of
Acts of 2018

Reference
Material W.A._#43_D._Heim_Suppoting_Reference.pdf

W.A. #43 T.
Counsel
Supporting
Reference

Reference
Material Parking_Fact_Sheet.pdf

W.A #79
Parking Fact
Sheet 2008-
Present

Reference
Material P.McKenna__reference_#79.pdf

W.A. #79 P.
McKenna
Reference

Reference
Material W.A._#79_L._Kiesel_Reference_3.25.19.pdf

W.A. #79 L.
Kiesel
Reference
3.25.19

Reference
Material W.A._#79_Original_Reference_from_2.11.19_meeting.pdf

W.A. #79
Original
Reference
from 2.11.19

Meeting



Meeting

Reference
Material W.A._#_26_Supporting_Memo_from_Deputy_Planning_Director.pdf

W.A. #26 E.
Zwirko
Reference

Reference
Material Warrant_Article_39_Art_Prints_Letter_Select_Board.pdf

W.A. #39
Letter from
Robbins
Library Board
of Trustees

Reference
Material Warrant_Article_39_Art_Prints_FAQ.pdf W.A. #39

FAQ
Reference
Material Art_Prints_Select_Board_pres_3.25.19.pdf W.A. #39

Powerpoint

Reference
Material Warrant_Article_Text_03.25.19.docx

W.A. #40
Original
Reference
from 2.11.19
Meeting

Reference
Material W.A._#46_Reference_D._Devney.pdf

W.A. #46 D.
Devney
Reference

Reference
Material W.A._#51_Grant_Evaluation_Criteria_and_CDBG_Subcommittee_Score_Sheet.pdf

W.A. #51
Grant
Evaluation
Criteria and
CDBG
Subcommittee
Score Sheet

Reference
Material W.A_#51_CDBG_Report_to_Town_Meeting.pdf

W.A. #51
CDBG
Report to
Town Meeting

Reference
Material W.A._#52_Revolving_Funds_Expenditures_FY18.pdf

W.A. #52
FY2018
Expenditure
Detail

Reference
Material W.A._#52_Revolving_Funds_Balances_FY18.pdf

W.A .#52
Revolving
Funds
Balances

Reference
Material 10_Registered_Voter_Letter.pdf 10 Registered

Voter Letter



ARTICLE 26         BYLAW AMENDMENT/BILLBOARDS AND SIGNS 

To see if the Town will vote to amend the Town Bylaws, Title V, Article 1 “Billboards and 

Signs: Restrictions on Use,” by removing paragraphs A through I to support consolidation of the 

sign regulations in the Zoning Bylaw; or take any action related thereto. 

         (Inserted at the Request of the Town Manager) 

 

ARTICLE 38                            VOTE/SET SENIOR TAX DEFERRAL LIMIT 

To see if the Town will vote to set a Senior Property Tax Deferral Limit consistent with Chapter 

312 of the Acts of 2018; or take any action related thereto. 

    (Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 39             VOTE/AUTHORIZATION TO DEACCESSION TOWN  

                         PROPERTY-LIBRARY ART PRINTS 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize the Library Board of Trustees to deaccession and/or 

dispose of by sale, donation, or other means, the Robbins Art Print Collection; or take any action 

related thereto.       

    (Inserted by the Select Board and at the request of the Library Board of Trustees) 

 

ARTICLE 40     VOTE/ROBBINS LIBRARY PARKING COSTS  

To see if the Town will vote to change the cost of parking in the spaces behind and in front of the 

Robbins Library; or take any action related thereto; or take any action related thereto. 

 (Inserted at the request of Andrew Fisher and ten registered voters) 

 

ARTICLE 43        HOME RULE LEGISLATION/MEANS-TESTED SENIOR 

         TAX RELIEF 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize and request the Select Board to file Home Rule 

Legislation which would establish a locally controlled, means-tested senior citizen property tax 

exemption, known as a local option “circuit breaker” program; or take any action related thereto.  

(Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 46  ACCEPTANCE OF LEGISLATION/ESTABLISHMENT OF        

 A COMMISSION ON DISABILITIES FUND 

To see if the Town will vote to accept provisions of Mass General Law 40, Section 22G 

regarding allocating all funds received from fines assessed for violations of handicap parking to 

the Arlington Commission on Disabilities.  Funds so received shall be deposited by the city or 

Town Treasurer in a separate account and shall be used solely for the benefit of persons with 

disabilities.  Expenditures from said account, including accrued interest, if any, shall be made 

upon the recommendation of the Commission of Disabilities in accordance with the accepted 

procedures of the Town for the disbursement of funds, including the approval of the Town 

Manager or Select Board. The Town Treasurer shall submit annually a report of said account to 

the Town Manager or Select Board for review and a copy of said report shall be forwarded to the 

Bureau of Accounts; or take any action related thereto. 

  (Inserted at the request of the Commission on Disabilities) 

 



ARTICLE 51                     ENDORSEMENT OF CDBG APPLICATION 

To see if the Town will vote to endorse the application for Federal Fiscal Year 2020  prepared by 

the Town Manager and Select Board under the Housing and Community Development Act of 

1974 (PL 93-383) as amended; or take any action related thereto. 

                     (Inserted by the Select Board and at the request of the Town Manager) 

 

ARTICLE 52                                                           REVOLVING FUNDS 

To see if the Town will vote to hear or receive a report concerning the receipts and expenditures 

of approved revolving funds, amend the Town Bylaws to adopt new revolving funds, and/or to 

appropriate sums of money to such revolving funds and determine how the money shall be raised 

or expended; or take any action related thereto. 

                               (Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 79            RESOLUTION/OVERNIGHT PARKING EXEMPTION PROGRAM  

             FOR MEDICAL AND FINANCIAL HARDSHIPS 

To see if the Town will vote to provide a non-binding resolution to support an overnight parking 

program that provides exemptions for persons with medical and/or financial hardships; or take 

any action related thereto. 

                      (Inserted at the request of Laura Kiesel and ten registered voters) 

 



 

 

 
 

Town of Arlington 

Legal Department 

To: Select Board 
 
Cc: Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 
 John Leone, Town Moderator 
 Andrea Nicolay, Library Director 

Resident Petitioners 
  
From: Douglas W. Heim, Town Counsel 
 
Date: March 21, 2019 
 
Re: Annual Town Meeting Warrant Articles: 26, 38, 39, 40, 43, 46, 51, 52, and 79 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 I write to provide the Select Board a summary of the above-referenced 2019 Annual 

Town Meeting warrant articles in advance of its upcoming hearing on March 25, 2019.  As the 

Board will recall, where draft motions appear, new or additional language is underscored, while 

removed language is provided in “strikethrough.” 

 

 

 

 

Douglas W. Heim 50 Pleasant Street 

Town Counsel Arlington, MA 02476 

 Phone: 781.316.3150 

 Fax: 781.316.3159 

 E-mail: dheim@town.arlington.ma.us 

 Website:  www.arlingtonma.gov 
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ARTICLE 26     BYLAW AMENDMENT/BILLBOARDS AND SIGNS  
 
To see if the Town will vote to amend the Town Bylaws, Title V, Article 1 “Billboards and 

Signs: Restrictions on Use,” by removing paragraphs A through I to support consolidation of 

the sign regulations in the Zoning Bylaw; or take any action related thereto.  

 
(Inserted at the Request of the Town Manager) 

This article proposes to eliminate much of Town Bylaws Title V, Article I as a 

complimentary action to Article 17, which proposes to entirely revamp the Zoning Bylaw’s sign 

regulations.  In brief, in the wake of Reed v. Town of Gilbert, 135 S. Ct. 2218, 2227 (2015), a 

Supreme Court decision with wide-ranging impacts on local regulation of non-commercial 

signage, as well as the Town’s comprehensive Zoning Recodification effort, the Department of 

Planning and Community Development engaged a consultant in a two-year process to develop an 

up-to-date set of sign regulations that are constitutionally sound and responsive to present needs.  

Among the suite of recommendations is the instant article to eliminate redundant regulation of 

signs and billboards, currently vested largely with the Zoning Enforcement Officer (the Building 

Inspector), the Zoning Board of Appeals and the ARB,  and in smaller part with the Select Board 

under Title V, Article 1: Billboards and Signs.   

A detailed rationale for striking most of this bylaw is provided in the attached 

memorandum from Deputy Planning Director Erin Zwirko.  The portion which is proposed to 

remain in the Title V, Article 1 is continued regulation of so-called “notices” – temporary flyers 

advertising one-time yard sales, lost pets, or non-commercial public events.  Notices would 

remain under the Select Board’s jurisdiction because they are predominantly posted in the public 

way (on light poles, medians, etc), which is controlled by the Board.  Violations for illegally 

posted notices could still be enforced under the revised bylaw and Board regulations (which need 

not be changed).  Should the Select Board be inclined towards favorable action, a motion before 

Town Meeting would be along the lines of the following: 
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VOTED: That the Town does and hereby amends Title V, Article 1 (Billboards and Signs) 

by deleting Sections 1 and 2 in their entirety with the exception of Section 1(J), renaming the 

article “The Display of Notices”, and renumbering the bylaw so as to read in its entirety as 

follows: 

 

ARTICLE 1: Billboards and Signs The Display of Notices 

 

Section 1. Restrictions on Use 

 

No person, firm, association, or corporation shall erect, display, or maintain, within the limits of 

the Town, a billboard, sign, or other outdoor advertising device, unless it meets the following 

requirements or unless it was approved by the Massachusetts Outdoor Advertising Board under 

Section 30 and 32 of Chapter 93 of the General Laws, or by any amendments or additions 

thereto, in which case any such sign, billboard, or other outdoor advertising device shall comply 

with the requirements of this Section (1) one by January 1, 1973: 

 

A. Within fifty (50) feet of any public way; 

B. Within three hundred (300) feet of any public park, playground or other public grounds, 

if within view of any portion of the same; 

C. Nearer than fifty (50) feet to any other such billboard, sign or other advertising device, 

unless said billboards, signs or other advertising devices are placed back to back; 

D. On any location at the corner of any public way and with a radius of one hundred and 

fifty (150) feet from the point where the center lines of such ways intersect; 

E. Nearer than one hundred (100) feet to any public way, if within view of any portion of the 

same, if such billboard, sign or other advertising device shall exceed a length of eight (8) 

feet or a height of four (4) feet; 

F. Nearer than three hundred (300) feet to any public way, if within view of any portion of 

the same, if such billboard, sign or other advertising device shall exceed a length of 

twenty-five (25) feet or a height of twelve (12) feet; 

G. In any event if such billboard, sign or other advertising device shall exceed a length of 

fifty (50) feet or a height of twelve (12) feet; except that the Selectmen may permit the 

erection of billboards, signs or other advertising devices which do not exceed forty (40) 

feet in length and fifteen (15) feet in height if not nearer than three hundred (300) feet to 

the boundary line of any public way. 

H. No billboard, sign, or other advertising device shall be erected, displayed or maintained 

in any residence district or in any block in which one-half or more of the buildings on 

both sides of the street are used partially or wholly for residential purposes, or in any 

Planned Unit Development district. 

I. No billboard, sign, or other advertising device shall be erected, displayed or maintained 

until a license has been issued by the Board of Selectmen. Upon receipt of an application 

for a license to erect, display or maintain a billboard within the limits of the Town, the 

Selectmen shall hold a public hearing on said application in the Town, notice of which 

shall be given by posting the same in three or more public places in said Town at least 

one week before the date of such hearing, or by publication in a local newspaper of 

general circulation in the Town at least one week before the date of the public hearing. A 

written statement as to the results thereof shall be forwarded to the applicant containing, 
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in the event of a disapproval of such application, the reasons therefor, within thirty days 

from the date of submission of the application to the Selectmen. 

J. Signs erected by a person, town committee, student organization or non-profit 

organization for the purpose of advertising an individual yard sale, non-commercial 

public event, or lost pet are hereby referred to as "notices" and are exempt from the 

provisions of this article of the Town Bylaws subject to Select Board regulations of "The 

Display of Notices" to be promptly promulgated by the Select Board. upon the passage of 

this section. 

  

Section 2. Signs Related to Premises 

This By-Law shall not apply to signs or other devices erected and maintained in conformity with 

law, which advertise or indicate either the person occupying the premises in question or the 

business transacted thereon, or advertising the property itself or any part thereof as for sale or 

to let and which contain no other advertising matter. 

  

Section 32. Fines for Violations 

Whoever violates any of the provisions of this By-Law shall be punished by a fine of not more 

than one hundred dollars ($100), and whoever, after conviction for such violation unlawfully 

maintains such billboard, sign or other outdoor advertising device for twenty (20) days 

thereafter shall be punished by a fine of not more than five hundred dollars ($500). 

  

Section 43. Severability Clause 

If any provision of this By-Law is declared unconstitutional or illegal by final judgment, order or 

decree of the Supreme judicial Court of the Commonwealth, the validity of the remaining 

provisions of this By-Law shall not be affected thereby. 

 

ARTICLE 38  VOTE/SET SENIOR TAX DEFERRAL LIMIT 

 

To see if the Town will vote to set a Senior Property Tax Deferral Limit consistent with 

Chapter 312 of the Acts of 2018, or take any action related thereto. 

 
 Following the 2018 Town Meeting’s approval of your plan to expand access to senior tax 

deferrals by submitting special legislation to increase qualifying senior income limits above 

$57,000 (the State’s default limit), the Legislature and the Governor approved  “An Act Relative 

to Real Property Tax Deferrals” (Chapter 312 of the Acts of 2018).  The Act allows the Town to 

increase Tax Deferral Program eligible incomes above the $57,000 limit by vote of the Select 

Board and Town Meeting.  There is an eligibility cap, which remains anchored to the state circuit 

breaker limit for married couples filing jointly income eligibility set by the Commissioner of 

Revenue.  Such limit is presently $88,000.  Thus in short, the Town can set eligibility at an level 

at or below $88,000 for both single and joint filers.     
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If the Board is inclined to set the rate at the ceiling, a recommended motion before Town 

Meeting would be as follows: 

 

VOTED: That the maximum qualifying gross receipts amount for property tax deferrals under 

Clause 41A of Section 5 of Chapter 59 of the Massachusetts General Laws and Chapter 312 of 

the Acts of 2018 be set at $88,000, beginning in fiscal year 2020. 

 
 

ARTICLE 39 VOTE/AUTHORIZATION TO DEACCESSION TOWN 

PROPERTY – LIBRARY ART PRINTS 

 
To see if the Town will vote to authorize the Library Board of Trustees and the Town to 

deaccession and/or dispose of by sale, donation, or other means, the Robbins Art Print 

Collection. 

 

Inserted by the Select Board at the Request of the Library Board of Trustees 
   

As the Board may recall, this article was inserted at the request of the Library Board of 

Trustees in order to obtain permission from the Town to sell, donate, or otherwise dispose of the 

entirety of the “Robbins Art Print Collection” – more than 150,000 art prints, only 20 percent of 

which have been catalogued over the past century.  Along with relevant provisions of c. 30B, 

Town Bylaws Title I Article 8 requires approval of Town Meeting prior to the disposal (sale or 

donation) of property worth more than $500.   

While I expect the Library Director to summarize the reasons for the Board of Trustees’ 

request, permit me to provide additional comment and context. In advising the Board of Trustees 

and preparing for this hearing, I have reviewed: 

• Volumes of Library Board of Trustees minutes and Town Reports spanning the 
last 50 years;  
 

• Historical documents including the wills of Winfield, Caira, and Ida Robbins, 
Arlington Advocate archived articles, receipts for gifts from the Robbins family 
to the Town and/or the Library; 

 

• Correspondence between the Robbins family and the earliest curators of the 
Collection; 

 

• Receipts for art prints acquired, sold, and donated by Collection curators 
(alternatively referred to as a “coordinators” in later years); and 
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• Appraisals of the Collection and various expert opinions regarding same. 
The consistent conclusions drawn over the past fifty years by Library Board of Trustees and 

various volunteers, staff, and interested parties has been that the collection is difficult to manage, 

out-of-sync with the Town Library’s mission, and of very modest artistic interest to Arlington, 

the Greater Boston Area, or the region.  To illustrate this point, please find below the minutes of 

a discussion of this same matter over 25 years ago from a 1992 Library Board of Trustees 

meeting, wherein Ms. Marjorie Cohn, a curator of prints at the Fogg Museum opined extensively 

on the monetary and fine art value of the collection: 
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Since 1992, Library and Legal Department staff conducted substantial research to 

establish clear title to the Collection for the purposes of deaccession.  Further, the recent 

comprehensive effort to appraise the Collection by the Childs Gallery of Boston confirmed not 

only that the Collection is sharply declining in monetary and fine art value, but also that 

perspective and impressions of the many trustees, staff and volunteers over the past fifty years is 

correct – the Collection is more of a burden than a blessing to the Library. 

While deaccession is a worthwhile endeavor on its own merits, the trust funds supporting 

the art prints also warrant consideration.  Winfield and Ida Robbins at different points in time 

provided bequests for the benefit of the Print Collection with very narrow purposes – “the care, 

preservation and increase of my Collection of Prints to be under the sole control of Caira 

Robbins so long as she may desire,” and  “for the purchase and care of prints” respectively.   

The present trusts, as valuable as they are (approximately $1.3 million) are unlikely to be 

sufficient to care for and showcase 150,000+ prints, but can also only be used for a limited more 

current purposes without amendment or disbursement.  It may be that if Town Meeting agrees to 

deaccession the entirety of the Print Collection, the Town could either work with the Division of 

Public Charities to amend the trust, or allow a friendly action to disburse the trust in probate 

consistent with the cy pres doctrine to the benefit of the Library the Robbins family helped to 

establish. 

Should the Select Board be inclined towards positive action, a vote to deaccession the 

collection could be as follows: 
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VOTED:  That the Town hereby authorizes and requested that the Library Board of 

Trustees, through the Town Manager, dispose of the entirety of the Robbins Art Print Collection 

through sale, donation or other means, including all prints and pieces of artwork donated or 

bequeathed directly by Winfield, Caira, or Ida Robbins, and those artworks acquired with funds 

from trusts established to further the Collection in a manner consistent with the requirements of 

the General Laws and the Town of Arlington Bylaws. 

 

 

 

 

ARTICLE 40    VOTE /ROBBINS LIBRARY PARKING COSTS 

 

To see if the Town will vote to change the cost of parking in the spaces behind and in front 

of the Robbins Library, or take any action related thereto. 

 

   (Inserted at the request of Andrew Fischer and 10 registered voters) 
 

*Tabled from February 11, 2019 

 

As the Board knows, it serves as the Parking Commissioners for the Town of Arlington 

pursuant to G.L. c. 90 sec. 20A and 20A 1/2, setting the parking rules and regulations for the 

Town, including its parking fees.  Thus, while Mr. Fischer may certainly present his perspective 

on the fees charged for Robbins Library Parking, Town Meeting cannot supersede your 

statutorily granted authority to do so by vote, resolution, or otherwise.  At most, Town Meeting 

could take a non-binding vote to express its collective opinion about parking fees. 

 

ARTICLE  43            HOME RULE LEGISLATION/MEANS-

TESTED SENIOR TAX RELIEF 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize and request the Select Board to file Home 

Rule Legislation which would establish a locally controlled, means-tested senior citizen 

property tax exemption, known as a local option “circuit breaker” program; or take any 

action related thereto. 

(Inserted by the Select Board) 
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In keeping with the Board’s commitment to easing the tax burden for long-time residents 

on limited, fixed incomes such as retired persons, this article proposes to establish a local means-

tested “circuit breaker” tax relief program for Arlington Seniors.  The concept was first 

employed as a pilot special legislation program in Sudbury and adopted by other similar 

communities including Concord.  The Sudbury model is summarized as follows: 

• Town residents over 65 years of age; 

• Residing in Arlington for more than 10 years;  

• Who own homes worth less than the median assessed value in Arlington; and 

• Have incomes less than the State “circuit breaker” ceiling ($58,000 for singles, 

and $88,000 for couples, the latter of which is also consistent with the 

recommended Senior Tax Deferral Limit); 

• May apply to have their property tax not exceed 10 % of total income. 

The Board may of course elect to modify the foregoing criteria to achieve differing results.  The 

model special legislation requires acceptance of the program via town-wide local ballot question 

before implementation, includes a revocation mechanism, and includes an automatic sunset 

provision, absent an affirmative action to extend the program.  Applied most recently to 

Concord, approximately 200 residents were eligible for the local circuit-breaker, and the non-

eligible average tax-bill was estimated to increase by $70 to cover the cost of the benefit to 

eligible seniors.  I have also attached Concord’s means-tested tax relief application guide for 

your review as reference material. 

