HUMAN SERVICES



In City Council March 19, 2000

COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves, Chair

Councillor Marjorie C. Decker

Vice Mayor David P. Maher


The Human Services Committee held a public hearing on January 31, 2001, beginning at 12:25 P.M. in the Ackermann Room for the purpose of receiving an update on the Harrington School extended day program and the youth program.


Present at the hearing were Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves, Chair of the Committee, Vice Mayor Maher, Councillor Henrietta Davis, Councillor Marjorie C. Decker, Councillor Michael A. Sullivan and City Clerk D. Margaret Drury.  Also present were Bobbie D’Allessandro, Superintendent of Schools, Jill Herold, Assistant City Manager for Human Services, Ellen Semonoff, Deputy Director, Department of Human Services (DHS), Dr. Jose Figueiredo, Principal of the Harrington School, Aida Cabral Bairos, Acting Assistant Principal, Jackie Neal, Division Head for Child Care, DHS, Roxanne Coiceau, School Department, Barbara Black, Director of the Office of Development and Assessment, School Department, Sarah Doyle, Evaluation Consultant, Valerie Spriggs, Executive Director of the Professional Development Center, School Department, Jeff Henrique, Grade 1-2, Lead Teacher for Extended Day program (XD), Safrya Browne, Kindergarten Teacher, XD, Alliston Thomas, Grade 1-2 Teacher, XD, Tracy Cervone, Grade 3-4 Teacher, XD, Derrick Washington, Grade 3-4 Teacher, XD, Daniel Chron, Grade 5-7 Teacher, XD.


Councillor Reeves convened the hearing and explained the purpose.  He introduced the committee members and requested those present to introduce themselves.


He noted that there has been assessment of the extended day program and there has been a recent update of the assessment in the form of an addendum.  Both are attached to this report.


Valerie Spriggs, Executive Director of the Professional Development Center, Cambridge School Department, began the presentation.  She explained that it would begin with the extended day teachers because they needed to return to their classrooms.  She introduced Safrya Brown, kindergarten teacher for the extended day program.  The biggest focus has been alphabet identification.  There is a “buddy reading program” in which 4th graders come into the class to read to the kindergarteners.  Her Enrichment courses are African dance and a book club.


Jeff Henriquez, teacher-director, said that he is a 1st and 2nd grade teacher; his focus has been on literacy.  He also teaches Spanish enrichment.  He is an artist.  He demonstrated some students’ origami projects and noted that origami is great for fine motor skills.  The kids love it.  He said that he works with the school day 1st and 2nd grade teachers.


Alliston Thomas, grade 1 and 2, described the daily routine of his class and demonstrated his use of the rainstick and the circle he uses to begin his class.  After the circle time they move on to guided reading and enrichments.  His enrichment courses are basketball and drawing.  His goal is to integrate math and English into both of these activities.  Tracy Cervone, 3rd and 4th grade teacher, discussed the challenge of getting kids at 2 P.M. after a full day of school when they are ready to play and use up energy.  Her enrichment for this quarter is “travel around the world.”  Derrick Washington, 3rd and 4th grade teacher, stated that for his class, the day starts with snack time, then silent reading, and presentations on what they have read.  Then come activities with an academic slant.  His enrichment activities are drama and football.  He enjoys the program.  Daniel Chron, grades 5-8, said that the emphasis for the older kids is on why we have to learn.  One of the enrichments he teaches is computers; another is basketball.


Ms. Barrios noted that there is a program schedule of the enrichment courses in the materials distributed to the committee (Attachment).  They are open to all community residents.  She said that the program comprises seven classrooms, K-7, in combination grades, for a total of 111 students.  Some have dropped out because of an inability to pay.  She is seeking assistance for  these families.  The kids do homework first, then a literacy activity.  Some kids, especially younger kids, are picked up by their parents at 4:30 p.m.  There is a 4:30 recess, and at 4:45 enrichment activities begin.  She distributed the parent handbook.


Ms. Barrios then described the collaboration with outside agencies, which include the following: the Science Department, MIT students, and a K-2 math developer.  The Cambridge Health Alliance provides workshops.  There are also parent workshops:  thirty parents attended the first one; 200 parents and family members came to the second, also some nonextended students’ parents attended.  There are 5 ESL classes for parents in collaboration with the Community Learning Center.


Harrington School Principal Dr. Jose Figueiredo described the administrative and physical setup and the connection to the day program.  Extended day teachers attend daytime cluster meetings, and participate in workshops.  The Assistant Principal, Ms. Bairos, is very involved in the school day program.


Barbara Black, Director of Assessment and Evaluation, provided background information about the program evaluation done by Sara Doyle.  It is an implemental evaluation of the first year.  The addendum is an effort to look at student outcomes that could provide important assessment information.


Sara Doyle, Evaluation Consultant, stated that she attended a lot of the Thursday morning meetings, interviewed teachers, did observations of teachers, surveyed regular teachers, extended day teachers and parents.  There was a poor response from parents.  We need to find a better way to reach them.


Ms. Doyle emphasized the collaboration which is taking place.  It is very important to the program’s integration into a community.  She praised the counseling services.  She described the demographics.  She said that the extended day demographics are just about the same as the regular school.  There is a significant difference in the lunch program – 78% of extended day students received free or reduced cost lunches.  She emphasized the need to find funds for program fees for these students.  Ms. Doyle then noted that for the kids who did not do well on the Stanford test, there was more improvement among the extended day kids.


Vice Mayor