Should the Board be inclined towards positive action, Sudbury’s model legislation is 

included herein for reference: 

AN ACT AUTHORIZING THE TOWN OF SUDBURY TO ESTABLISH A MEANS TESTED 

SENIOR CITIZEN PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court assembled, and by 

the authority of the same as follows: 

SECTION 1. With respect to each qualifying parcel of real property classified as Class one, 

residential in the town of Sudbury there shall be an exemption from the property tax equal to the 

total amount of tax that would otherwise be assessed without this exemption less the sum of (i) 10 

per cent of the total annual qualifying income for purposes of the states “circuit breaker” 

income tax credit, and (ii) the amount of the state’s “circuit breaker” credit the applicant was 
eligible to receive in the year prior to the application being filed. The percentage of total annual 
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qualifying income may be raised by section 3. In no event shall property taxes be reduced by 

more than 50 per cent by this exemption. The exemption shall be applied to the domicile of the 

taxpayer only. For the purposes of this act, “parcel” shall be a unit of real property as defined 

by the assessors under the deed for the property and shall include a condominium unit. 

SECTION 2. The board of assessors may deny an application if they find the applicant has 

excessive assets that place them outside of the intended recipients of the senior exemption 

created by this act. Real property shall qualify for the exemption under section 1 if all of the 

following criteria are met:  

(a) the qualifying real property is owned and occupied by a person whose prior year’s income 

would make the person eligible for the circuit breaker income tax credit under subsection (k) of 

section 6 of chapter 62 of the General Laws;  

(b) the qualifying real property is owned by a single applicant age 65 or older at the close of the 

previous year or jointly by persons either of whom is age 65 or above at the close of the previous 

year and if the joint applicant is 60 years of age or older; 

(c) the qualifying real property is owned and occupied by the applicant or joint applicants as 

their domicile; 

(d) the applicant or at least 1 of the joint applicants has been domiciled in the town of Sudbury 

for at least 10 consecutive years before filing an application for the exemption;  

(e) the maximum assessed value of the domicile is no greater than the prior year’s average 

assessed value of a Sudbury single family residence plus 10 per cent; and 

(f) the board of assessors has approved the application. 

SECTION 3. The exemption under section 1 shall be in addition to any other exemption 

allowable under the General Laws, except that there shall be a dollar cap on all the exemptions 

granted by this act equal to .5 per cent of the fiscal year’s total residential property tax levy for 

the town of Sudbury, including the levy for the regional high school if not included in the town of 

Sudbury’s tax levy at some subsequent date with the total exemption amount granted by this act 

allocated proportionally within the tax levy on all residential taxpayers. After the first year of 

such exemption, the total cap on the exemptions granted by this act shall be set annually by the 

board of selectmen within a range of .5 to 1 per cent of the residential property tax levy for the 

town of Sudbury, including the levy for the regional high school. In the event that benefits to the 

applicants may be limited because the percentage established annually by the selectmen would 

otherwise be exceeded, the benefits shall be allocated by raising the total annual qualifying 

income percentage as required in section 1 as necessary to not exceed the cap. In the event the 

cap exceeds the need for the exemption, the total cap on the exemptions granted by this act shall 

be reduced to meet the need. 

SECTION 4. A person who seeks to qualify for the exemption under section 1 shall, before the 

deadline established by the board of assessors, file an application, on a form to be adopted by 
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the board of assessors, with the supporting documentation of the applicant’s income and assets 

as described in the application. The application shall be filed each year for which the applicant 

seeks the exemption. 

SECTION 5. Acceptance of this act by the town of Sudbury shall be by an affirmative vote of a 

majority of the voters at any regular or special election at which the question of acceptance is 

placed on the ballot. Sections 1 to 4, inclusive, and sections 7 and 8 shall take effect 30 days 

after an affirmative vote by the town. 

SECTION 6. This act may be revoked by an affirmative vote of a majority of the voters at any 

regular or special town election at which the question of revocation is placed on the ballot. 

Revocation of sections 1 to 4, inclusive, and sections 7 and 8 shall take effect 30 days after an 

affirmative vote by the town. 

SECTION 7. No exemption shall be granted under this act until the Department of Revenue 

certifies a residential tax rate for the applicable tax year where the total exemption amount is 

raised by a burden shift within the residential tax levy. 

SECTION 8. This act shall expire after 3 years of implementation of the exemption. 

Approved, July 27, 2012. 

 

 

ARTICLE 46  ACCEPTANCE OF LEGISLATION/ESTABLISHMENT OF        

 A COMMISSION ON DISABILITIES FUND 

 
To see if the Town will vote to accept provisions of Mass General Law 40, Section 22G 

regarding allocating all funds received from fines assessed for violations of handicap 

parking to the Arlington Commission on Disabilities.  Funds so received shall be deposited 

by the city or Town Treasurer in a separate account and shall be used solely for the benefit 

of persons with disabilities.  Expenditures from said account, including accrued interest, if 

any, shall be made upon the recommendation of the Commission of Disabilities in 

accordance with the accepted procedures of the Town for the disbursement of funds, 

including the approval of the Town Manager or Select Board. The Town Treasurer shall 

submit annually a report of said account to the Town Manager or Select Board for review 

and a copy of said report shall be forwarded to the Bureau of Accounts; or take any action 

related thereto. 

 (Inserted at the request of the Commission on Disabilities) 

 

*Tabled from February 25, 2019 

 

In 1993 the Town voted to establish a Disability Commission by special act (rather than 

by adoption of G.L. c. 40 sec. 8J).  However, the Town has yet to vote to adopt G.L. c. 40 sec. 
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22G, which allows a Disability Commission to receive the proceeds of fines associated with 

violations of handicap parking rules and apply such funds directly the benefit of disability 

programs without requiring specific appropriation by Town Meeting.  If adopted, such 

expenditures must still be approved by the Town Manager or Select Board and reported 

annually. 

Should the Board be inclined towards positive action, a recommended vote would be 

substantially as follows: 

 

VOTED: That the Town hereby accepts G.L. c. 40 sec. 22G and establishes a 

dedicated fund for fines assessed for violations of handicap parking in the Town of 

Arlington; such funds to be expended as recommended by the Arlington Commission on 

Disabilities upon the approval of the Town Manager/Select Board.  

 

ARTICLE 51     ENDORSEMENT OF CDBG APPLICATION  
 
To see if the Town will vote to endorse the application for Federal Fiscal Year 2020 prepared 

by the Town Manager and Select Board under the Housing and Community Development Act 

of 1974 (PL 93-383) as amended; or take any action related thereto.  

 

(Inserted by the Select Board and at the request of the Town Manager) 

This article presents the annual vehicle for consideration and endorsement of Community 

Development Block Grant expenditures.  Julie Wayman, CDBG Administrator is expected to 

present a summary of grants for the Board’s approval. The Board and Manager are reminded that 

the Manager also holds a vote on approval of this item. 

 

ARTICLE 52         REVOLVING FUNDS  
 

To see if the Town will vote to hear or receive a report concerning the receipts and 

expenditures of approved revolving funds, amend the Town Bylaws to adopt new revolving 

funds, and/or to appropriate sums of money to such revolving funds and determine how the 

money shall be raised or expended; or take any action related thereto.  

 

(Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

This article represents our standard annual warrant article for reporting revolving fund 

receipts and expenditures to Town Meeting under Town Bylaws, Title I, Article 22.  The Board 
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will also receive any proposed votes to adopt new funds and/or appropriate money into funds 

from the Comptroller and Deputy Town Manager. 

 

ARTICLE 79 RESOLUTION/OVERNIGHT PARKING 

EXEMPTION PROGRAM FOR MEDICAL 

AND FINANCIAL HARDSHIPS 

 

To see if the Town will vote to or take any action related thereto: A non-binding resolution 

to support an overnight parking program that provides exemptions for persons with 

medical and/or financial hardships. 

 

Inserted at the request of Laura Kiesel and 10 Registered Voters 
*Tabled from February 11, 2019 Meeting with Additional Comments Below   
           
 This resident petition article calls for a Town Meeting resolution to support a change in 

the present Overnight Parking Ban Policy in the interests of providing a broader, or at least more 

procedurally efficient and private, exemption for residents with financial and medical hardships.  

The proponents of this article understand that Town Meeting lacks the authority to dictate a 

policy to the Select Board, and as such, have brought forth the instant request for a resolution. 

As the Board knows, it acts as Parking Commissioners for the Town pursuant to M.G.L. 

c. 90 sec. 20A and 20A 1/2 , and therefore is charged with establishing parking rules and 

penalties.  Relative to overnight parking, the Select Board’s Parking Policies and Regulations 

forbid parking for more than one hour from the hours of 1:00 a.m. to 7:00 a.m.  This memo will 

not detail the history and policy rationale behind the ban, but it should be noted that as recently 

as 2013, a non-binding local ballot question on whether or not the Overnight Parking Ban should 

be maintained was “approved” by 64% of voters. 

 The Select Board’s articulation of the Overnight Parking Ban allows for both waivers and 

overnight on-street parking permits (both temporary and permanent) based upon the following 

criteria/circumstances: 

Overnight On-Street Parking Permit (permanent or temporary) is provided by the Board of 

Selectmen for the following circumstances:  

 

1. Engineering impossibilities for having a driveway (permanent)  

Example: utilities running through property disallowing construction;  

 

2. Medical Services (temporary and permanent)  
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Example of temporary: Hospice care and rehab care Example of permanent: Daily 

medical care;  

 

3. Driveway construction (temporary)  

Example of temporary: driveway and/or side walls being built;  

 

4. Extenuating circumstances (temporary and permanent) Example of temporary: family 

living arrangement transitions Example of permanent: family living arrangement for 

safety (ie. restraining order) 

 

The Board’s policy also outlines a procedure for residents seeking a permanent on-street permit: 

How to Request an Overnight Parking Permit:  

 

To request an On-Street Permit (permanent):  

 

• Request in writing to the Board of Selectmen’s Office. This request will be processed 

and the applicant will be scheduled as an agenda item within four (4) to six (6) weeks 

after submittal.  

 

Inspection reports will be requested from Police and Fire Departments for 

recommendations.  

 

The fee is $160.00 for the initial year and renewable yearly for $75.00.  

 

Overnight Parking Permit requests require the following information: 

 • Address (your address, car must be parked in front of your house) 

 • Car registration # and State  

• Phone number (to best reach you)  

• Reason for the request  

• Date of request 

 

I expect the resident petitioners will outline reasons why either an entirely new exemption 

scheme or adjustments to the present regulations are compelling and/or necessary.   However, it 

must be stressed that only the Select Board has the authority to establish such a scheme or make 

such adjustments. 

As a final note, permit me to address an issue raised by an advocate for the resolution at 

the Select Board’s last meeting, which appeared to be that the Town faces some potential 

liability for exclusionary policies under a theory of disparate impact on low and moderate 

income or disabled persons. In brief, the burden-shifting analysis required to examine disparate 

impact liability likely rests upon whether or not there are substantial and legitimate reasons for 
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the Town’s Overnight Parking Ban and whether or not less impactful alternatives exist.  To this 

Office’s understanding, there are a variety of sound reasons for the overnight parking ban.  

Moreover, comprehensive alternatives have been thoroughly explored and deemed cost-

prohibitive.  As such, the Board and Town Meeting’s exploration of this article should be guided 

primarily by those principles which are always considered – balancing competing policy needs 

with the interests in equity of groups detrimentally affected by a policy like the Overnight 

Parking Ban – rather than acute concern for legal liability.  

 

***Additional Comments 

 

 As discussed at the Board’s first hearing on this article, permit me to present two options 
for addressing the substance of the proponent’s concerns. 
 
Option 1: Amending Existing Select Board Parking Policies and Regulations & No Town 

Meeting Action 

 
If the Board is inclined to adopt an exemption program in keeping the goal of the 

proponents’ article, it may do so without further action from Town Meeting by asserting a “No 
Action” posture towards the article, but taking the following votes relative to your current 
policies and regulations. 
 
VOTED: That the Select Board hereby amends Traffic Rules and Orders Article V 

(Parking), Section 14 (ALL NIGHT PARKING) as follows: 

 

Section 14. 
 

(A) ALL NIGHT PARKING – Between the hours of 1:00 A.M. and 7:00 A.M. no vehicles 
shall be allowed to park on any public street in the Town for more than one (1) hour, 
unless such parking is for good cause as determined and authorized by the Director of 
Community Safety, Director of Police Services, or in their absence, the on-duty senior 
superior officer (shift Commander) of the Police Services Division, or as permitted 
pursuant to part B of this Section, below. 
 

(B) HARDSHIP EXEMPTIONS – The Town shall exempt from the all night parking 
prohibition those persons who can demonstrate long-term hardship, providing a 
renewable overnight parking permit on an annual basis.  To qualify for long-term 
hardship, residents must establish first their lack of viable off-street parking, and second, 
either (1) a long-term or permanent disability which requires on-street overnight parking 
in the immediate vicinity of such residents’ housing; or (2) demonstrated economic 
hardship. 

 

And; 
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FURTHER VOTED: That the Select Board hereby amends Section I of its Parking 

regulations as follows: 

I. Overnight Parking  

There is an On Street Overnight Parking Ban: Between the hours of 1:00 A.M. to 7:00 A.M. 
no vehicles shall be allowed to park on any public street in the Town for more than one (1) 
hour, unless such parking is for good cause as determined and authorized by the Arlington 
Police Department (Police Chief, or in their absence, the on-duty Senior Superior 
Officer/Shift Commander) and/or the Select Board. 
 
Furthermore, residents with permanent disabilities and/or demonstrated economic hardship 
warrant exemption from the parking ban where sufficient immediate access to overnight 
parking resources is unavailable to them. 
 
 
 
 
Thus, the Town recognizes there are a few distinct categories of circumstances where a 
resident may need an:  
 

• Overnight parking waivers provided by the Police Department for short-term parking 

relief; 

 

• Discretionary Overnight parking permit provided by the Treasurer’s Office or Select 

Board Office for long-term and short-term parking relief; and 

 

• Overnight parking exemption permits provided by the Select Board Office for long-term 

parking relief for qualifying disabled and/or low-income residents. 

 

• the Treasurer’s Office Waivers.   

 
 

A. Overnight Parking Waivers (Short-term) 

An overnight On-Street Parking Waiver (Temporary/Maximum 14 per calendar year) is 
provided by the Police Department with no fee for the following circumstances:  
 

1.  Expecting an overnight guest  
2.  Disabled motor vehicle  
3.  For a driveway out of service: contact the Inspectional Services office at 

781- 316-3390 for a pod, dumpster, or other building related 
circumstances. 

 
 How to Requesting an Overnight Parking Waiver from the Arlington Police Department:  
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1. Make a Request online at: www.arlingtonma.gov via the Request/Answer Center 
(login required).  
-Select Make a Request  
-Select “Overnight Parking Request” (login or create an account) and fill out 
form; or  
 

2.  Call the Overnight Parking Request Hotline at 781-316-3960  
Overnight Parking Waivers requests require the following information: 

• Address (your address, car must be parked in front of your house)  

• Car registration # and State  

• Phone number (to best reach you)  

• Reason (one of three only: overnight guest, disabled vehicle, driveway 

maintenance)  

• Date of Request (Note: Saturday at 10:00 P.M. is the latest you can 

request a parking waiver for Sunday 1:00 A.M. to 7:00 A.M., and so on)  

If you submit your Overnight Parking Request before the deadline, your 
waiver will automatically be approved, unless you have previously used your 
14 per calendar year waivers.  
 
Waivers are at the discretion of the Arlington Police Department  
 

These limited Overnight Parking Waivers are approved at the discretion of the Arlington 
Police Department and are granted as a courtesy for the above mentioned circumstances. 
The APD feels these guidelines will be sufficient for most residents and provides a 
balance between upholding the overnight parking bylaw and providing some relief to 
residents. This process will also eliminate abuses of this courtesy and allow police 
dispatch to focus on emergency calls and other higher priority tasks. If you have an 
extenuating circumstance not listed above, please contact the Select Board’s Office at 
781-316-3020.  

 
B. Discretionary Overnight Permits Temporary and Annual (Short-term & Long-term) 

 

Discretionary Permits to Park Overnight in Arlington, either in Municipal Lots and On-
Street are provided to those residents who cannot otherwise accommodate demonstrable 
parking needs either because they warrant long-term relief for a more specifically tailored 
long-term circumstance other than a qualifying exemption. 
 
 “On-Street Permits” are generally limited to residents who specifically require parking at 
or near their residence because of an articulable and urgent need.  
 

1. Discretionary Municipal Lot Parking Overnight Permits (permanent) is are provided 

by the Treasurer’s Office for a fee for residents who do not have permanent off-street 

parking available for all vehicles in their household.  Residents are advised that there 
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is limited space in municipal lots, and conditions and limitations apply. the following 

circumstance for those residents 

Need overnight parking – long term Example: a residence without permanent off-street 
parking for all household vehicles.  
 
2. Discretionary Overnight On-Street Parking Permits (short-term and long-term 

permanent or temporary) is are provided by the Select Board for the following limited 

circumstances:  

 

a. Engineering impossibilities for having a driveway (permanent)  

 
Example: utilities running through property disallowing construction.  
 

b. Medical Services (temporary and permanent) Example of temporary: Hospice 

care and rehab care  

 
Example of permanent: Daily medical care  
 

c. Driveway construction (temporary)  

Example of temporary: driveway and/or side walls being built  
 

d. Non-exempt Extenuating circumstances (temporary and permanent)  

 
Example of temporary: family living arrangement transitions  
Example of permanent: family living arrangement for safety (ie. restraining order)  

 
On-street permits are valid only for space immediately in front of or adjacent to the 
permit holder’s residence. 
 
How to Request an Regular Overnight Parking Permit To request a Municipal Lot 
Permit (permanent):  
 

• Buy permits at the Treasurer’s Office with proof of Arlington residence for 

one of multiple municipal lot locations (see attached Parking Map).  

 
The fee is $365.00 annually and prorated every three (3) months.  

 
How to request a Discretionary an On-Street Permit (Long-term or temporary 
permanent): 
 

• Request in writing to the Select Board’s Office. This request will be 

processed and the applicant will be scheduled as an agenda item within four 

(4) to six (6) weeks after submittal.  



 

20 
 

 
Inspection reports will be requested from Police and Fire Departments for 
recommendations and input may be sought from the Safety Officer and 
Parking Clerk is necessary.  
 
The fee is $160.00 for an annual permit the initial year and renewable yearly 
for $75.00.  
 

To request an On-Street Permit (Short-term temporary):  

• Request in writing to the Select Board Office. This request will be processed 

by the Office with input from the Safety Officer and Parking Clerk when 

necessary.  

 
The fee is determined on an individual basis per circumstance.  

 
 
 

C. Permits Overnight Exemption Permits (Long-term) 

 

Permits to Park Overnight in Arlington, either in Municipal Lots and On-Street are 
provided to those residents who cannot otherwise accommodate demonstrable parking 
needs either because they qualify for the Overnight Parking Exemption because they …. 
 
Under both categories, “On-Street Permits” are generally limited to residents who 
specifically require parking at or near their residence, usually because of an identifiable 
disability or other pressing need.  
 

3. Overnight Parking Exemption Permits 

 
Pursuant to Traffic Rules and Orders Section 14(B), Arlington residents who can 
establish both that off-street parking is unavailable to them; and that they: 
 

a. Have a long-term or permanent disability; or 

 
b. Cannot afford off-street parking due to economic hardship. 

 
Residents qualifying for exemption permits based upon a disability will be afforded on-
street parking permits at no-cost. 
 
Residents qualifying for exemption permits based upon economic hardship will be 
afforded municipal lot or on-street parking permits at no cost depending upon the 
reasonable proximity of lots, availability, and other as otherwise merited by cause. 
All on-street permits are valid only for space immediately in front of or adjacent to the 
permit holder’s residence as identified by the Board Office. 
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How to apply for an Overnight Parking Exemption Permit: 
 

• Request in writing to the Select Board’s Office. This request will be 

administratively processed to ensure qualification for exemption with 

recommendations from the Police and Fire Departments, including the Safety 

Officer, but without requiring appearance at a public hearing. 

 

• For applicants claiming an exemption on the basis of disability, written proof 

of qualification may be demonstrated by proof of registration of a handicap 

parking plate, enrollment in SSDI (demonstrated by a disability benefits 

letter), or a letter identifying the resident as disabled on a physician’s/medical 

professional’s letterhead stationary.   

 

• For applicants claiming an exemption on the basis of economic hardship, 

written proof of hardship may be demonstrated proof of eligibility for SNAP, 

Medicaid, SSI, or other eligibility for need-based which demonstrates income 

below 80 % AMI. 

 

• Information submitted for exemption qualifications will be kept confidential 

to the maximum extent allowed by law. 

 

• Denial of qualification for exempt status may be appealed to the Select 

Board. 

 
Snow Operations & Snow Emergencies 

No waivers will be granted during snow emergencies, in snow removal operations as defined by 
Public Works, or when other parking restrictions are in place. This will allow Public Works to 
conduct their snow removal operations more effectively. This applies to all residents; even those 

with parking permits must be off the street. You can read more about Snow Emergency 
Declarations on the Snow & Ice Information page on the Town’s website. 
Both the online Overnight Parking Waiver System and the Hotline will not be in service during 
these times. If you previously were granted a waiver, it will automatically be null and void and 
you may not necessarily be alerted of this fact. To be alerted of snow emergencies via email, you 
can subscribe to “Town of Arlington Notifications” at Arlingtonma.gov/subscriber. 
 
 
 
Option 2: Reporting to Town Meeting on the Resolution of the Proponents 

 
 If the Board is not inclined to adopt revisions to its policies at this time, it may of course 
vote upon its position relative to the contemplated resolution or develop a distinct resolution 
consistent with the scope and intent of the article.   
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As a draft resolution for the Board and Town Meeting’s consideration, the proponents 
provided the “Whereas” language set forth below, and this office the “Resolved” language based 
upon my understanding of their goals. 
 
VOTED:  It is hereby resolved that: 

 

“WHEREAS the best available peer review data reveals that car ownership is intimately and 
often inextricably connected to keeping and maintaining a job and therefore to economic 
viability and mobility for lower income and working class individuals and families in the United 
States; and 
 
“WHEREAS car ownership has also has been found to play an integral role in enabling lower 
income and working class families to relocate to and reside in higher opportunity towns and 
cities such as Arlington--that is, places with stronger schools and housing markets, more green 
spaces, and better health outcomes; and  
 
“WHEREAS many higher-paying jobs available to those without college degrees often mandate 
ownership of a car; and 
 
“WHEREAS many jobs available are increasingly offered in the outer suburbs in areas not 
practically accessible by public transit; and 
 
“WHEREAS many disabled folks require cars because our inadequate and inefficient public 
transportation does not allow them to independently meet their basic living needs in order to 
access work, medical appointments, and groceries, etc.--with the vast majority of MBTA subway 
and bus stops being non-compliant with the ADA; and 
 
“WHEREAS there have been reported incidents of some landlords and/or real estate agents in 
Arlington being evasive or dishonest to prospective tenants about the availability of off-street 
parking or the existence of an overnight on-street parking ban; and 
 
“WHEREAS there are documented incidents of landlords charging tenants extraneous--and in 
some cases, exorbitant--monthly parking fees for off-street parking on top of rent and citing the 
on-street parking ban as an incentive to do so; and 
 
“WHEREAS the overnight on-street parking ban thereby unwittingly acts as an exclusionary 
zoning law that serves as an impediment for lower income and disabled folks to relocate here or 
remain in Arlington if they cannot find a residential dwelling with accessible or affordable off-
street parking; and 
 
“WHEREAS the current process for applying for a overnight parking waiver requires that a 
person attend a Select Board hearing in person to make their appeal, which occurs in the evening 
in a room that is not easily accessible for those with certain disability--posing a potential 
logistical challenge to attend; and 
 
“WHEREAS this hearing also subjects the individual requesting the waiver to public scrutiny 
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and judgement, and is filmed and aired on live television, posing the dilemma of an invasion of 
privacy into the intimate details of one’s financial and/or medical situation; and 
 
“WHEREAS the Town of Arlington has outlined goals in its Envision 2020 to enhance its 
diversity and inclusion of under-represented members of the community and welcome all to live 
here, including those who are lower income and/or disabled, even as the current parking ban is 
counter-productive to fully realizing those goals; and 
 
“WHEREAS the Town of Arlington’s Diversity Taskforce Group (DTG) voted unanimously in 
favor of the creation of a warrant article that would support a culturally sensitive approach to 
overnight parking exemptions; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Town Meeting supports the establishment of 

an overnight parking ban exemption program for qualifying residents based upon disability 

or financial hardship and unavailability of off-street parking. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,  that Town Meeting urges the Town to identify and utilize 

objective criteria for determining applicant qualifications based upon existing local, state, 

and/or federal indicia of disability or financial hardship. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Town Meeting supports the maximum protection of the 

privacy interests of applicants, particularly those seeking exemptions on the basis of 

disability by establishing a process that does not require public hearing, but rather uses the 

aforementioned criteria to determine eligibility in a confidential manner. 
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MEANS TESTED SENIOR EXEMPTION TOWN OF CONCORD

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS CHAPTER 169 OF THE ACTS OF 2012

Instructions for Filing

Fiscal Year 2019 Town of Concord

Completed Application and all documents must be submitted to the Board of Assessors no later than

September 1, 2018

It is very important to read the Taxpayer Information about Concord Means Tested Senior 

Exemption below, prior to filling out the application. If anything is unclear to you or if you have 

any questions or concerns, please contact the Assessor’s Office at 978-318-3070 or 

assessing@concordma.gov.

The following documentation must accompany the filing of your application for the 

exemption:

 A complete executed copy of Schedule CB Circuit Breaker Credit 2017 from your 

Massachusetts State Income Tax Return. If you did not file a Massachusetts State 

Income Tax Return for 2017, you must still complete, execute and submit a copy of 

Schedule CB Circuit Breaker Credit 2017. If you need a blank Schedule CB Circuit Breaker

Credit 2017, please contact our office.

 A complete executed copy of pages 1 & 2 of your 2017 Federal Income Tax Form 1040.

The completed application and documentation must be returned to the Assessor’s Office: P.O. 

Box 535, Concord, MA 01742 on or before September 1, 2018.

mailto:assessing@concordma.gov
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You may be eligible to reduce a portion of the taxes assessed on your domicile if you meet all of

the following conditions, in addition to qualifying for the 2017 Circuit Breaker State Income Tax 

Credit.

Property Assessment

(FY 2018)

Must not exceed

$838,900.

Property Owner

65 Years of Age

Property Co-Owner

At least 60 Years of Age

Residency Requirement:

10 consecutive years in

Concord.

WHEN AND WHERE MUST THE APPLICATION BE FILED?   A person who seeks to qualify for 

property tax relief under the provisions of the exemption shall, before the deadline of 

September 1, 2018, file an application on the approved form with all supporting documentation

of the applicant’s income and assets. The application and supporting documentation shall be 

submitted to the Concord Assessor’s Office, P.O. Box 535, Concord, MA 01742. THE DEADLINE

CANNOT BE EXTENDED OR WAIVED BY THE ASSESSORS FOR ANY REASON. IF YOUR 

APPLICATION IS NOT TIMELY FILED OR IS INCOMPLETE BY THE DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION 

YOU LOSE ALL RIGHTS TO THIS EXEMPTION AND THE ASSESSORS BY LAW CANNOT GRANT 

THIS EXEMPTION.

HOW WILL MY EXEMPTION AMOUNT BE DETERMINED:  This innovative exemption program is 

intended to help qualifying seniors reduce their real estate tax burden. In some instances there 

may be seniors whose tax bill will be reduced to be no more than 10% of their income. We will 

not know the actual amount of your exemption until all applications have been analyzed and 

the January tax bills are calculated. However, if you would like detail on the calculation 



3

methodology, please contact the Assessor’s Office and we will gladly provide the program 

detail.

WHEN SHOULD I EXPECT TO SEE THE REDUCTION IN MY TAX BILL?  Filing of the application will

not stay the collection of your taxes. Taxes should be paid as assessed. Should your application 

meet all requirements of the exemption, your actual FY 2019 tax bill is expected to reflect the 

reduction in taxes caused by implementation of this exemption. In other words, the exemption 

allowance will be directly applied to your actual tax bill for the year (i.e., the tax bill normally 

issued January 1st). If that does not happen for any reason, you will be notified.

ASSESSORS APPLICATION REVIEW AND PROCESS

It is important that applicants have an understanding of the application review process, and 

how their personal information will be treated:

 The application will be reviewed by the Board of Assessors along with a designated Assessor’s 

staff member.

 The pertinent data from the application (i.e. qualifying income, age, assessed value) will be 

entered onto a worksheet. The applicant will not be identifiable on the worksheet. Each 

application and worksheet will be coordinated by an application numbering system. The verified

information from the numbered worksheet will be used to determine eligibility and benefit.

 Those applicants determined to be ineligible will receive written notification as to their 

ineligibility. The eligible applicant pool is expected to vary from year to year. Eligibility in one 

year does not guarantee eligibility the following year. Applicants should understand that each 

year’s qualification is subject to Circuit Breaker eligibility during the prior calendar year. In other 

words, in order to qualify for the program this year (FY 2019) the applicant must have met the 

income criteria of the 2017 Circuit Breaker State Income Tax Credit. To qualify for FY 2020 the 
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applicant will need to meet the criteria of the 2018 Circuit Breaker State Income Tax Credit and 

so on.

 Once eligibility has been determined, the quantifiable data will be used to calculate the 

exemption benefit.

 The Means Tested Senior Exemption Program (Chapter 169 of the Acts of 2012) is unlike any 

other property tax exemption/deferral program with which you may be familiar. If you normally 

file for the Veteran’s, Blind, Surviving Spouse, Senior over the age of 65, Senior Tax Deferral 

(Clause 41A) etc. do not let the filing of this new application deter you from applying for the 

traditional programs.

The Board of Assessors may deny an application if it finds that the applicant has assets in excess of

$250,000.  This places the applicant and any co-owners outside of the intended recipients of the 

Exemption.



 

Overnight Parking Waivers & Handicap Parking Requests 
 

Full Year On Street 
Overnight Parking Waivers 

Residential Handicap 
Spaces 

A designated on-street handicap parking 
space may be granted at a property if the 

resident possessing an HC placard from the 
RMV can demonstrate that the granting of 
such a space will increase their ability to 
access or egress their home, given that a 

demonstrated hardship exists. 
 

Reasons for denial typically include that the 
space is deemed unneeded, or that the 

request was for a second space. However, 
requests may also be denied if they 

adversely affect traffic flow or the use of 
fire apparatus on the street. 

A renewable one-year waiver ($160 Initial, $75 
renewal) from the overnight parking restriction 

may be granted to properties if there is a 
demonstrated hardship caused by the 

restriction because of the conditions at the 
property.  

 
Reasons for denial typically include that there 

is sufficient space within existing off-street 
parking, there is available alternative off-street 
parking, the resident can obtain a permit for a 
nearby parking lot, the resident can install new 
off-street parking, or that there is no hardship 

motivating the request. 

93% 

7% 

Residential Handicap Space 
Requests 

Approved

Denied 51% 
49% 

Full-Year Overnight Parking Waiver 
Requests 

Approved

Denied

              
28 requests made since 2008. 55 requests made since 2008. 

78 temporary (>14 
but <365 days in 
length) overnight 
parking requests 
were granted  in 

2018. 13 
26 

39 

0 10 20 30 40 50

Miscellaneous Hardships

Overnight Visitors/Caretakers

Construction in Parking Space

Temporary Waiver Requests by Category 

02/29/2019 

*APD received 9852 1-night 
waiver requests in 2018 









“As the Peer Coordinator at Wayside Youth’s STEPS Resource Center in 
Arlington, which provided help and support to many marginalized young 
adults in the area that are struggling, I am writing you in full support of 
Warrant Article 80, co-sponsored by  Laura Kiesel. It provides an 
exemption program to Arlington's overnight parking ban for those 
experiencing medical and/or financial hardship and who lack an affordable 
or accessible off-street parking space at their residence. 
 
As someone who works with many disabled people on a daily basis, I 
believe that some sort of exemption program is crucial in this community, or 
the marginalized communities that are already struggling will only grow 
smaller and have less access than they already do.  
 
Please consider STEPS in support of Laura Kiesel’s warrant and support 
our marginalized communities!” 
  
  
Best regards, 
  
Olivia Chiacchia, BA, CPS 
(she/her/hers) 
Peer Program Coordinator 
STEPS (Success Through Empowerment and Peer Support) 
Wayside Youth & Family Support Network 
12 Prescott St 
Arlington, MA 02474 
 

https://owa.waysideyouth.org/owa/redir.aspx?C=U4bM4Nq8clx1QjH0RAq9vzsh-lOsuCpRoLzM1r2wuFYlagrkvHrUCA..&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.waysideyouth.org%2fWorkWithUs%2fEmployeeIntranet%2fDiversityInclusion%2fGenderInclusivityStatement.aspx


“The Mystic Valley Area Branch of the NAACP will 
endorse the view of the Envision Arlington Diversity Task 
Group in support of potentially providing parking vouchers 
for people in need due to financial hardship, health 
reasons, or disability reasons. We are in support of 
anything that levels the playing field and creates a more 
equitable community for all Arlington Residents.” 
 

- NAACP-Mystic Valley 



“WHEREAS the best available peer review data reveals that car ownership is intimately and 
often inextricably connected to keeping and maintaining a job and therefore to economic 
viability and mobility for lower income and working class individuals and families in the United 
States 
 
“WHEREAS car ownership has also has been found to play an integral role in enabling lower 
income and working class families to relocate to and reside in higher opportunity towns and 
cities such as Arlington--that is, places with stronger schools and housing markets, more green 
spaces, and better health outcomes 
 
“WHEREAS many higher-paying jobs available to those without college degrees often mandate 
ownership of a car 
 
“WHEREAS many jobs available are increasingly offered in the outer suburbs in areas not 
practically accessible by public transit 
 
“WHEREAS many disabled folks require cars because our inadequate and inefficient public 
transportation does not allow them to independently meet their basic living needs in order to 
access work, medical appointments, and groceries, etc.--with the vast majority of MBTA subway 
and bus stops being non-compliant with the ADA  
 
“WHEREAS there have been reported incidents of some landlords and/or real estate agents in 
Arlington being evasive or dishonest to prospective tenants about the availability of off-street 
parking or the existence of an overnight on-street parking ban 
 
“WHEREAS there are documented incidents of landlords charging tenants extraneous--and in 
some cases, exorbitant--monthly parking fees for off-street parking on top of rent and citing the 
on-street parking ban as an incentive to do so 
 
“WHEREAS the overnight on-street parking ban thereby unwittingly acts as an exclusionary 
zoning law that serves as an impediment for lower income and disabled folks to relocate here or 
remain in Arlington if they cannot find a residential dwelling with accessible or affordable 
off-street parking 
 
“WHEREAS the current process for applying for a overnight parking waiver requires that a 
person attend a Select Board hearing in person to make their appeal, which occurs in the evening 
in a room that is not easily accessible for those with certain disability--posing a potential 
logistical challenge to attend 
 



“WHEREAS this hearing also subjects the individual requesting the waiver to public scrutiny 
and judgement, and is filmed and aired on live television, posing the dilemma of an invasion of 
privacy into the intimate details of one’s financial and/or medical situation 
 
“WHEREAS the Town of Arlington has outlined goals in its Envision 2020 to enhance its 
diversity and inclusion of under-represented members of the community and welcome all to live 
here, including those who are lower income and/or disabled, even as the current parking ban is 
counter-productive to fully realizing those goals 
 
“WHEREAS the Town of Arlington’s Diversity Taskforce Group (DTG) voted unanimously in 
favor of the creation of a warrant article that would support a culturally sensitive approach to 
overnight parking exemptions  
 
We are asking Arlington Town Meeting to pass a non-binding resolution urging the Town  
to consider implementing an exemption program to the overnight on-street parking ban for those 
who are experiencing medical or financial hardship and who lack an affordable or accessible 
off-street parking space at their current or intended place of residence based on an objective list 
criteria with no need of a public hearing process.” 



“The Massachusetts Immigrant and Refugee Advocacy supports 
the proposed parking warrant. Massachusetts is home to over a 
million immigrants, who work disproportionately in low-earning 
jobs. Many work as janitors, nursing home attendants, and in 
other positions having non-traditional working hours, requiring 
transportation when public services are unavailable. The 
proposed warrant is reasonable, since it would provide 
alternatives only when off-street parking is unavailable, and 
only for those with the greatest need. We hope that the Select 
Board will give it careful consideration.” 
 
Amy Grunder, Director of State Legislative Affairs of MIRA 
(Massachusetts Immigrant and Refugee Advocacy) Coalition 



1. Why 80% of Area Median Income (AMI)?  
 
The Town’s own zoning laws cite 80% AMI or lower as what defines or qualifies a household as 
eligible to live in an “affordable” unit. In particular, as the Town considers new zoning plans and 
upscaling density, our inclusionary zoning policy mandates that 15% of new housing 
developments (or 1 out of 6 units) be earmarked as “affordable” and available to those 
households with an annual income at or under 80% AMI. These “affordable” units would be 
available to those who have or hold Section 8 mobile vouchers, or are on the waiting list for a 
voucher. As noted previously, a study conducted of 12,000 households that were voucher holders 
in major metro areas--including Boston--found that those who owned cars were twice as likely to 
have a job and four times as likely to maintain that job over the long-term as compared to those 
who did not have cars. Additionally, they were also significantly more likely to relocate and 
maintain residence in high quality neighborhoods--that is, those with better schools, low crime, 
more green spaces, and superior health outcomes. In other words, towns like Arlington.  
 
However, the Town’s new density plans include proposals to reduce and even possibly altogether 
eliminate off-street parking minimums for new developments. This would make it much more 
difficult for voucher holders and other lower income and working class people who would 
qualify for these “affordable” units to relocate here and stay here over the long term if they do 
not have a place to park the cars they need in order to maintain the jobs required to afford rent. 
Furthermore, ownership of cars is often integral to assisting in economic mobility for a 
household and there is a problem with the cliff effect. If a lower income family achieves some 
economic mobility and rises from working class to lower-middle class, this AMI standard would 
give the family more breathing room to achieve that without forcing them out of Town.  
 
Currently, income inequality in Arlington is growing at a breakneck pace with a depletion of our 
working class here in Town and racial diversity is still very low. African Americans and 
Hispanics still only comprise less than 6% of the entire of population of the Town. African 
Americans and Hispanics are nearly twice as likely to rent as whites and are more likely to be 
representative in lower income households due to systemic racism and its insidious impacts on 
employment opportunities and the racial wage gap. This problem is even more pronounced in the 
Boston metro area than any other major metro area in the nation.  
 
If Arlington wishes to become more class and race diverse and inclusive in line with its own 
goals as set out in Vision 2020, we need to expand or amend some of our restrictive zoning 
policies (including that of our parking policies) so that people of different income levels and 
races can live here and stay here.  
 
2. But won’t using 80% AMI include too many people? 
 
While it’s true that approximately a third of all Arlington’s 18,632 households make at or below 
80% AMI, it needs to be stressed that the eligibility criteria we are proposing mandates that one 
needs to both be under 80% AMI AND demonstrate they lack access to an off-street parking 
space at one’s residence. Specifically, of the 6,536 households in Arlington that make under 80% 
AMI, at least 2,624 of them--or 40.1%--are owner occupied. While some homeowners can 



qualify for this program, the vast majority of homeowners have access to an off-street parking 
space via a private driveway. The lion’s share of this program will be utilized by renters. The 
latest census data shows about 3,912 of renter households make under 80% AMI in Town. Of 
those, at least 20% do not own cars, which leaves 3,130 renter households that own cars 
(DISCLAIMER: this is likely to be an overestimate since lower income people are much less 
likely to own cars). Considering the data offered in parking surveys of Arlington conducted by 
the Metropolitan Area Planning Council and other sources, it is fairly safe to assume that 
between ⅔ and ¾ of these renter households with cars already have access to off-street parking 
spaces at their residences or live on a private way. This indicates that there would be a potential 
of between 782 and 1,048 applicants who make under 80% AMI (again, this is a generous 
number and likely an overestimate) who would qualify for this program. To put that in 
perspective, that only comprises between 1.7% and 2.3% of the entire population of the Town 
and only between 4.2% and 5.6% of all Arlington households.  
 
Additionally, many of those applicants for this program who make under 80% AMI who also 
have a disability plate or placard may be entitled to a parking accommodation at their residence 
under the federal and state Fair Housing Acts, in which case the burden would be on the landlord 
and not the Town to offer off-street parking, which would further deduct from the above 
estimate.  
 
 
3. Why is the program available to both people who have a medical hardship and those 
who have a financial hardship separately? 
 
While there is a huge intersection between those who have a disability and those who are lower 
income, they don’t always easily overlap in clearly definable terms and they can have a different 
set of needs, especially pertaining to the uses of an automobile. However, lower income people 
can be effectively disabled, yet often lack official recognition or status. As our state’s own 
Disability Policy Consortium (an endorser of our Warrant) recently noted regarding perceptions 
of what qualifies as disabled: “… many people with disabilities do not meet [the Social Security 
Administration’s] narrow definition. … There are many more people who do in fact need 
[relevant programs] because of pre-existing conditions and poverty…who [otherwise] will not 
have their needs met.”  
 
We want to recognize this and devised our criteria with all of this in mind. Therefore, in the 
attempt to make this program true to its goal of attempting to enhance inclusion and equity, 
we felt is was necessary to consider income status and disability separately so as not to impose 
or perpetuate the very hardships we are attempting to rectify. 
 
Most Massachusetts state programs and other programs offered by other municipalities in the 
state offer discounted or exempted services or passes to disabled individuals regardless of their 
income. For instance, state-issued disability placards and plates are available based solely on 
demonstration of medical need or hardship and are not considered in the context of income 
status. Since the program proposed in our Warrant would use the possession of a handicap plate 
or placard in determining eligibility for a medical hardship, it seems unethical to also impose 



income limitations especially as parking needs in these cases may be further dictated by access 
or proximity to the home rather than financial barriers or need to work. The state also has  a 
Transportation Access Pass (TAP) alternative to the Charlie card, which offers heavily 
discounted rates on all MBTA public transit systems and that is issued based on demonstrated 
medical need or disability regardless of income. The City of Somerville waives the fee for the 
on-street parking pass for all disabled residents regardless of income. In other words, there is 
strong precedent in the state for offering exemption or discount programs for transportation and 
parking-related policies for disabled individuals regardless of income and separate from 
income-based programs.  
 
4. There are well over 3,000 people with handicap placards and plates in Arlington--doesn’t 
that mean that all of those people will now be parking on the street overnight and will take 
up the limited designated handicap spaces in the Town and crowd out others who need 
those spaces? 
 
No. Again, only those people who have a placard or plate AND lack access to a feasible 
off-street parking space at their residence would qualify. Considering nearly 60% of the Town 
are homeowners, it is safe to assume that well over half of placard/plate users have already 
access to an off-street space via a private driveway. Of the remaining half, it is safe to assume at 
least ¾  are renters who either already have access to an off-street parking space or would qualify 
for a FHA parking accommodation with their landlord. Additionally, since lower income 
households do overlap somewhat significantly with disabled households, many will be the same 
households who are under 80% AMI. 
 
Also, our program is not entitling people who have handicap placards or plates who are granted 
exemptions to the overnight on-street parking ban to park in designated handicap spaces. Rather, 
our program would offer a sticker (similar to a car inspection sticker) that would enable the 
person to park in another area of their street or neighborhood of their choosing.  
 
According to the conversation we had with the APD parking unit, handicap plate/placard holders 
already do sometimes park overnight in designated handicap spaces. These designated spaces are 
not exempt from the ban; however, the APD says they rarely ticket those who park there if they 
have handicap placards or plates. It would seem those with handicap placards or plates who lack 
off-street parking feel safer parking in those spots because it seems to add them extra immunity 
from being ticketed. However, if they had a sticker, they could confidently park elsewhere. This 
would help alleviate pressure on those spaces rather than exacerbate them. It would address the 
arbitrary system of ticketing those parking overnight in such spaces based on the personal 
judgement of individual police officers. 
 
5. So, wouldn’t anyone who doesn’t want to pay for parking at their residence qualify for 
this program? 
 
No. Those with bundled parking (that is, it is included in their rent) would not qualify. To 
elaborate, the vast majority of rentals in Arlington include parking that is bundled in the 
rent--and all of Arlington Housing Authority and Housing Corporation of Arlington rentals are 



bundled.  For those in market rent housing where parking is charged separately, it would only be 
for those who make under a certain income (under 60% AMI or in an eligible low income 
program like SSI, SSDI, SNAP, Medicaid, voucher holder) and when the parking rate charged is 
at or above a certain amount (perhaps $50/month). 
 
6. Doesn’t the Fair Housing Act entitle residents to an off-street parking space at their 
residence anyway?  
 
Yes and no. While the Fair Housing Act entitles a disabled tenant the right to request an 
off-street parking space at their place of residence, there are several exemptions to FHA in this 
regard and so not all disabled tenants would be protected. For instance, the FHA does not apply 
to residences with four (4) or less units, or townhouses without an elevator. The request also has 
to be “reasonable,” which means landlords are not expected to have to purchase new lot space if 
they are over capacity, or to defy the laws of physics to accommodate their tenants. We think our 
program can offer a reprieve for those disabled tenants in situations for which the FHA does not 
apply to their landlords, or offer tenants a temporary on-street parking pass while their FHA 
request is pending with their landlord.  
 
7. Wouldn’t this program shift the burden to the Town to offer an on-street space, relieving 
the landlords of their legal obligations? 
 
Unfortunately, landlords are already shirking their duty to adhere to the FHA even when it 
applies, forcing tenants to park illegally on the street and suffer repeated ticketing through no 
fault of their own and burdening the Town with that enforcement. This program would actually 
call those landlords into account and better rein in illegal overnight on-street parking. 
 
Our program would screen to ensure that disabled tenants have filed for a FHA parking 
accommodation with their landlord and if the landlord rejected it, the Town would follow up 
with those landlords to clarify why. Most of our neighboring municipalities with high renter 
populations comparable ours--including Brookline, Newton, Somerville and Cambridge--process 
Fair Housing Act requests and denials--with many having their own FHA Commission or 
Sub-Committee run through another Commission (often a Human Rights or Disability 
Commission). Local governments also can be and have been found accountable to the FHA for 
parking requests of municipal residents (See: Travato v. City of Manchester, 1997). 
 
Only in those cases where an otherwise qualifying disabled renter is not eligible for a FHA 
requested parking space with their landlord, would they be eligible for an annual pass with our 
program.  
 
 
7. Wouldn’t this lead to cars clogging up the streets and making it more difficult for 
emergency vehicles and snow clearance? 
 
Many comparatively less affluent municipalities with much greater density, narrower roads and 
snowier winters have managed to accommodate street parking for their residents. However, it 



needs to be stressed that again we are only speaking about 1.7 - 2.3% of the Town’s population. 
Tenants are already parking on the street due to this issue without any legal recourse and the 
problem is already concentrated on certain streets and in some neighborhoods. Implementing this 
program could actually help monitor and regulate on-street parking and implement necessary 
criteria--whether that be alternate-side street parking or moving to municipal lots during snow 
emergencies--that can better accommodate emergency vehicles. Additionally, many/most 
emergencies occur during daytime hours when on-street parking is already allowed for any 
automobile on most residential streets, regardless of whether the owners of those vehicles are 
residents of Arlington.  
  
  



 

Overnight Parking Waivers & Handicap Parking Requests 
 

Full Year On Street 
Overnight Parking Waivers 

Residential Handicap 
Spaces 

A designated on-street handicap parking 
space may be granted at a property if the 

resident possessing an HC placard from the 
RMV can demonstrate that the granting of 
such a space will increase their ability to 
access or egress their home, given that a 

demonstrated hardship exists. 
 

Reasons for denial typically include that the 
space is deemed unneeded, or that the 

request was for a second space. However, 
requests may also be denied if they 

adversely affect traffic flow or the use of 
fire apparatus on the street. 

A renewable one-year waiver ($160 Initial, $75 
renewal) from the overnight parking restriction 

may be granted to properties if there is a 
demonstrated hardship caused by the 

restriction because of the conditions at the 
property.  

 
Reasons for denial typically include that there 

is sufficient space within existing off-street 
parking, there is available alternative off-street 
parking, the resident can obtain a permit for a 
nearby parking lot, the resident can install new 
off-street parking, or that there is no hardship 

motivating the request. 

93% 

7% 

Residential Handicap Space 
Requests 

Approved

Denied 51% 
49% 

Full-Year Overnight Parking Waiver 
Requests 

Approved

Denied

              
28 requests made since 2008. 55 requests made since 2008. 

78 temporary (>14 
but <365 days in 
length) overnight 
parking requests 
were granted  in 

2018. 13 
26 

39 

0 10 20 30 40 50

Miscellaneous Hardships

Overnight Visitors/Caretakers

Construction in Parking Space

Temporary Waiver Requests by Category 

02/29/2019 

*APD received 9852 1-night 
waiver requests in 2018 



Updated Listed of Supporters/Endorsers of the Warrant 
 

 
- NAACP-Mystic Valley Chapter 
- MIRA (MA Immigration and Refugee Advocacy) 

Coalition 
- Wayside Youth’s Arlington STEPS Program and 

Resource Center 
- The Boston Center for Independent Living 
- The Disability Policy Consortium  
- MassADAPT 
- The Arlington, MA Chapter of the American Chronic 

Pain Association 
- The Ehlers Danlos Syndrome and Connective Tissue 

Disease New England/MA Support Group 
- The MA Chapter of the Marfan Foundation 
- The Arlington Envision 2020 Diversity Taskforce 

Group (DTG) 
- Progressive MA Arlington Chapter 
- The Tenants for a Livable Arlington (TLA) 



Proposed Eligibility Criteria for Exemption**: 
 

- Income is at or less than 80% Area Median Income 
(AMI), with proof of income required (most recent tax 
return receipt, or letter from employer or paystubs if 
recent, etc.), to tie it in with the Town’s inclusionary 
zoning definition of what qualifies as affordable 
housing 
(Including automatic eligibility for those enrolled in 
one or more of the following programs: SNAP, 
Medicaid, SSI, SSDI, and/or a housing voucher 
holder, for those with proof of enrollment required, 
i.e., award letter, payment stub; if on SSI/SSDI or 
otherwise disabled, must prove you have filed a FHA 
request first) 
 
OR 
 

- Possession of a handicap placard or plates and 
confirmation in those cases when Fair Housing Act 
accommodations with the landlord are not applicable  

 
AND 
 

- Proof of lack of an off-street parking option at 
residence (copy of lease, landlord letter, notice of 
parking fee if parking is not bundled in rent above 
$35/mo, or in the case of disability) 

 



 
 
 
Other Logistics: 
 

- No hearing required 
 

- Only 1 exemption allowed per driver’s license & car 
registration 

 
- Sticker displayed with month/year of its issue  (similar 

to a car inspection sticker) subject to annual review 
 

- May charge a nominal fee sliding scale between $25 
and $165 depending on % of AMI or FPL 

 
- Available as both a digital and hardcopy paper 

application that can be either submitted online, mailed 
in or dropped off at Town Hall during business hours 

 
 
 
 
** This criteria was formulated in consultation with representatives of the 
Town’s Planning Department and the Parking Implementation and 
Governance Committee and is based on the precedent of pre-existing state 
hardship exemption programs and other parking pass waiver programs in 
other municipalities in the United States.  
 
 



From: Laura Kiesel <lakiesel@gmail.com> 
To: Fran Reidy <FReidy@town.arlington.ma.us> 
Date: Wed, 20 Mar 2019 16:00:54 -0400 
Subject: Re: Select Board Meeting February 11th, Warrant Article Hearing 
  
Hi Fran, 
  
These are all new materials, so please add them to the pre-existing materials from 2/11. Also, I am proposing updated eligibility 
criteria as well. 
  
If these links could also be added, that would be great: 
  
https://www.somervillema.gov/departments/fair-housing-commission 
  
https://www.cambridgema.gov/Departments/humanrightscommission 
  
  
Thanks so much!  
  
-Laura 
 

https://www.somervillema.gov/departments/fair-housing-commission
https://www.cambridgema.gov/Departments/humanrightscommission


Why A Non-Binding Resolution?

- Since Town Meeting does not have the authority to amend the parking 
ban, we wanted to foster public discourse and raise awareness as to 
how the ban adversely impacts lower income and disabled individuals 
without undermining the Select Board’s jurisdiction..  

- Wanted an opportunity to offer an informed blueprint regarding an 
eligibility criteria for an exemption program to the ban for qualified 
individuals experiencing financial and/or medical hardship.



The Dilemma
- Many tenants have reported that realtors  or landlords were 

misleading about the overnight parking ban and the availability of an 
off-street parking space, putting them in vulnerable positions after 
they moved here.

- Some landlords are charging extraneous and exorbitant parking fees 
on top of high rents--sometimes proposing these fees mid-lease on 
some tenants.

- Virtually all of the tenants who have reported issues of this nature to 
the Tenants for Livable Arlington are members of one or more 
marginalized demographic--women, people of color, immigrants, 
those with disabilities and many of lower or modest income. 



The Dilemma

- Car ownership is intimately tied to job security and economic/social 
mobility for lower income and working class people. 

- Public transportation is underfunded, inadequate, and in many cases, 
continues to be non-compliant with the ADA.

- As such, redevelopment and zoning proposals in the Town that seek 
to reduce or eliminate off-street parking spaces while maintaining our 
current overnight on-street parking ban without exemptions has 
harmed some lower income and disabled folks who currently reside 
here and might discourage people from these demographics from 
relocating here. 

- This puts these plans at odds with the Town’s own diversity goals.



What Does the Data Say?

A study by the Urban Institute, the University of 
Maryland and UCLA of 12,000 families in 10 major 
metro areas (including Boston) participating in two 
HUD programs--Moving to Opportunity for Fair 
Housing and Welfare to Work Vouchers--found that 
voucher recipients who owned automobiles were twice 
as likely to find a job and four times as likely to 
remain employed. 



The study also revealed that those who owned 
cars tended to live and remain in 
higher-opportunity neighborhoods—places with 
lower poverty rates, higher social status, 
stronger housing markets & schools, more 
green spaces, and lower health risks. 



Study Conclusion

Of their findings, the researchers stated in a CityLab 
guest column: “The importance of automobiles 
arises...because public transit systems in most 
metropolitan areas are slow, inconvenient, and lack 
sufficient metropolitan-wide coverage to rival the 
automobile.”



Cars Ownership Programs that Help the Poor

- Good News Garage
- Vehicles for Change
- Goodwill Industries Wheels for Work
- Cars 4 Christmas
- Charity Cars



Do These Programs Help the Poor?

The director of Vehicles for Change reported to 
The Atlantic that recipients who receive a car 
through their program get a job within a year and 
see an average annual income boost of $7,000.



Many jobs mandate cars
- Many jobs in the care industry open to those without 

Bachelor degrees that pay more competitive rates 
require ownership of a car, such as Nanny, Home 
Health Aide, Certified Peer Specialist, Therapeutic 
Mentor, etc.

- Many blue collar jobs in carpentry, construction, 
landscaping, etc. also require cars.



Other studies and findings

- A recent Federal Reserve Board report found that “America's 
highly segregated and car-dependent cities and counties make 
it difficult for many workers to reach the facilities where the 
jobs are. And the jobs are increasingly in the suburbs…” 

- A report released in January 2018 by the Federal Reserve 
Bank of Pennsylvania noted that “for residents without access 
to a car…[it] can be a formidable barrier to employment, 
hampering both an applicant's ability to apply for a job and an 
employed resident's ability to retain one."



Impacts on Survivors of Domestic Violence
A white paper compiled by the National Center on Domestic 
and Sexual Violence stated “Access to a car is a major factor 
[for victims of domestic violence] in being able to obtain and 
sustain employment, in caring for children, and important in 
being able to maintain independence and safety. Even in areas 
with extensive mass-transit systems, studies have shown that 
less than half of entry-level jobs are accessible by public 
transit — two-thirds of new jobs are in the suburbs...”



Impacts on Immigrants

“Latino immigrants report that transportation plays a role in 
decisions regarding whether to work and which jobs to accept. 
Indeed, workers with cars tend to make more money than those who 
commute by other means, and lack of access to 
[personal]transportation may constrain upward economic mobility 
and contribute to the perpetuation of poverty. For immigrants, this 
also means reducing the possibility for social assimilation among 
the first generation, and reducing the prospects for socioeconomic 
mobility for their children and grandchildren.” - American 
Immigration Council



Impacts on Disabled

- The Boston Center Independent Living, one of the largest advocacy groups 
for people with disabilities in the Greater Boston Metro area, sued the MBTA 
in 2002 for not being compliant with the federal Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA). In 2010, the independent judge monitoring the settlement 
asserted that though the MBTA has made progress toward accessibility, 
riders with disabilities still faced daily obstacles to using the public transit 
system. BCIL Executive Director Bill Henning has asserted that despite 
improvements, many obstacles remain in place for disabled folks using the T.



MBTA’s Internal Plan for Accessible Transit 

- 84% of bus stops have at least one significant access 
barrier. 

- 34 commuter rail stations are completely inaccessible. 
- Many of the street-running Green Line stations are 

completely inaccessible, and every subway station in the 
system was found to have at least one serious access 
barrier. 

- A significant backlog in sidewalk repairs means that even 
if the transit itself is accessible, there are no accessible 
routes to it from many residences in many towns/cities.



How About Here in Arlington?

The predicament for reliable MBTA access for 
disabled folks may be particularly profound in 
Arlington as the Boston Globe reported just last year 
that two of the bus routes with the highest percentage 
of canceled trips were the 77 and 79, which serve our 
Town and connect it directly to the subway via the 
Red Line (at Alewife, Porter and Harvard)



What Effects Does That Have on Our Access to Healthcare?

A 2012 survey of 698 low-income patients in a New York City 
suburb reported that patients who rode the bus to the doctor’s office 
were twice as likely to miss appointments as patients who drove 
cars. 

A 2013, a review published in the Journal of Community Health 
found that around 25 percent of lower-income patients have missed 
or rescheduled their appointments due to lack of [personal] 
transportation. The patients who reported issues with transportation 
also missed filling prescriptions more than twice as often as patients 
without that same problem. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22512007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23543372


What About the Environment?
- Lower income people already have a much lower carbon 

footprint on average and disproportionately use public transit at 
much higher levels than middle and upper income individuals.

- Emissions from private car use by lower income people is very 
small compared to other emissions sources both within and in 
addition to the transportation sector.

- The parking ban will likely displace people, causing them to 
move farther away from public transit routes and walkable 
communities where they will be forced to drive more, not less. 
 



Can’t People Ride Bikes Instead?
- People who ride [bikes] in metro areas are mostly wealthy/white.

-  In 2012, low-income respondents reported spending nearly four 
hours more in weekly commute times compared to higher-income 
respondents in the same area. 

- In 2013, respondents reported more than 30 barriers to cycling or 
walking: physical safety (32.6 percent), distance (30 percent) and 
comfort/cold/sweating (25.4 percent) were the most common 
objections. Other barriers included the difficulty of carrying bulky 
items, work attire, not knowing how to ride, theft risk, poor health 
or disability & the slower speed.



Their conclusion: “If transportation systems 
should speak to the reality and desires of 
communities they serve, our findings suggest 
policies might need to do a better job of 
listening to the poor.”



And that: “excessively denigrating automobiles 
might hinder cycling adoption and even poverty 
reduction goals. Yes, there are many ecological and 
social costs to car-dependent transport. But poor 
people face enormous multimodal challenges that 
should be considered in conjunction with such 
concerns...Reducing reliance on cars remains 
important for transportation systems, but we must 
also seriously consider...the most vulnerable 
members of society.” 



What can be done?
The Town can consider an exemption program to the 

overnight on-street parking ban for those who are 
experiencing either financial and/or medical hardship 

(whether temporary or permanent) who meet a 
certain pre-determined set of criteria and who lack 
adequate, accessible and/or affordable off-street 

parking options with no need of a public hearing and 
that is subject to annual review. 



What Would Be That Criteria?
- Automatic eligibility for those enrolled in one or more 

of the following programs: SNAP, Medicaid, SSI, 
SSDI, and/or a housing voucher holder (with proof of 
enrollment required, i.e., award letter, payment stub)
OR

- Possession of a handicap placard or plates
OR

- Income is at or less than 80% Area Median Income 
(AMI), with proof of income required (one month’s pay 
stubs, most recent tax return receipt, letter from 
employer, etc.)



Other Logistics
- Only 1 exemption per Driver’s license/car registration

- Proof of lack of parking (lease, landlord letter, etc.)

- Sticker with month/year of review  (similar to car inspection 
sticker)

- Charge a nominal fee ($25-35/yr with possible discount or 
waiver for very low income individual & those w/disability)

- Online/paper application (which can be mailed in or dropped 
off)



Supporters/Endorsers (So 
Far)

- The Diversity Taskforce
- The Boston Center for Independent Living
- The Disability Policy Consortium
- The MA Chapter of the Marfan Foundation
- The MA/New England EDS/CTD Support Group
- The Arlington Chronic Pain Support Group/Arlington 

MA Chapter of the American Pain Association



Proposed Eligibility Criteria for Exemption**: 
 

- Automatic eligibility for those enrolled in one or more 
of the following programs: SNAP, Medicaid, SSI, 
SSDI, and/or a housing voucher holder (with proof of 
enrollment required, i.e., award letter, payment stub) 
 
OR 
 

- Possession of a handicap placard or plates (Note: will 
exempt those who already have an on-street 
designated handicap parking space from the ban) 
 
OR 
 

- Income is at or less than 80% Area Median Income 
(AMI), with proof of income required (one month’s pay 
stubs, most recent tax return receipt, letter from 
employer, etc.), to tie it in with the Town’s inclusionary 
zoning definition of what qualifies as affordable 
housing 

 
AND 
 

- Proof of lack of off-street parking options (copy of 
lease, landlord letter, notice of parking fee, or in the 
case of disability, doctor letter supporting access 
needs if there is an off-street space but it is 
inadequate) 



Other Logistics: 
 

- No hearing required 
 

- Only 1 exemption allowed per driver’s license & car 
registration 

 
- Sticker displayed with month/year of its issue  (similar 

to a car inspection sticker) 
 

- May charge a nominal fee of $25 - $35/year to defray 
administrative costs (with possible discount or waiver 
of fee for those who are very low income--i.e., on 
SNAP, SSI or making at or below 20-30% AMI--and 
those with disability placard/plates) 

 
- Available as both a digital and hardcopy paper 

application that can be either submitted online, mailed 
in or dropped off at Town Hall during business hours 

 
- Identities of applicants will not be available to public 

 
 
 
** This criteria was formulated in consultation with representatives of the 
Town’s Planning Department and the Parking Implementation and 
Governance Committee and is based on the precedent of pre-existing state 
hardship exemption programs and other parking pass waiver programs in 
other municipalities in the United States.  
 
 



Thanks! I am attaching the materials here. Can I include link to some 
articles as well to be added? If so, here are a few I would like to include: 
 
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2014/07/how-car-ownership-helps-
the-working-poor-get-ahead/431160/ 
 
https://www.yourarlington.com/easyblog/entry/29-town-parking/2513-parking-
081918.html 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Laura Kiesel 
 

https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2014/07/how-car-ownership-helps-the-working-poor-get-ahead/431160/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2014/07/how-car-ownership-helps-the-working-poor-get-ahead/431160/
https://www.yourarlington.com/easyblog/entry/29-town-parking/2513-parking-081918.html
https://www.yourarlington.com/easyblog/entry/29-town-parking/2513-parking-081918.html


Cars are often integral for job security and economic/social mobility for lower income and 
working class individuals and families, as well as to the autonomy and safety of disabled people. 
This is not just a theory, but it well supported by the best available data and the conclusions of 
those researchers who analyze these issues.  
 
 
INCOME:  Recent collaborative research conducted by the Urban Institute, the University of 
Maryland and UCLA of two Department of Housing and Urban Development demonstration 
programs--Moving to Opportunity for Fair Housing and Welfare to Work Vouchers--found that 
housing voucher recipients with cars tended to live and remain in higher-opportunity 
neighborhoods—places with lower poverty rates, higher social status, stronger housing markets 
and public school systems, green spaces and lower health risks. Cars were also found to be 
associated with improved neighborhood satisfaction and better employment outcomes, with those 
voucher recipients who owned automobiles twice as likely to find a job and four times as likely to 
remain employed. The analysis was of 12,000 families from 10 major cities, including Boston. 
As reported in The Atlantic that same year, “Recent research suggests that, particularly for single 
moms...owning a car can mean access to better jobs and safer neighborhoods.” 1. 
 
Of their findings at Urban Institute, the researchers stated in a CityLab column: “The importance 
of automobiles arises...because public transit systems in most metropolitan areas are slow, 
inconvenient, and lack sufficient metropolitan-wide coverage to rival the automobile.” 2.  
 
According to a Business Insider article reporting recent Federal Reserve Board findings, 
“America's highly segregated and car-dependent cities and counties make it difficult for many 
workers to reach the facilities where the jobs are. And the jobs are increasingly in the 
suburbs….” 3. And a report released in January 2018 by the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Pennsylvania noted that “for residents without access to a car…[it] can be a formidable barrier to 
employment, hampering both an applicant's ability to apply for a job and an employed resident's 
ability to retain one." 4. 
 
According to a paper prepared by the National Center on Domestic and Sexual Violence 
entitled Helping Survivors of Domestic Violence Get Where They Need to Go: “Lack of 
transportation is a major problem for victims of domestic violence...Evidence is mounting that 
the only effective transportation for single working parents is the use of a car. Access to a car is a 
major factor in being able to obtain and sustain employment, a major factor in caring for 
children, and important in being able to maintain independence and safety. Even in areas with 
extensive mass-transit systems, studies have shown that less than half of entry-level jobs are 
accessible by public transit — two-thirds of new jobs are in the suburbs...Low-income workers 
are in fact not less in need of cars than higher-income workers – many have children who must 
be delivered to day care, and many entry-level jobs require….hours when buses do not run 
regularly or are not located on mass transit routes. It is not hard to prove that access to 
transportation is an important need; in fact, it is critical to helping battered women maintain their 
independence and safety.” 5.  
 

https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-reports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time.pdf
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-reports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time.pdf


According to the American Immigration Council: “Latino immigrants report that transportation 
plays a role in decisions regarding whether to work and which jobs to accept. Indeed, workers 
with cars tend to make more money than those who commute by other means, and lack of access 
to transportation may constrain upward economic mobility and contribute to the perpetuation of 
poverty. For immigrants, this also means reducing the possibility for social assimilation among 
the first generation, and reducing the prospects for socioeconomic mobility for their children and 
grandchildren. For communities, transportation barriers experienced by Latino immigrants result 
in a portion of the workforce experiencing spatial and temporal constraints, which reduces the 
potential income of the Latino immigrants and their ability to contribute to the local economy 
through taxes, consumer spending, and other multifaceted ways…… 
 
Due to the dispersed spatial layout of U.S. communities, which perpetuates the dependence of 
U.S. society on automobiles, most institutions and businesses assume that clients, customers, and 
participants have access to private vehicles. For this reason, scholars focusing on various social 
institutions also find that transportation barriers pose significant barriers to participation in 
organizations. Scholars who focus on the health system identify transportation as a limitation that 
prevents disadvantaged individuals, including Latino immigrants, from accessing medical care 
and free public health events, thus reducing the use of preventive medical care and increasing 
risks of illness and more costly visits to the emergency room. Additionally, researchers have 
found that transportation barriers prevent immigrants from attending community college classes 
and participating in events at their children’s schools. Moreover, transportation barriers reduce 
the enrollment rates and participation of children of Latino immigrants in early childhood 
education programs.” 6. 
 
DISABILITY: The Boston Center Independent Living, one of the largest advocacy groups for 
people with disabilities in the Greater Boston Metro area, sued the MBTA in 2002 for not being 
compliant with the federal Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). The suit led to a settlement 
in 2006 to make its systems more accessible. However, in 2010, the independent judge 
monitoring the settlement asserted that though the MBTA has made progress toward 
accessibility, riders with disabilities still faced daily obstacles to using the public transit system. 
7. BCIL Executive Director Bill Henning has affirmed that despite improvements, many 
obstacles remain in place for disabled folks using the T. The predicament for reliable MBTA 
access for disabled folks may be particularly profound in Arlington as the Boston Globe reported 
just last year that two of the bus routes with the highest percentage of canceled trips were the 77 
and 79, which serve our Town and connect it directly to the subway via the Red Line (at 
Alewife, Porter and Harvard). 8. 
 
“A 2012 survey of 698 low-income patients in a New York City suburb reported that patients 
who rode the bus to the doctor’s office were twice as likely to miss appointments as patients who 
drove cars. 9. A 2013, a review published in the Journal of Community Health found that around 
25 percent of lower-income patients have missed or rescheduled their appointments due to lack 
of personal transportation. The patients who reported issues with transportation also missed 
filling prescriptions more than twice as often as patients without that same problem.”  10. 
 
 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22512007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23543372


Under the federal and state Fair Housing Acts, disabled tenants have rights to accessible parking. 
Under the FHAA, municipalities are usually expected to make reasonable exemptions for 
residents to their zoning ordinances, especially if or when exclusionary zoning bylaws conflict 
with disability access. For example, in a 1997 court case, the City of Manchester, New 
Hampshire was found at fault for failing to provide reasonable accommodations under the FHAA 
by denying a proposed zoning variance requested by individuals with disabilities who wanted 
permission to build accessible parking spaces in front of their home at which they could park. 11. 

 
1. “Driving to Opportunity: Understanding the Links among Transportation Access, 

Residential Outcomes, and Economic Opportunity for Housing Voucher Recipients,” 
Urban Institute, 2014. 
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/driving-opportunity-understanding-links-amo
ng-transportation-access-residential-outcomes-and-economic-opportunity-housing-vouch
er-recipients 

2. “How Access to Cars Could Help The Poor,” CityLab, 2014; 
https://www.citylab.com/transportation/2014/04/why-poor-still-need-cars/8769/ 

3. https://www.businessinsider.com/lack-of-transport-is-a-major-obstacle-to-employment-fo
r-americas-poor-2018-1 

4. https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-re
ports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time
.pdf 

5. http://www.ncdsv.org/images/Transportation_TA.pdf 
6. https://www.americanimmigrationcouncil.org/research/living-car-culture-without-license 
7. http://archive.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2010/12/07/mbta_earns_mix

ed_grades_on_accessibility_in_review_of_ada_settlement/ 
8. https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2018/04/06/these-are-mbta-bus-routes-with-most-ca

nceled-trips/ZEkw8PfBnZLkFvl4XCIPqK/story.html 
9. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22512007 
10. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23543372 
11. http://www.southwestada.org/html/topical/housing/housing-parking.html 

 

https://www.urban.org/research/publication/driving-opportunity-understanding-links-among-transportation-access-residential-outcomes-and-economic-opportunity-housing-voucher-recipients
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/driving-opportunity-understanding-links-among-transportation-access-residential-outcomes-and-economic-opportunity-housing-voucher-recipients
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/driving-opportunity-understanding-links-among-transportation-access-residential-outcomes-and-economic-opportunity-housing-voucher-recipients
https://www.businessinsider.com/lack-of-transport-is-a-major-obstacle-to-employment-for-americas-poor-2018-1
https://www.businessinsider.com/lack-of-transport-is-a-major-obstacle-to-employment-for-americas-poor-2018-1
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-reports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time.pdf
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-reports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time.pdf
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/community-development/publications/special-reports/public-transit-and-job-access-in-northeastern-pennsylvania/getting-to-work-on-time.pdf
http://www.ncdsv.org/images/Transportation_TA.pdf
http://archive.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2010/12/07/mbta_earns_mixed_grades_on_accessibility_in_review_of_ada_settlement/
http://archive.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2010/12/07/mbta_earns_mixed_grades_on_accessibility_in_review_of_ada_settlement/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22512007


  

Envision Arlington Diversity Task Group 
  

The Diversity Task Group (DTG) is a group of Arlington residents committed to making the 
town community inclusive, fostering awareness and education, and creating safe spaces where all 
voices are welcome and supported. DTG ascribes to a concept of diversity that includes people 
with low income and persons with disabilities. The DTG has heard concerns from people in the 
town that the overnight parking ban has a disproportionately large impact on low income and 
disabled town residents. The parking ban interferes with the quality and management of life 
possessed by people with disabilities. As a group of town residents seeking to educate and 
advocate for the supportive treatment across all kinds of diversity, a motion was made for “the 
DTG to support the creation of a warrant article for a culturally sensitive approach to overnight 
parking exemptions in Arlington.” This was seconded and approved January 14, 2019. DTG 
supports the town examining the possibility of accommodation for Arlington neighbors with 
disabilities and low income specifically pertaining to the overnight parking law. 
  
  
  

Envision Arlington Diversity Task Group 
  

Michaiah Healy 
Chair 

 



Advocacy, Service, Action! 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
60 Temple Place, 5th Floor, Boston, MA  02111-1324 
617 338-6665 (voice) | 617 338-6662 (tty) | 617 338-6661 (fax) | 866 338-8085 (toll free) 
 
www.bostoncil.org 

 
 
Date 
 
 
 
 
 
January 23, 2019 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
The Boston Center for Independent Living (BCIL) is a frontline civil rights organization led by people with 
disabilities that advocates to eliminate discrimination, isolation, and segregation by providing advocacy and 
services in order to enhance the independence of people with disabilities. Over 4,000 people annually benefit 
from our services, and we have a caseload of 71 people from Arlington. 
 
We recently have been informed of challenges that individuals with disabilities may face because of Arlington’s 
overnight parking ban. While BCIL recognizes the societal necessity of supporting a range of safety measures 
and public transportation options, especially ones that are environmentally friendly, we also hope that all 
policies will consider the ability of disabled individuals to move about their community, something fundamental 
to integration, general wellbeing, and civic participation.  
 
Public transportation is typically a point-to-point service, with much focus on getting to and from larger cities 
such as Boston and Cambridge. But most people also travel to places off of main travel routes, something that 
can be most challenging for many persons with disabilities. In many cases a car is not only the best option, it 
may be the only option, and restricting access to vehicles may restrict free movement within the community. 
Services such as The Ride work for very structured situations—they are from one location to another and 
require a 24-hour reservation, which is how people may live relative to a doctor’s appointment or getting to and 
from a job. But it’s a service that is severely confining in terms of spontaneity, errand running, and sudden 
need, things that characterize so many lives these days. Trips for family visits, shopping, entertainment, schools 
and classes, and many other such things that mark a vibrant life and a livable municipality are significantly 
restricted by narrowed transportation options. 
 
BCIL hopes the concerns of disability advocates regarding automobile regulation will be given a full hearing. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bill Henning 
Bill Henning 
Executive Director 
 
 
 

http://www.bostoncil.org/


     11 Dartmouth Str. 
   Suite 301 
  Malden, MA 02148    

 

   Disability Policy Consortium 
Arlington Select Board 
Arlington Town Hall 
730 Massachusetts Avenue 
Arlington, MA 02476; 
 
Dear Chair Dunn and Members of the Arlington Select Board, 
 
  Disability Policy Consortium (DPC) is an advocacy and research organization representing people 
with disabilities across the state. We work with policymakers at the federal, state, and municipal levels 
to promote universally-designed public policy that promotes independence and autonomy for people 
with disabilities. We are writing to you in regard to the Town of Arlington’s overnight parking ban, 
and the proposed reduction in off-street parking capacity in the town.  
 

DPC strongly believes in promoting transit access for people with disabilities; as an 
institutional member of the state’s Riders Transportation Access Group, we are engaging with 
policymakers and community members to make the MBTA as accessible as possible. However, 
although it contributes significantly to the independence of thousands of people with disabilities, our 
public transit system as it currently is does not provide sufficient access and mobility by itself. 
According to the MBTA’s internal Plan for Accessible Transit Infrastructure (PATI), 84% of bus 
stops have at least one significant access barrier. 34 commuter rail stations are completely inaccessible. 
Many of the street-running Green Line stations are totally inaccessible, and every subway station in 
the system was found to have at least one serious access barrier. Furthermore, a significant backlog in 
sidewalk repairs means that in many Massachusetts municipalities, even if the transit itself is accessible, 
there are no accessible routes to it from many residences. As for The RIDE, while it is a key lifeline 
service, the need to book service 24 hours in advance, the limited service area, and the “premium” 
fares for longer trips mean it is not always a viable option.  
 

For many members of our community, the ability to drive and to park is therefore critical for 
the kind of independence that non-disabled people enjoy—the freedom to move through the world 
independently, to make spontaneous decisions about where we go and what to do, and to arrive at our 
destinations in safety and comfort. Moreover, because people with disabilities are disproportionately 
low-income, and because single-family homes in Massachusetts are predominantly inaccessible, people 
with disabilities are less likely to own or rent property with personal driveways. 
 

By making reasonable accommodations, it is perfectly possible to pursue policies that 
promote both accessibility and transit-oriented development. Allowing holders of disability placards 
to park overnight on the street would allow for access while preserving off-street space for more 
valuable uses. Reducing off-street parking minimums while maintaining or increasing the number of 
off-street accessible parking spaces (formerly known as handicapped parking spaces) would promote 
the use of transit and bicycles by those who can without penalizing those who cannot. Finally, 
prioritizing sidewalk repair along major pedestrian corridors and increasing the availability of seating 
at bus stops would make your existing transit network more usable by people with disabilities. 
Together, we can make our municipalities environmentally friendly and accessible for all. 
 
Regards, 
Colin Killick 
Deputy Director 
Disability Policy Consortium 
11 Dartmouth St, Suite 301 
Malden, MA 02148 

 
Board of Directors 
John Chappell,President 
Joe Bellil, Treasurer 
Ellen Bresin 
Cheryl Cumings  
Jini Fairley 
Carol Hilbinger 
Jennifer Lee 
Josh Montgomery 
Robyn Powell 
Jason Savageau 
Penny Shaw 
Chloe Slocum 
Heather Watkins 
 
Executive Director 
John E. Winske 
 
Deputy Director 
Colin Killick 
 
My Ombudsman  
Director 
Jennifer Morazes  
 

 

  



Dear Arlington Select Board Members, 
 
As a longtime disability and medical advocate for those with rare health disorders, the President 
of the Massachusetts Chapter of the Marfan Foundation, and the Founder and Co-Leader of the 
Ehlers Danlos Syndrome and CTD (Connective Tissue Disease) New England/Massachusetts 
Support Group, I am writing you today concerning your Town’s stringent overnight on-street 
parking ban and implore you to consider an exemption program for those experiencing medical 
hardship who lack adequate off-street parking options.  
 
Though it may not seem so at first glance, this ban is potentially--if not already actively-- 
harmful to those of us with certain disabling and painful medical conditions who require cars to 
maintain function in the day-to-day grind of modern life and meet our basic living needs, 
whether that be running errands, tending to our children, or attending our many medical 
appointments (something which is a very regular occurrence for those of us with rare disorders). 
Unfortunately, the current state of our public transit, even for those living in close proximity to 
bus stops and T stations, is still quite inaccessible to many of us living with disability and not a 
practical alternative for those of us with extreme pain who are prone to injury. Connective tissue 
disease is characterized by the propensity toward injury. As such, something as simple as being 
bumped into by another passenger on the train or tripping over a crack in the sidewalk or step on 
the bus can lead to fractures or subluxations that can take weeks or months to heal. Bicycle 
riding is also something that is simply not possible for many of us with painful and vulnerable 
medical conditions, or even when it is, it may not be on a sustained or frequent basis. In light of 
this, many of us depend on our cars as a matter of survival. Ownership of a personal automobile 
can make a significant difference in the ability to hold down a job (for those of us who still 
work), ability to access both the routine and emergency medical care crucial to our health and 
well-being, and ultimately, to maintain a minimum of independence.  
 
If those of us cannot reside in an area because we do not have legal parking options for the cars 
we need to secure our access to the services that enable us to live as autonomous and healthy 
lives as possible given our physical limitations, then we are basically being excluded from and 
disenfranchised in those communities. Therefore, I hope the Town of Arlington will reconsider 
its parking ban and make allowances for those us with extenuating medical circumstances. Thank 
you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Jonathan Rodis, MBA 
National Disability and Medical Advocate for Rare Disorders 
President-Massachusetts Chapter of the Marfan Foundation 
Founder and Co-leader-Ehlers-Danlos and CTD New England/Massachusetts Support Group 
 



Monday, February 4, 2019 
 
Dear Select Board Members of the Town of Arlington, 
 
My name is Cindy Steinberg and I am the National Director of Policy and Advocacy at the U.S. Pain 
Foundation and Chair of the Policy Council of the Massachusetts Pain Initiative. I serve on a number 
of state-based and national pain-related oversight committees, task forces and commissions. I am also 
the founder and leader of the Arlington, MA Chapter of the American Chronic Pain Association, a 
free chronic pain support group which meets monthly at the Robbins Library in Arlington the second 
Friday of every month. Our group has been meeting continuously year round for 18 years. Though 
we have members who attend our support group from all over the greater metro area and state, many 
of our members are local residents of the Town.  
 
I have recently been alerted to the adverse impacts of the Town’s overnight on-street parking ban on 
some individuals with chronic pain and disability, and concerns that recent housing development 
plans that are being considered have proposed minimizing off-street parking space availability in 
favor of encouraging more prospective residents to use public transit or bicycles to travel.  
 
As someone with chronic pain who has been leading meetings for those with chronic pain for nearly 
two decades, I can both personally and professionally attest that taking public transit is not always (or 
even usually) a practical option for many of us. For some, it may not even be feasible at all. Those 
who live with moderate to severe chronic pain on a daily basis tend to experience serious limitations 
to their mobility. Even something as simple as walking a few blocks can be excruciating, so unless a 
public transit stop is located right outside their doorway and is taking them directly to their intended 
destination, they may not be able to access it. Even for those located on direct public transit routes, 
taking crowded buses and trains where seats may not be available and that can take much longer than 
a car trip, can seriously exacerbate pain and use up what little energy the person has to function that 
day or week. Most of our members cannot ride bicycles, so that is also not an option for many with 
severe chronic pain.  
 
For those of us with chronic pain, cars can enable us to function in ways that many take for granted--
allowing us to attend social events (and leave suddenly if needed), run errands, or even make it 
possible for those of us who are still employed to continue working. Without access to cars, many of 
us would lead more socially isolated and disenfranchised lives than we already do due to our 
condition.  As such, I believe the Town should allow an exemption program to the overnight parking 
ban for those experiencing medical hardship who do not have access to off-street parking. In doing 
this, the Town will be advancing its own goals of being an inclusive municipality that values 
compassion. It will be sending a clear message that it welcomes residents who have chronic pain and 
disability and does not wish to set up barriers for them to live in Arlington. 
 
I thank you for your consideration of this request and am happy to answer any questions you may 
have.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Cindy Steinberg 



TOWN OF ARLINGTON 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING and 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 

TOWN HALL, 730 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE 
ARLINGTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02476 

TELEPHONE 781-316-3090 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
To: Doug Heim, Town Counsel 
  
From: Erin Zwirko, Assistant Director, Planning and Community Development 
 
CC: Jennifer Raitt, Director, Planning and Community Development 
 
Date: March 18, 2019 
  
RE: 2019 Annual Town Meeting Article 26 
 
As noted in the Zoning Audit of the Master Plan and during recodification of the bylaw last 
year, there are sign rules and regulations in the Zoning Bylaw, Town Bylaw, and Arlington 
Historic Districts Commission bylaw, which create conflicts in interpretation and make the 
bylaws difficult to use. Section 6.2 of the Zoning Bylaw, which regulates the size and number 
of permanent and temporary signs allowed in each zoning district, has been amended many 
times and is not in compliance with a recent Supreme Court ruling.  
 
Using a 2017 appropriation, the Town contracted with Lisa Wise Consulting (LWC) to draft 
new sign regulations that are well-organized, straightforward to understand and administer, 
consistent with state and federal law, and representative of best practices. Roger Eastman, 
the Project Manager, has 25 years of experience working on sign regulations, including on a 
similar project in Portland, Maine. As part of the scope of work, LWC and Department staff 
interviewed stakeholders, held a public forum, provided a draft analysis, discussed the 
analysis with Redevelopment Board members, provided an Analysis and Recommendations 
Report, and drafted the proposed amendments. The Department is overseeing this process 
with input and assistance from the Zoning Bylaw Working Group and Town Counsel. 
 
In addition to overhauling the sign regulations, LWC was tasked with recommending whether 
the updated sign regulations should be in the Town Bylaw or the Zoning Bylaw. In the 
Analysis and Recommendations Report, LWC recommended that the sign regulations remain 
in the Zoning Bylaw for the following reasons: 

1. It is a more typical national practice to include sign regulations in a Zoning Bylaw than 
to include them in a Town Bylaw; 

2. The Building Inspector, who is charged with the administration and enforcement of the 
Zoning Bylaw, will retain primary responsibility over sign review. Therefore, it makes 
sense for sign procedures and enforcement to remain within the Zoning Bylaw; 

3. Including the sign regulations in the Zoning Bylaw make it easier to cross reference to 
other zoning standards, such as zoning districts or applicable administrative procedures; 
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4. Town residents and business owners are used to reviewing the sign regulations in the 
Zoning Bylaw; 

5. The Town has historically regulated signs in the Zoning Bylaw rather than the Town 
Bylaw; and 

6. Regulation of signs is more closely related to community or neighborhood character 
than it is to general public health and welfare. 

 
With that recommendation in mind, LWC noted that there were duplicative provisions in 
Section 6.2 of the Zoning Bylaw and Title V, Article 1 of the Town Bylaws. Title V, Article 1 
establishes standards for billboards, signs, and other outdoor advertising devices. Section 
6.2.13 contains many of the same provisions. LWC recommended that the language in Title V, 
Article 1, with the exception of paragraph J, be consolidated into the Zoning Bylaw. After 
consulting with the Zoning Bylaw Working Group, the Department staff, and Town Counsel, 
LWC carried forward this recommendation into the Zoning Bylaw amendments. 
 
The revised sign regulations in the Zoning Bylaw are subject of Article 17 and the 
consolidated and updated text regarding billboards can be found in Section 6.2.5(F) of the 
amendments. In order to delete the duplicative text in the Town Bylaw, Article 26 was also 
submitted. Article 26 maintains paragraph J in Title V, Article 1 of the Town Bylaws, which 
allows the Select Board to review notices, specifically temporary signs erected by a person or 
non-profit organization for the purpose of advertising an individual yard sale, public event, or 
lost pet on public or private ways. The appropriate cross references in the amended Zoning 
Bylaw point readers to the Select Board’s authority of these types of notices. 
 
To support the overhaul of the sign regulations, the Department would appreciate the Select 
Board’s positive recommendation of Article 26; however, should Article 17 fail at Town 
Meeting, it is recommended that no action is taken on Article 26. 



 
March 2019 
 
Dear Select Board, 
 
We are writing to request your support of Town Meeting Warrant Article 39 “To see if the Town will 
vote to authorize the Library Board of Trustees to deaccession and/or dispose of by sale, donation, 
or other means, the Robbins Art Print Collection; or take any action related thereto.” 
 
Background 
Town resident and patron Winfield Robbins amassed a collection of 150,000 art prints during his 
travels to Europe, most of which he purchased indiscriminately in bulk. At the time of his death in 
1910, he left the collection as a gift to the Town to be held in the Robbins Library. The collection 
came with a very specific bequest to the Library for the “care, preservation, increase and purchase 
of his print collection” ($25,000 in 1910, now worth approximately $641,000) and his sister Ida 
Robbins also provided a bequest for “the purchase and care of Prints” ($30,000 in 1949, now worth 
approximately $317,000). 
 
Unfortunately, these prints have been consistently declining in value and are of minimal interest to 
collectors and the public. As far back as 1925, concerns were expressed about the maintenance of 
this collection. And every decade since, the Library Board and Library Directors have struggled to 
find use for the collection and maintain it in accordance with the original bequest. We would like to 
move forward with resolving this issue once and for all.  
 
Rationale for Article 
As the print collection was a gift to the Town, not the Library Board of Trustees, the Town has the 
ability to determine its fate. In this role, we strongly encourage you to consider the following 
rationale and support the article so that we may keep the libraries an active and vibrant resource for 
all community members: 

 One of the primary concerns is space. The collection is stored throughout the Robbins Library 
taking up a significant amount of space and is virtually untouched. Put end to end, the prints 
would cover over 30 miles. Stacked, the tower of storage boxes would reach 13 stories. This 
is valuable space that could be used for other purposes that enable the Library to better 
meet patron needs, including things such as hosting rotating displays of current community 
artwork. 

 The Library’s mission states: “The Library is a vital community center for all. We create 
opportunities for lifelong learning, personal fulfillment and enjoyment that make Arlington a 
great place to live, work, study, and visit. We are committed to services that anticipate and 
respond to the needs and interests of all who use the library.” It is not meant to curate a 
massive art collection that is larger than that of many dedicated art museums. Library staff 
should be focusing on work that is truly relevant to the public in meeting this mission. 



 To “deaccession” means to sell or otherwise dispose of an item in a collection. This is 
common practice at museums and other institutions. In our libraries specifically, there is a 
collection policy that enables staff to actively cull books and other library collections to 
ensure we have living, breathing, and constantly evolving collections that meet the needs 
of our patrons. For years, this collection has been excluded from this standard practice.  

 Professional appraisers have repeatedly affirmed that the value of the art print collection is 
steadily declining (it has dropped about 30% from 2001 to today), and it will only continue to 
go down until the collection is ultimately of no value. 

 
Next Steps 
On the advice of Town Counsel, in agreement with the recommendation of Richard Baiano, the 
appraiser from Childs Gallery in Boston, if the warrant article were approved, the Library Board and 
Director would move forward in trying to divest the Winfield Robbins prints in bulk, the same way it 
was acquired. Selling the prints is the first priority, however, Mr. Baiano shared that it is highly 
unlikely that the appraised value of the collection (approximately $365,000 in 2018) is achievable 
with a sale given the lack of interest in prints today. Therefore we may need to resort to donating or 
otherwise disposing of the prints. As this is Town property, any funds secured would be directed 
into the Town’s general fund. If feasible, our request is that these funds be earmarked for continued 
support of the libraries, as was Winfield Robbins’ original intention. 
 
Town Counsel is also working on a parallel process with the Attorney General’s office to review the 
bequest language and determine if the original purpose has been frustrated, given that the Library 
has been unable for decades to use any significant amount of the funds towards the narrowly stated 
purpose. If that request were approved, the funds would be eligible for some other, yet to be 
determined, use in support of the Library. With significant renovations proposed in the coming 
years, we are hopeful that we would have access to these funds to help reduce the burden on the 
Town and we believe that use would still be well aligned with Winfield Robbins’ desire to support 
the Library and the community.  
 
Please see the accompanying Frequently Asked Questions document for further details. Please feel 
free to contact Library Director Andrea Nicolay with additional questions or to arrange a visit to see 
the collection.  
 
We appreciate your consideration and as we reimagine our libraries together for the next 50 years 
and beyond, we kindly ask that you approve the warrant article as written.  
 
Respectfully, 
The Robbins Library Board of Trustees 



 
 

LIBRARY ART PRINTS WARRANT ARTICLE #39 - FAQ 
 

1. What are the Winfield Robbins Art Prints? In the late 1800's Winfield Robbins toured Europe. He 
collected prints (largely in bulk) to save the medium from extinction, perceiving a threat from the 
new medium of photography. Mr. Robbins was infatuated with prints as a medium and was an 
enthusiastic, if indiscriminate, collector. The prints number approximately 150,000 of mostly 
European portraits. None are specifically related to the Town of Arlington.  

2. Why is this Warrant Article coming to Town Meeting? The art print collection was gifted to the 
Town of Arlington; therefore the Town must authorize the Library Board of Trustees to take action 
on its behalf with this property. For decades, Library Trustees and Directors have been seeking 
guidance from art world professionals, art museum curators, legal counsel, and others on how to 
address this collection and would like to move forward with resolving this issue once and for all.  

3. Is it normal for the library to deaccession material? Yes. In order to meet its mission and address 
the challenges of limited space, the Library’s collection development policy states: “The library has 
the obligation not only to serve its current users but also to search for materials and methods that 
will meet the needs of new members of the community and those who have not been traditional 
library users. Continuous and periodic examination of the community and its changing needs is 
necessary to give purpose, vitality and relevancy to the selection of materials….De-acquisition, or 
weeding and discarding materials from the collection, occurs on a systematic basis and is 
necessitated by limitations of space, obsolescence of material, lack of use over extended period of 
time, physical condition of the item, and acquisition of new materials.”  

4. Why not keep the prints? For two primary reasons: 1) The Art Print collection takes up a significant 
amount of space in the Library, which could be used for other purposes that better meet patron 
needs, and 2) Historic art prints are not an integral part of the library’s overall mission: “The Library 
is a vital community center for all. We create opportunities for lifelong learning, personal 
fulfillment and enjoyment that make Arlington a great place to live, work, study, and visit. We are 
committed to services that anticipate and respond to the needs and interests of all who use the 
library.” If anything, the Library would like to use its space to prioritize local artists’ work. 

5. How do you know the value of the prints? The collection has been appraised on at least three 
occasions, most recently in 2018. Adjusted for inflation, the 2018 value of $365,000 is almost 30% 
less than the value at the time of the previous appraisal in 2001 (approximately $514,000). Expert 
art print and historical appraisers consider the collection to be of little fine art value. This opinion 
has not changed over the past 60 years and was confirmed again in the most recent appraisal. 
Given that, the appraiser cautioned that it is highly unlikely we would receive the appraised value, 
if the collection could even be sold given the lack of interest in art prints today. Therefore, we 
should anticipate that we might need to donate or otherwise dispose of the collection. 

6. What did Winfield Robbins leave to the Library? Along with the print collection donated to the 
Town, his bequest of 1910 states, “Fourth, I give and bequeath to the Robbins Library in the Town 
of Arlington state of Massachusetts, the sum of twenty-five thousand [25,000] dollars to be 
devoted to the care, preservation and increase of my collection of prints. The disbursement of the 
interest of the fund and the supervision of my collection to prints to be under the sole control of 
Caira Robbins [his cousin], so long as she may desire.” This trust is currently worth approximately 
$684,000. In addition, his cousin Ida Robbins’ bequest of 1949 states, “I give and bequeath to the 
Robbins Library of said Arlington the sum of Thirty Thousand (30,000) Dollars, said sum to be kept 
as a fund the income only to be used for the purchase and care of prints.” This trust is currently 
worth approximately $548,000. 



7. What happens to the trusts if the prints are deaccessioned? There are no known direct 
descendants who could be contacted about revising the trust. Therefore, at the request of the 
Library Board of Trustees, Town Counsel has started a parallel process with the Attorney General’s 
office to review the bequest language and determine if the original purpose has been “frustrated,” 
meaning that it is impossible or impracticable to carry out. Ultimately, the aim would be to secure 
legal permission to release the trust funds for use in a manner “as nearly like” as possible to the 
original charitable purpose, i.e. in support of the Robbins Library for the benefit of the community. 
A probate judge would make the final decision and the process could take a year or more to 
conclude.  

 
 
 
 

Representative examples of the Winfield Robbins Art Print Collection  
showing features that affect fair market value: 

 
 

 



A Brief History of Art Prints at the 
Robbins Library 



Will of Winfield Robbins

“Fourth, I give and bequeath to the Robbins Library in the Town of Arlington state 
of Massachusetts, the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars to be devoted to the 
care, preservation and increase of my collection of prints.”



TIMELINE OF GIFTS & TRUSTS

1893-1900:

Winfield 
Robbins 
provides 

“valuable gifts” 
to the Library 
in the form of 
books, prints, 
and other art.

1901: 

W. Robbins 
gifts a large 
number of 

“framed 
portraits” 

placed in the 
Art Gallery, 

including those 
which 

illustrate the 
“the progress 
of the art of 
engraving”.  

1909-1910:

The Library 
opens an art 

gallery on the 
4th floor for the 

display of 
prints 

presented by  
W. Robbins.

Nov. 1910: 

Winfield 
Robbins dies.

1910-1912 
/15: 

Will of W. 
Robbins is in 

probate, 
leaving 

$25,000 for the 
“care, 

preservation 
and increase of 
my collection 

of prints…” 
approximately  

130,000 in 
total.

1910-1949:

Caira and Ida 
Robbins 

increase and 
care for the 
collection. 

It grows to 
approximately 

150,000 in 
total.

1949:

Ida Robins dies 
in Switzerland 

and leaves 
$30,000 to the 
Library in trust 

for prints.



1925 – Letter from Curator to Caira Robbins



1942 – Curator rejects offer, citing restrictions



1946 – Curator’s letter to Library Trustees 



1950 – Library Annual Report



1958 – Harvard Lamont Library letter



1965 – Smithsonian Loan



1970 – Curator’s Report to Library Trustees



1977 – Local media coverage



1978 – Library eliminates Curator role



1985 – Library addresses consultant role/cataloguing



1986 – Request for Town Counsel opinion



1986 – Letter from BPL Keeper of Prints 

. . . 



1987 – Arlington Historical Commission letter



1989 – Town Counsel opinion



1990 – Appraisal summary from James A. Bergquist



2000 – Letter of Advice from Marjorie Cohn



2008 – Memo from Town Counsel 



2018 – Appraisal by the Childs Gallery



2019 – Email from Marjorie Cohn

I hope [Town Meeting] votes to deaccession them. They have vexed too 
many generations at the library!

-- Jerry

Marjorie B. Cohn
Carl A. Weyerhaeuser Curator of Prints, Emerita
Harvard Art Museums



Prints storage: 4th floor Art Print Room



Print storage: 4th floor Conference Room



Thank you



ARTICLE 26         BYLAW AMENDMENT/BILLBOARDS AND SIGNS 

To see if the Town will vote to amend the Town Bylaws, Title V, Article 1 “Billboards and 

Signs: Restrictions on Use,” by removing paragraphs A through I to support consolidation of the 

sign regulations in the Zoning Bylaw; or take any action related thereto. 

         (Inserted at the Request of the Town Manager) 

 

ARTICLE 38                            VOTE/SET SENIOR TAX DEFERRAL LIMIT 

To see if the Town will vote to set a Senior Property Tax Deferral Limit consistent with Chapter 

312 of the Acts of 2018; or take any action related thereto. 

    (Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 39             VOTE/AUTHORIZATION TO DEACCESSION TOWN  

                         PROPERTY-LIBRARY ART PRINTS 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize the Library Board of Trustees to deaccession and/or 

dispose of by sale, donation, or other means, the Robbins Art Print Collection; or take any action 

related thereto.       

    (Inserted by the Select Board and at the request of the Library Board of Trustees) 

 

ARTICLE 40     VOTE/ROBBINS LIBRARY PARKING COSTS  

To see if the Town will vote to change the cost of parking in the spaces behind and in front of the 

Robbins Library; or take any action related thereto; or take any action related thereto. 

 (Inserted at the request of Andrew Fisher and ten registered voters) 

 

ARTICLE 43        HOME RULE LEGISLATION/MEANS-TESTED SENIOR 

         TAX RELIEF 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize and request the Select Board to file Home Rule 

Legislation which would establish a locally controlled, means-tested senior citizen property tax 

exemption, known as a local option “circuit breaker” program; or take any action related thereto.  

(Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 46  ACCEPTANCE OF LEGISLATION/ESTABLISHMENT OF        

 A COMMISSION ON DISABILITIES FUND 

To see if the Town will vote to accept provisions of Mass General Law 40, Section 22G 

regarding allocating all funds received from fines assessed for violations of handicap parking to 

the Arlington Commission on Disabilities.  Funds so received shall be deposited by the city or 

Town Treasurer in a separate account and shall be used solely for the benefit of persons with 

disabilities.  Expenditures from said account, including accrued interest, if any, shall be made 

upon the recommendation of the Commission of Disabilities in accordance with the accepted 

procedures of the Town for the disbursement of funds, including the approval of the Town 

Manager or Select Board. The Town Treasurer shall submit annually a report of said account to 

the Town Manager or Select Board for review and a copy of said report shall be forwarded to the 

Bureau of Accounts; or take any action related thereto. 

  (Inserted at the request of the Commission on Disabilities) 

 



ARTICLE 51                     ENDORSEMENT OF CDBG APPLICATION 

To see if the Town will vote to endorse the application for Federal Fiscal Year 2020  prepared by 

the Town Manager and Select Board under the Housing and Community Development Act of 

1974 (PL 93-383) as amended; or take any action related thereto. 

                     (Inserted by the Select Board and at the request of the Town Manager) 

 

ARTICLE 52                                                           REVOLVING FUNDS 

To see if the Town will vote to hear or receive a report concerning the receipts and expenditures 

of approved revolving funds, amend the Town Bylaws to adopt new revolving funds, and/or to 

appropriate sums of money to such revolving funds and determine how the money shall be raised 

or expended; or take any action related thereto. 

                               (Inserted by the Select Board) 

 

ARTICLE 79            RESOLUTION/OVERNIGHT PARKING EXEMPTION PROGRAM  

             FOR MEDICAL AND FINANCIAL HARDSHIPS 

To see if the Town will vote to provide a non-binding resolution to support an overnight parking 

program that provides exemptions for persons with medical and/or financial hardships; or take 

any action related thereto. 

                      (Inserted at the request of Laura Kiesel and ten registered voters) 

 



Section 22G: Funds received from fines for handicap parking 
violations; deposits in account; expenditures 
 
Section 22G. Any city or town which has accepted the 
provisions of section eight J is hereby authorized to allocate all 
funds received from fines assessed for violations of handicap 
parking in said city or town to the commission on disabilities. 
 
Funds so received shall be deposited by the city or town 
treasurer in a separate account and shall be used solely for the 
benefit of persons with disabilities. Said account shall be 
established by the city or town treasurer and shall be kept 
separate and apart from all other monies. Expenditures from 
said account, including accrued interest, if any, shall be made 
upon the recommendation of the commission on disabilities in 
accordance with the accepted procedures of the city or town 
for the disbursement of funds, including the approval of the 
mayor and city council or the town manager or board of 
selectmen. The city or town accountant shall submit annually a 
report of said account to the mayor and city council or the 
town manager and board of selectmen for review and a copy of 
said report shall be forwarded to the bureau of accounts. 
 





Year
HP
Violations Fines

2012 43 $8,600
2013 45 $9,000
2014 40 $8,000
FY2015
Actual 68 $13,600
FY2016
Actual 212 $42,400
FY2017
Actual 202 $40,400
2018
9 months 78 $15,600



What Town Disability Commissions Have Supported with 22G Funds 
 
 
Barrier Removal (Parks, Buildings, etc.): 

- Build raised garden beds at Wyman Elementary School (Burlington, $500) 
- Beach chairs, ramps, park benches, picnic tables, accessible bubblers, handicap porta-

potties (Barnstable, Burlington, Chelmsford, Foxboro, Northampton, Scituate, Sharon) 
- Create HP spots, HP signage, walkways (Agawam, Burlington) 
- Accessible playground, park renovations, boardwalk (Agawam, Belmont, Beverly, New 

Bedford, Sharon, Waltham) 
- Accessible entryways, door openers for town buildings (Sharon, Spencer, Waltham) 
- Snow removal (New Bedford) 

 
Assistive Technology 

- Provide CART (Computer Assisted Real Time Translation) for Town meetings 
(Watertown), Voting Machines (Spencer) 

- Provide screen reading software, assistive listening devices, scanners, Kurzweil Reading 
Machines, TTY (Beverly, Burlington, Newton, Sharon, Watertown) 

- Charles River Braille Trail (Watertown, $15,000) 
- Braille menus (Northampton) 
- Art supplies, loaner equipment (Billerica, Scituate) 

 
Education (inc. Schools): 

- Provide SEPAC/SPEDPAC funding. (Sharon, Watertown) 
- Flyers, training, speakers for disability related topics (Agawam, Sharon, Watertown) 
- Scholarships (Barnstable, Chelmsford, Sharon, Sudbury, Waltham) 
- Placard abuse education programs, inc PSAs (Fall River) 
- ASL signers for classes (Sharon) 

 
Events and Misc: 

- Accessible Dining Guide for restaurants. (Watertown) 
- Underwrite conference attendance, special events (Belmont, Sharon) 
- Sponsor children for therapeutic horseback program (Burlington, $1,500) 
- Site Loss Services (Barnstable) 
- Sports shirts & caps (Sharon) 
- ADA survey (Sudbury) 
- Defibrillator for Community Center (Sharon) 
- Supplies for portable HP signage (sawhorses) for events (Burlington, $500) 
- Police details to monitor HP spots and ticket (and supplies, such as cameras) 

(Burlington, Dedham, Fall River, Framingham, Leominster, Newton, Scituate, Waltham, 
Watertown, Worcester) 



























 

 

 

TOWN OF ARLINGTON 
 

 

Report to Annual Town Meeting 2019 
Article 51 

Endorsement of CDBG Application 
 
We are pleased to submit the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) application for program year 45 
(July 1, 2019 through June 30, 2020). Applications were due on January 10, 2019 and reviewed on February 11, 
2019 at the Select Board public hearing. The CDBG Subcommittee met on March 5, 2019 and March 12, 2019 to 
review the applications and develop the following budget for the use of CDBG funds. This memorandum 
describes each of the requests and the recommended budget allocations.  
 
The Town of Arlington expects to receive $1,100,241 in new grant funds from the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development for the period July 1, 2019 through June 30, 2020. This is a reduction of $11,114 from 
the current year’s allocation. The potential reduction is based upon a 1% reduction from the current program 
year allocation.  In addition, the Town also anticipants new program income and reprogrammed prior year’s 
CDBG funds.  Refer to attached spreadsheet for further details.  The following proposed allocations would 
expend the total anticipated amount of $1,360,241.  
 
This annual funding recommendation is based on an estimation of funding available to the Town and subject to 
an increase or decrease, depending on federal allocations. Were the Town to receive less than the estimated 
allocation, the CDBG Subcommittee would suggest that the following applications receive a reduction in their 
funding allocation: the Housing Corporation of Arlington’s Capital Improvements, the Disability Commission and 
the DPW’s ADA Compliant Curb Cuts, and Food Link’s Site Development.  Were the Town to receive more than 
the estimated amount, the CDBG Subcommittee would suggest that the additional money will be allocated to 
the Arlington Recreation Department’s application for the Lussiano Playground, and potentially reassessing the 
funding available for public service activities within the statutory limit.  Should CDBG funding be eliminated, the 
town will consider a plan to address service and programming impacts.  
 
The following is a summary of the requests for funds and the corresponding recommended allocations. Each 
request has been placed into one of five categories: Rehabilitation/Housing, Public Services, Public Facilities and 
Improvements, Planning, and Administration.  
 
Projects/activities must meet one of the following HUD National Objectives:  
 
Low/Moderate Income Area Benefit (LMA): the project/activity meets the needs of persons residing in an 
area where at least 33.67% of the residents make a low or moderate income. 
 
Low/Moderate Income Clientele (LMC): the activity benefits a group of persons (rather than residents in a 



 

 

 

particular area) 51% of whom make a low- or moderate-income. The following groups are presumed to 
make a low- to moderate-income: abused children, battered spouses, elderly persons, and adults meeting 
the U.S. Bureau of Census’ Current Population Reports definition of “severely disabled,” homeless persons, 
illiterate adults and persons living with AIDS.  
 
Low/Moderate Housing (LMH): the project will provide or improve permanent residential structures which, 
upon completion, will be occupied by households that make a low- to moderate-income. This includes but is 
not limited to acquisition or rehabilitation. Housing can be either owner or renter occupied units in one 
family or multi-family structures.  
 
Slum or Blighted Area (SBA): the project is in a designated slum/blighted area as defined under State or local 
law and will address conditions that qualified the area as slum or blighted.  
 
Spot Blight (SBS): the project will prevent or eliminate specific conditions of blight or physical decay outside 
a slum area. Activities are limited to clearance, historic preservation, rehabilitation of buildings, but only to 
the extent necessary to eliminate conditions detrimental to public health and safety.  
 
 
 

CDBG Subcommittee 
 
Adam Chapdelaine, Town Manager 
Dan Dunn, Select Board Member 
Sarah Lee, Resident 
Diane Mahon, Select Board Member 
Christopher Potter, Resident 
Jennifer Raitt, Director of Planning and Community Development 
Antonette Sacco, Resident 
Julie Wayman, CDBG Administrator 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Community Development Block Grant  
Annual Action Plan 
July 1, 2019- June 30, 2020 
 
 
REHABILITATION/HOUSING 
 
Affordable Housing Portfolio Capital Improvements, Housing Corporation of Arlington: This request 
for $200,000 would be used to make improvements to HCA’s portfolio of existing affordable rental 
housing. This project is expected to benefit six households and complies with national objective LMH. 
Funding is recommended at $200,000. 
 
Solar Panel Installation, Housing Corporation of Arlington: This request for $150,000 would be used 
to install solar panels on Capital Square Apartments, a three-building complex on Mass Ave in East 
Arlington.  This project would benefit thirty-two (32) households.  Funding is recommended at 
$150,000.  
 
Home Rehabilitation Loan Program, Arlington Home Rehabilitation Loan Program:  This request for 
$165,000 would provide property owners of one- to four-family homes who make a low- to 
moderate-income with a low-interest (1.75%) and deferred-payment loan to assist with the 
renovation of their properties. The loans enable the owners to make repairs, bring properties into 
compliance with building, health and safety code standards, and abate lead-based paint. The 
Arlington Home Rehabilitation Program also provides technical and contractor procurement services. 
This project is expected to benefit 10 households and complies with national objective LMH. Due to 
an ongoing reduction in income-eligible applicants and qualifying properties, CDBG funding is not 
recommended this year.   
 
PUBLIC SERVICES 
 
Scholarship Program, Arlington Boys & Girls Club: This request for $20,000 would provide 
scholarships to income-eligible households who participate in Boys & Girls Club activities. The 
program provides financial assistance to households with limited resources for such activities as after 
school care, summer camp, instructional classes, and preschool. Each recipient is also required to 
share in the cost of the program, based on their ability to pay. This project is expected to benefit 50 
individuals and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $19,400. 
 
Jobs, Jobs, Jobs Program, Arlington Boys & Girls Club: This request for $5,000 would fund a summer 
employment program for income-eligible youth in grades nine, ten, and eleven. Funding would pay 
for the teens to be employed as recreation assistants at the club and would provide service to other 
income-qualified youth. The program provides teens the opportunity to learn job skills, including skills 
in childcare, and recreation leadership skills. This project is expected to benefit eight (8) individuals 
and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $4,475. 
 
Athletic Scholarships, Arlington High School: This request for $8,500 would provide athletic 
scholarships for Arlington High School students. The funds would be used for income-eligible students 



 

 

 

who cannot afford to pay the annual activity fee for various athletic programs offered. This project is 
expected to benefit 30 individuals and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is 
recommended at $7,900. 
 
Operation Success Learning Center, Arlington Housing Authority: This request for $6,000 would pay 
for the operating costs of a homework support program for junior high school students living in 
Menotomy Manor, an Arlington Housing Authority property. Trained volunteers and active and 
retired teachers from the community provide homework tutoring. This project is expected to benefit 
28 individuals and complies with national objective LMA. Funding is recommended at $6,000. 
 
Mental Health Counseling and Support Services, Arlington Youth Counseling Center (AYCC): This 
request for $15,000 would subsidize the costs of counseling services to income-eligible households 
including free and reduced-fee mental health counseling and medication treatment, case 
management services for vulnerable Arlington residents, and therapeutic groups and support services 
for victims and survivors of domestic violence. The CDBG allocation defrays the cost of out-of-pocket 
expenses that are not covered by a client's insurance or is used for children and families that are 
without support or cannot afford the fee scale. This project is expected to benefit 70 individuals and 
complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $15,000.  
 
Adult Day Health Services, Council on Aging: This request for $6,000 would provide scholarships for 
elderly to utilize the Adult Day Health Services, through the Cooperative Elder Services, Inc. The 
program provides a safe and therapeutic adult day care service, meals and other social programs at a 
very low cost for those who, due to physical and/or psychological limitations, cannot be left alone at 
home. This project is expected to benefit 20 individuals and complies with national objective LMC. 
Funding is recommended at $6,000.  
 
Transportation Program, Council on Aging: This request for $35,000 would fund the transportation 
services that are offered to Arlington seniors. The transportation program brings seniors to medical 
appointments and local stores, helping seniors remain independent and active in the community. This 
project is expected to benefit 282 individuals and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is 
recommended at $35,000. 
 
Volunteer Coordinator, Council on Aging:  This request for $52,922 would fund the position of 
Volunteer Coordinator. The coordinator supervises and coordinates volunteers and manages the van 
and transportation program and is essential to the Council on Aging’s mission to engage senior 
citizens in community participation. The funds received would be used for the base salary of the staff 
person plus all fringe benefits. This project is expected to benefit 552 individuals and complies with 
national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $52,922. 
 
Jobs, Jobs, Jobs Program, Fidelity House: This request for $5,000 would fund a summer employment 
program for income-eligible youth in grades nine, ten, and eleven. Funding would pay for the teens to 
be employed as recreation assistants at Fidelity House and would provide service to other income-
qualified youth. The program provides teens the opportunity to learn job skills, including skills in 
childcare, and recreation leadership skills. This project is expected to benefit six individuals and 
complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $4,475. 



 

 

 

Menotomy Manor Outreach Program, Fidelity House: This request for $20,000 would help to defray 
the cost of programs that Fidelity House manages for the low-income families of Menotomy Manor. 
This program, created to directly address the developmental needs of Arlington’s low-income youth, 
includes transportation to and from Fidelity House, memberships, participation in all youth programs, 
on-site programming, and camp memberships for summer day camp. The program’s goal is to 
continue to provide a quality program for 6- to 18-year-olds. This project is expected to benefit 100 
individuals and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $20,000. 
 
Program Scholarships, Recreation Department: This request for $13,000 would provide scholarships 
for activities offered by the Recreation Department. The program provides income-eligible 
households an opportunity to participate in recreation programs by providing financial assistance to 
offset the cost of program fees. This project is expected to benefit over 100 individuals and complies 
with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $12,400. 
 
 
PUBLIC FACILITIES AND IMPROVEMENTS 
 
Wellington Park ADA-Compliant Trails and Access Project, Arlington Conservation Commission:  This 
request for $100,000 would fund the design of the Wellington Park ADA-Compliant Trails and Access 
Project.  This activity complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at $100,000. 
 
ADA Compliance Program-Curb Cuts Ramp Project, Arlington Commission on Disability: This request 
for $140,000 would construct and reconstruct ADA-compliant sidewalk ramps for the purpose of 
improving access and pedestrian safety for the elderly and disabled. 45 curb cuts would be installed 
utilizing these funds.  This activity complies with national objective LMA. Funding is recommended at 
$140,000. 
 
Lussiano Playground Reconstruction, Recreation Department: This request for $325,000 would 
rehabilitate the Lussiano Playground.  This project is expected to benefit 4,875 people and complies 
with national objective LMA.  Funding is recommended at $200,000. 
 
Site Development, Food Link, Inc.: This request for $175,000 would fund site work at the new Food 
Link facility, including work on the parking lot, retaining wall, and fencing. This project is expected to 
benefit 3,300 individuals and complies with national objective LMC. Funding is recommended at 
$155,000. 
 
 
PLANNING 
 
Planners, Department of Planning and Community Development: This request for $52,335 to fund a 
portion of the salary and fringe benefits of Department staff working on CDBG-related activities. 
Duties and responsibilities involve data gathering and analysis, local and comprehensive planning and 
zoning, affordable housing studies and implementation. All positions serve under the Director of 
Planning and Community Development. Funding includes salary plus fringe benefits, which are 



 

 

 

reimbursed to the Town. This activity is exempt from meeting a national objective. Funding is 
recommended at $52,335.  
 
Planning Studies, Department of Planning and Community Development: This request for $78,000 
would fund planning activities to comply with the HUD Rule to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing, 
including but not limited to hiring a consultant to begin an assessment of fair housing and public 
outreach related thereto.  The Department would also use this funding to update the Town’s ADA 
Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan which would address access to the Town’s programming and 
facilities.  This activity is exempt from meeting a national objective. Funding is recommended at 
$78,000. 
 
Annual Town Survey 2019, Envision Arlington: This request for $2,000 would continue the annual 
town Census Insert Survey. Data collected from this survey inform policy-setting for the town and 
other planning activities. This activity is exempt from meeting a national objective.  Funding is 
recommended at $2,000. 
 
 
ADMINISTRATION 
 
Community Development Block Grant Administrator, Department of Planning and Community 
Development: This request for $84,000 funds the position of Community Development Block Grant 
Administrator who serves under the Director of Planning and Community Development. The 
Administrator is responsible for the daily financial and programmatic administration of the CDBG 
program and overall coordination and management of grant activities. Related costs include salary 
and reimbursement to the Town for fringe benefits. This activity is exempt from meeting a national 
objective. Funding is recommended at $84,000. 
 
General Administration, Department of Planning and Community Development:  This request for 
$15,000 would fund the operating and administrative costs of the CDBG program. This budget item 
provides for costs of overall program management, coordination, monitoring, training, membership 
dues, and evaluation. This activity is exempt from meeting a national objective. Funding is 
recommended at $15,000.  
 
 





Revolving Fund Amount Revolving Fund Amount

Private Ways Repairs: Field User Fees:
Contracted Services 63,500.00$      Contracted Services 59,840.00$      
Total Expenditures 63,500.00$      Maintenance -$                  

Public Way Repairs: Total Expenditures 59,840.00$      

Contracted Services 10,000.00$      
Total Expenditures 10,000.00$      Robbins Library Rentals:

Personnel 1,612.50$         
Fox Library Community Center Rentals: Contracted Services 1,792.00$         

Maintenance 3,098.97$         Total Expenditures 3,404.50$         

Total Expenditures 3,098.97$         

Town Hall Rentals:
Robbins House Rentals: Supplies 12,823.78$      

Personnel 7,250.00$         Personnel 42,632.59$      
Supplies 6,585.22$         Utilities 14,482.17$      
Maintenance 4,835.59$         Contracted Services 15,502.59$      
Utilities 10,305.10$      Total Expenditures 85,441.13$      

Contracted Services 2,285.00$         
Total Expenditures 31,260.91$      White Good Recycling Fees:

Transfer to General Fund 15,000.00$      
Conservation Commission Fees: Equipment and Materials 3,457.47$         

Other Expense -$                  Total Expenditures 18,457.47$      

Total Expenditures -$                  

Library Vending Fees:
Uncle Sam Fees: Supplies 788.34$            

Total Expenditures -$                  Equipment 2,053.00$         

Contracted Services 1,713.33$         
Life Support Services (Ambulance) Fees: Total Expenditures 4,554.67$         

General Fund Offset (Personnel) 172,934.00$    
Contracted Services 364,529.23$    Gibbs School Energy Fees:
Emergency Vehicle 246,395.00$    
Capital Offset 53,156.00$      Utilities 18,065.45$      
Total Expenditures 837,014.23$    Total Expenditures 18,065.45$      

Board of Health Fees: Cemetery Chapel Rentals:
Personnel 26,739.36$      Total Expenditures -$                  

Supplies 4,737.21$         
Contracted Services 42,830.45$      Council on Aging Program Fees:
Other Expenses 1,209.52$         Supplies -$                  
Total Expenditures 75,516.54$      Contracted Services 2,815.86$         

Total Expenditures 2,815.86$         

FY2018 REVOLVING FUNDS: EXPENDITURE DETAIL



REVOLVING FUNDS FOR WARRANT ARTICLE

Private Way Repairs (3410):  Originally established under Article 46, 1992  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $200,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $85,766.79
Receipts 37,339.39
Expenditures 63,500.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $59,606.18
 
Public Way Repairs (3400):  Originally established under Article 45, 1992  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $5,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $15,255.06
Receipts 9,460.00
Expenditures 10,000.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $14,715.06
 
Fox Library Community Center Rentals (3990): Originally established under Article 49, 1996  Annual Town Meeting
expenditures not to exceed $20,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $3,857.44
Receipts 587.00
Expenditures 3,098.97
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $1,345.47
 
Robbins House Rentals (4060): Originally established under Article 77,  1997  Annual Town Meeting
expenditures not to exceed $75,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $17,641.31
Receipts 21,485.00
Expenditures 31,260.91
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $7,865.40

 
Conservation Commission Fees (5290): Originally established under Article 44, 1996  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $10,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $2,623.07
Receipts 0.00
Expenditures 0.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $2,623.07
 
Uncle Sam Fees (2440):  Originally established under Article 31, 2000  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $2,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $1,526.31
Receipts 0.00
Expenditures 0.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $1,526.31



REVOLVING FUNDS FOR WARRANT ARTICLE

 
Life Support Services (Ambulance) Fees (3210):  Originally established under Article 37, 2001  Annual Town Meeting
Expenditures not to exceed $800,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $687,553.37
Receipts 642,968.20
Expenditures 837,014.23
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $493,507.34
 
Board of Health Fees (4120):  Originally established under Article 30, 2005  Annual Town Meeting
expenditures not to exceed $100,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $113,619.09
Receipts 99,039.42
Expenditures 75,516.54
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $137,141.97
 
Field User Fees (5275):  Originally established under Article 78, 2004  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $80,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $48,065.43
Receipts 43,345.10
Expenditures 59,840.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $31,570.53

Robbins Library Rentals (4250):  Originally established under Article 35, 2006  Annual Town Meeting
expenditures not to exceed $8,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $24,413.70
Receipts 8,399.50
Expenditures 3,404.50
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $29,408.70

Town Hall Rentals (4150):  Originally established under Article 35, 2006  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $100,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $86,999.06
Receipts 83,020.48
Expenditures 85,441.13
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $84,578.41

White Goods Recycling Fees (3510):  Originally established under Article 35, 2006  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $80,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $59,215.88
Receipts 24,421.61
Expenditures 18,457.47
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $65,180.02



REVOLVING FUNDS FOR WARRANT ARTICLE

Library Vending Fees (4220):  Originally established under Article 34, 2009 Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $25,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $9,661.33
Receipts 5,961.15
Expenditures 4,554.67
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $11,067.81

Gibbs School Energy Fees (2790):   Originally established under Article 45, 2010  Annual Town Meeting
 expenditures not to exceed $120,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $26,467.91
Receipts 0.00
Expenditures 18,065.45
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $8,402.46

Cemetery Chapel Rentals:  Originally established under Article 52, 2011  Annual Town Meeting
Expenditures not to exceed $15,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $0.00
Receipts 0.00
Expenditures 0.00
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $0.00

Council On Aging Program Fees (3840):   Originally established under Article 28, 2013  Annual Town Meeting
Expenditures not to exceed $25,000

Beginning Balance, 7/1/17 $22,263.01
Receipts 9,709.00
Expenditures 2,815.86
Ending Balance, 6/30/18 $29,156.15









Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Articles for Review:

Summary:
Article 27  Bylaw Amendment/Time Limit for Town Meeting Speakers 
Article 30  Bylaw Amendment/Waterline Replacement
Article 34  Bylaw Amendment/Regulation of Outdoor Lighting-Dark Skies Bylaw
Article 35  Bylaw Amendment/Short-Term Rental Regulations
Article 41  Vote/Arlington Redevelopment Board Membership and Terms 
Article 53  Endorsement of Parking Benefit District Expenditures
Article 78  Resolution/Indigenous Peoples' Day

ATTACHMENTS:
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Town of Arlington 

Legal Department 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

 

TO:  Select Board 

 

FROM: Douglas W. Heim 

 

DATE:  March 21, 2019 

 

RE:  Votes and Comments for Articles: 27, 30, 34, 35, 41, 53, and 78 

  

 

 

 I write to provide the Board the following as draft Votes and Comments for your 

consideration at Monday’s Select Board meeting regarding the previously heard, above-

referenced warrant articles.  I note that where existing bylaw provisions are amended by a vote, 

underlined text signifies new or additional wording, while strikethrough text signifies words and 

clauses to be eliminated. 

 

ARTICLE 27 BYLAW AMENDMENT/TOWN MEETING 

SPEAKING TIMES 

                

 

VOTED:  That Title I, Article 1 (Town Meetings), Section 7(C) “Time Limits” be and 

hereby is amended by striking the word “seven” in the first paragraph and replacing it 

with “five;” and further striking the word “five” in the second paragraph and replacing it 

with the word “three,” so as to read as follows: 

Douglas W. Heim 50 Pleasant Street 

Town Counsel Arlington, MA 02476 

 Phone: 781.316.3150 

 Fax: 781.316.3159 

 E-mail: dheim@town.arlington.ma.us 

 Website:  www.arlingtonma.gov 
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C. Time Limits  

 

No person shall speak, or otherwise hold the floor, for the first time on any subject 

for more than seven five minutes, unless, prior to beginning his or her presentation, 

the person requests of the Town Meeting a specific extension of time, and the 

request is granted by a majority vote of the Town Meeting members present and 

voting. 

No person shall speak, or otherwise hold the floor, for a second time on any subject 

for more than five three minutes. 

      (4 –1) Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

COMMENT: The Select Board acknowledges and respects that the main motion belongs to the 

Town Meeting Procedures Committee, which urges a vote of no action on the instant article.  

The majority of the Board respectfully disagrees with such position and requests Town 

Meeting’s support for a substitute motion to the effect of the foregoing.  In brief, the Select 

Board believes that reducing default Town Meeting speaking time limits will not only improve 

the efficiency of the proceedings, but encourage more residents to seek office and participate.  

Further, the Select Board is confident that the Moderator and Meeting members will grant 

extensions of time for constructive comments and questions on worthy subjects.    

 

ARTICLE 30           BYLAW AMENDMENT/WATERLINE REPLACEMENT  

 

 

VOTED: That the Town does and hereby Amends Title VI of the Town Bylaws 

(“Building Regulations”) to add a new Article 10 “Waterline Inspection & Replacement” 

 

ARTICLE 10: WATERLINE INSPECTION & REPLACEMENT 

 

Section 1: Purpose 

 

The purpose of this bylaw is to prevent the loss of Town water due to degraded and/or 

damaged privately owned waterlines which connect residential, commercial, and industrial 

premises to Town owned water mains.  The loss of water through seepage wastes natural 

resources and increases the water service costs borne collectively by the Town and its 

residents. 

 

Section 2:  Waterline Inspection and Working Order Compliance 

 

A. No person shall cause or permit the transfer of any residential, commercial or 

industrial real property served by Town water mains without first obtaining from 

the Town Engineer a certificate of compliance that such premises are properly 

connected to the Town water main at the curbstop valve and there are no conditions 

with allow for loss of water between the curbstop valve and the connection to homes 
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or commercial or industrial buildings, except this bylaw shall not apply to those 

properties outlined in Section 4 below. 

 

B. Any person intending to transfer real property served by Town water mains shall 

request a certificate of compliance from the Town Engineer as part of the lien 

certificate application process, providing the Town Engineer a report from a 

licensed plumber or drainlayer (or other professional licensed to inspect and install 

water or sewer connections deemed appropriate by the Town Engineer) that 

demonstrates the good and working order the waterline connecting to the Town 

curbstop valve. 

 

Properties not subject to the lien certificate process are also required to obtain a 

certificate of compliance from the Town Engineer on the substantially same terms 

set forth in this section, but need only obtain the certificate of compliance for their 

records.  

 

C. The Town Engineer shall issue a certificate of compliance or a determination of 

non-compliance within 14 days of receipt of the report required by Section 2(b) of 

this bylaw. The Town Engineer may conduct a Town inspection of the waterline if 

the Engineer determines further examination is necessary.  

 

D. Non-compliant waterlines in need of replacement or major repair shall also replace 

any existing lead connections regardless of the condition of such connections. 

Section 3.  Escrow Alternative for Non-compliant Properties 

 

A. Any person who wishes to transfer real property subject to this bylaw which has 

been determined to be non-compliant by the Town Engineer may alternatively hold 

in escrow an amount sufficient to cover the costs of the water line repair or 

replacement necessary to bring the property into compliance.  To do so, a non-

compliant transferor must file with the lien certificate application a statement from 

the real estate closing agent that 110% of the cost of repair or replacement shall be 

held in an escrow account until the Town issues a certificate of compliance. 

 

B. The escrow amount shall be based upon a detailed estimate by a licensed plumber 

or drainlayer, or other professional licensed to inspect and install water or sewer 

connections deemed appropriate by the Town Engineer. 

 

Section 4 Applicability 

 

A. This bylaw shall apply to transfer of real property regardless of the price paid for 

such transfer, except that it shall not apply to the transfer of real estate between 
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immediately family members, including, but not limited to spouses for nominal 

consideration.   

 

B. This bylaw shall not apply to newly constructed buildings, buildings erected within 

20 years of the date of the property transfer, or any property in which owners can 

demonstrate to the Town Engineer that the waterline has been replaced within the 

last 20 years unless the Town can establish evidence of leaking or otherwise 

damaged pipes. 

 

Section 5.  Penalties 

 

In addition to liabilities for transfer of real estate without lien certification 

compliance, persons found in violation of this bylaw shall be subject to a fine of $300 for 

each day of non-compliance from the date of the sale or transfer of subject real property 

until waterlines are certified as compliant by the Town Engineer. 

 

Section 6.  Rules and Regulations 

 

The Select Board shall promulgate rules and regulations necessary for the 

implementation and enforcement of this bylaw. 

(4 – 1) Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

COMMENT: The majority of the Select Board supports the establishment of a new bylaw to 

ensure that privately-owned corroded waterlines connecting buildings to Town-owned water 

mains (at the curbstop valve) are not leaching water through badly cracked and rusted pipes, and 

therefore both wasting a natural resources and increasing water costs for the Town and its 

residents.   

 

The Board is sensitive to concerns about costs, and recommends this action in part because it is 

triggered only by the transfer of real estate and structured to flexibly provide for replacement of 

waterlines with the proceeds from a home sale if necessary.  Further, the Board is informed by 

the Director of Public Works that costs of inspection of waterlines should be modest for the 

majority of residents and business owners because licensed plumbers and drainlayers will be able 

to quickly identify copper waterlines far less likely to pose any problem.  The pipes that will 

require greater inspection meanwhile are those which are mostly likely to require service.  

Finally, absent evidence of leaks, the bylaw shall not apply to buildings which were newly 

erected or replaced waterlines within the last 20 years. 

 

 

ARTICLE 34           BYLAW AMENDMENT/REGULATION OF OUTDOOR 

            LIGHTING – DARK SKIES BYLAW 

 

*Revised 

VOTED: That Title V, Article 14 (Regulation of Outdoor Lighting) of the Town 

Bylaws be and hereby is amended as follows:  
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Section 1. Introduction  

 

It is the intention of this by-law to regulate the use of outdoor lighting so as to reduce or 

eliminate light pollution (artificial light which causes a detrimental effect on the 

environment, interferes with the enjoyment of the night sky, causes undesirable glare, or 

unnecessary illumination of adjacent properties), and to conserve energy and resources to 

the greatest extent possible not unduly inconvenience and/or disturb residential abutters by 

having outdoor lighting shining directly into their windows or onto their properties, or by 

creating observable and unreasonable glare shining into their windows or onto their 

properties. This by-law is enacted with the understanding that enforcement shall be based 

upon any complaint issued by any resident or residential property owner with the Town.  

 

Section 2. Definitions  

 

A. A “luminaire” shall be defined as a complete outdoor lighting unit or fixture 

including a lamp or lamps, together with the parts designed to distribute the light, 

to position and protect the lamps, and to connect the lamps to the power supply, but 

not including a pole on which the luminaire may be mounted.  

 

A luminaire shall be considered shielded if it is constructed in such a manner that 

no light emitted by the fixture, either directly from the lamp or a diffusing element, 

or indirectly by reflection or refraction from any part of the luminaire, is projected 

above a horizontal plane passing through the lowest direct-light-emitting part of the 

luminaire.  

 

Section 32. Regulation  

 

A. All outdoor lighting, including but not limited to: floodlighting, decorative lighting, 

lighting primarily designed to illuminate walks and/or walkways, driveways, 

flagpoles, outdoor living areas and/or outdoor recreational facilities shall be 

appropriately continuous, indirect, and installed and/or shielded in a manner that 

shall prevent unreasonably bright light from shining onto or upon any street and/or 

nearby residential property whether directly or by creating unreasonably bright 

glare.  

 

B. The use of mercury vapor, high pressure sodium, and metal halide bulbs is 

prohibited within the Town of Arlington. 

 

C. Any lighting, affixed to a utility pole or placed on town property, on the public 

right-of-way or easement, in which the purpose of the luminaire is to illuminate 

areas outside the public right-of-way or easement, shall be subject to a permit by the 

Select Board. In granting the permit, the Select Board shall establish that the 

permitted lighting fixture conforms to all provisions of this by-law. 
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D. Up-lighting, the direct light illumination distributed above a 90 degree horizontal 

plane through the lowest direct light emitting part of the luminaire, is prohibited, 

except for signage governed by and permitted under the Arlington Zoning Bylaw, 

illumination of the United States Flag, the Flag of the Commonwealth of 

Massachusetts, or other flags on Town and/or school property, a building façade, or 

a public monument. For any up-lighting, the luminaire shall be equipped with 

shields so that the lamp is not visible from a street, or a lot that is in Residential or 

Conservation use.  

 

B. E. The following lighting shall be exempt from the provisions of this by-law: 

 

i. Temporary holiday lighting.  

ii. Internally illuminated signs.  

iii. Emergency lighting such as used by the Police, Fire Department, or other 

official or utility emergency personnel. Placement of longer- term emergency 

lighting shall, to the largest extent possible, take into consideration the 

detrimental effects of glare on passing motorists and pedestrians and on 

residential lots.  

iv. Lighting during special events such as fairs, concerts, or celebrations 

sponsored by the Town of Arlington or approved by the Select Board;  

v. Lighting on playing fields and courts under the jurisdiction of the Town of 

Arlington;  

vi. Lighting of historic or architectural significance exempted by a vote of the 

Arlington Historical Commission.  

 

E. Lighting installed prior to the enactment of this by-law, as amended, shall be 

exempt from the provisions of this by-law until April 15, 2015.  

 

Section 43. Enforcement  

 

Enforcement of this by-law shall be under the authority of the Building Inspector.  

 

A. For any and all lighting in violation of this by-law, in which the luminaire is owned, 

leased, or maintained by an electric utility, the Building Inspector shall enforce this 

by-law as set forth in the Fines & Fees Schedule of the by-law with the utility subject 

to the penalties set forth in the by-law.  

 

B. For any lighting that fails to conform to the terms and conditions of permit 

provisions of this by-law, the Building Inspector shall enforce this by-law as set 

forth in the Fines & Fees Schedule of the by-law.  

 

C. For any lighting that uses mercury vapor, high pressure sodium, or metal halide 

bulbs, the Building Inspector shall enforce this by-law as set forth in the Fines & 

Fees Schedule of the by-law. 
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D. For any other instances, upon receiving a complaint in writing, the Building 

Inspector shall enforce this by-law as set forth in the Fines & Fees Schedule of the 

by-law. 

 

Upon receiving a complaint in writing, from a resident or property owner in the Town, the 

Building Inspector shall enforce this by-law as set forth in the Fines & Fees Schedule of the 

by-law.  

 

 

Section 54. Fines & Fees Schedule  

 

A. First offense: A written warning stating a property owner/resident or utility is in 

violation: Ten (10) days to meet compliance.  

 

B. Second offense: $25.00 Fine. Five (5) days to meet compliance.  

 

C. Third offense and $50.00 Fine. Five (5) days to meet compliance before each 

subsequent offense another $50.00 $100.00 fine issues. 

 

 

(5 – 0) 

 

COMMENT:  Article 8 of the 2014 Annual Town Meeting adopted the first set of 

comprehensive changes to the Town’s regulation of Outdoor Lighting.  However, over the past 

four years, the scope of those changes has been insufficient to address resident concerns 

regarding the impact of lighting and glare on quality of life.  In particular, commercial light 

sources using outdated lighting technologies pose significant nuisances.  The proposed revisions 

to the Outdoor Lighting bylaw (based upon the International “Dark Skies” Association’s model 

ordinance) will incentivize commercial lighting sources, especially utilities such as Eversource, 

to switch to modern LED lighting.  It will also create a permit system for lights placed on the 

right-of-way by private entities. 

 

The Board notes that many local businesses have already switched over entirely to LED lighting.  

Further, the exceptions maintained within Section 3.E., above otherwise address many common 

concerns about specific scenarios for the availability of non-LED residential or commercial 

lighting and up-lighting.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 8

ARTICLE 35   BYLAW AMENDMENT/SHORT-TERM RENTAL REGULATIONS  

 

VOTED: The Town Bylaws be and herby are amended to add a new section 18 to 

Article V (“Regulation of the Use of Private Property”) to provide for 

regulation of short-term rentals as follows:  

 

ARTICLE 18: SHORT TERM RENTALS 

 

Section 1.  Purpose 

 

The purposes of this bylaw are to: 

 

A.  provide a process through which certain residential premises and rooms within 

same not otherwise regulated and licensed as lodging houses or bed and 

breakfasts may be registered with the Town of Arlington  for use as “short-term 

rentals”; 

 

B. ensure relevant health and safety standards are met at short-term rentals; and 

 

C. provide for orderly operation of short-term rentals within the Town’s residential 

neighborhoods as assess the community impacts of such rentals. 

Section 2. Definitions  

 

“Short Term Rental” – an owner-occupied, tenant-occupied or non-owner occupied 

property including, but not limited to, an apartment, house, cottage, condominium or a 

furnished accommodation that is not a hotel, motel, lodging house or bed and breakfast 

establishment, where:  

 

(i) at least 1 room or unit is rented to an occupant or sub-occupant; and  

(ii) all accommodations are reserved in advance;  

provided, however, that a private owner-occupied property shall be considered a single 

unit if leased or rented as such. 

 

“Operator” –  a person operating a short-term rental including, but not limited to, the 

owner or proprietor of such premises, the lessee, sublessee, mortgagee in possession, 

licensee or any other person otherwise operating such short-term rental. 

 

Section 3. Applicability & Prohibitions 

 

A. No residential premises may be used as a short-term rental except those in 

compliance with this bylaw. 
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B. The following residential housing units are ineligible from being used as short-term 

rentals: 

 

 

1.  Residential premises designated as affordable or otherwise income-restricted, 

which are subject to the affordability covenants or are otherwise subject to 

housing or rental assistance under local, state, or federal programs or law; 

 

2. Residential Units that are the subject of 3 or more findings of violations of this 

section within a six-month period, or 3 or more violations of any town bylaw or 

regulation or state law or code relating to excessive noise, improper disposal of 

trash, disorderly conduct, or other similar conduct within a six-month period. 

 

Section 4. Registration, Certifications and Fees 

 

A. Registration Process.  

 

An Operator of short-term rental shall register with the Office of the Select Board 

to be listed on the Short-Term Rental Registry, providing all information required 

by this bylaw and the Office of the Board, certifications required in this section, and 

the registration fee.  

 

Registration shall be valid for a one-year term, from January 1 through December 

31 of each year or for such alternative twelve-month period as determined by the 

Board. 

 

B. Required Information  

 

At a minimum, an Operator shall provide the following:  

 

Operator name, address of each short-term rental unit or units, the number of 

bedrooms within each unit, Operator's relationship to the unit (i.e. owner, 

professional manager, tenant, etc.), whether Residential Unit being offered is within 

a an owner-occupied home, condo, apartment, or two or three family home, and an 

authorized local agent able to act on behalf of the Operator in their event of their 

absence. 

 

C. The Operator shall also certify that the short-term rental complies with the all of the 

following: 

 

1. The State Sanitary Code; 

2. Food Safe certification (if serving meals); 

3. The Arlington Health Code; 

4. Fire and carbon monoxide alarm requirements; 

5. Fire escape route requirements; 

6. The Building Code, including holding a valid certificate of occupancy; and 
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7. The Arlington Zoning Bylaw  

 

D. Fees 

 

Units shall be annually recorded in the Short-Term Rental Registry for a fee of 

$25.00 per bedroom, per unit. 

 

Section 5.  Complaints, Enforcement, and Violations 

 

A.  Complaints 

 

A complaint alleging that a short-term rental is in violation of this bylaw or any 

applicable law, code, or regulation may be filed with Select Board. The 

complaint must contain the Residential Unit's address, unit number, date and 

nature of alleged violation(s), and name and contact information of complainant.  

 

B. Review of Complaint.  

 

Within thirty (30) days after receipt of a complaint, the Select Board shall review 

the Complaint and refer it to the appropriate Town Department, official, Board, 

or Commission for findings.  The Select Board shall not make a determination of 

a violation under any bylaw, regulation or law vested within another body or 

official’s jurisdiction, but may utilize such determinations as evidence of a 

violation of this bylaw. 

 

Upon a finding of a potential violation, the Select Board, or its designee shall 

serve notice of the violation upon the Operator of the short-term rental at issue, 

if such unit is listed on the Short-Term Rental Registry, and upon the owner or 

resident agent or owner of record of the premises at issue, if such unit is not 

listed on the Short-Term Rental Registry.  

 

C. Right to Hearing.  

 

A person upon whom a notice of violation has been served under this bylaw may 

request a hearing from Select Board by filing a written petition requesting a 

hearing on the matter within fourteen (14) days of receipt of a notice of violation.  

The Board shall render a decision within a reasonable time after the close of 

hearing.  Any direction to correct conditions at the short-term rental and fines 

assessed shall be stayed until the Board issues its decision. 

 

D. Violations, Suspensions and Fines. 

 

1. Any person who offers a residential premises or units as a short-term rentals, 

where such premises unit is not an eligible Residential Unit, or offers 

otherwise eligible premises but has not complied with the registration 

requirements of this bylaw, shall be fined three hundred dollars ($300) per 
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violation per day. Each day's failure to comply with a notice of violation or 

any other order shall constitute a separate violation. 

 

2. Short-Term Rentals found to be in violation of this bylaw, or which are 

found to have any outstanding building, sanitary, zoning, or fire code 

violations, orders of abatement, or stop work orders, or other requirements, 

laws or regulations that prohibit operation of the premises as a short-term 

rental shall be suspended from the Short-Term Rental Registry and 

prohibited from operation until all violations have been cured or otherwise 

resolved. 

 

Section6. Room Occupancy Excise and Community Impact Fees  

Short-term rentals subject to the provisions of this bylaw are subject to the Room 

Occupancy Excise under G.L. c. 64G and short-term rental community impact surcharge.  

Operators shall comply with the provisions of said statutes and are responsible for 

ensuring proper payment to the Commonwealth and the Town of Arlington.  

 

 

(5 – 0) 

 

COMMENT:  The Select Board unanimously endorses this article to seize upon the local 

regulation authority afforded to municipalities by “An Act Regulating and Insuring Short-Term 

Rentals.” While the number of short-term rentals in Arlington is modest (less than 100), 

registering such establishments and requiring basic health and safety inspections can serve to 

both reduce negative community impacts associated with short-term rentals, and ensure the 

quality, safe experiences for renters.  The proposed bylaw also provides a formal process for 

examining complaints about common issues raised by short-term rental activity. 

 

 

ARTICLE 41 VOTE/ARLINGTON REDEVELOPMENT BOARD                                   

MEMBERSHIP AND TERMS 

 

 VOTED: That no action be taken under this article. 

 

 

(4 –1) Mr. Hurd voted in the negative. 

 

 

COMMENT:  The majority of the Select Board respective recommends a vote of no 

action on this resident petition article to convert the Arlington Redevelopment Board from an 

appointed to an elected body.  Foremost, the Board does not believe such a conversion will 

achieve the article’s intended effect of making the ARB more accountable or responsive by 

rendering it an elected, and therefore a more political body.  Indeed the Board is concerned that 

the instead of doing more to attract the architects and skilled professionals which populate the 
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ARB now, the campaign process will dissuade otherwise interested residents from seeking seats 

on such board.   

   

 

ARTICLE 53   ENDORSEMENT OF PARKING BENEFIT DISTRICT                

EXPENDITURES  

 

VOTED: That the Select Board approves the operating and capital expenditures 

proposed by the Town Manager and Parking Implementation Governance Committee, and 

recommends Town Meeting’s endorsement of the votes of the Finance and Capital 

Planning Committee’s respectively. 

 

(5 – 0) 

 

COMMENT: Pursuant to Title I, Article 11 of the Town Bylaws, “Parking Benefit District 

Expenditures,” proposed Parking Benefit District Operating and Capital Expenditures are 

prepared by the Town Manager and the Parking Implementation Governance Committee 

(“PICG”) before submission for endorsement by the Finance Committee and Capital Planning 

Committee respectively; and subsequently Town Meeting.  The Select Board approves the 

Manager and PICG’s proposal to the Capital Planning and Finance Committees and urges Town 

Meeting’s support as well. 

 

ARTICLE 78                   RESOLUTION/INDIGENOUS PEOPLES’ DAY  

 

VOTED: That no action be taken on this article. 

 

(5 – 0) 

 

COMMENT: Having been advised by the proponent of this article – Arlington Human Rights 

Commission – that said Commission intends to pursue this matter in the future with the benefit 

of further study and preparation, the Select Board respectfully requests Town take no action on 

this article. 
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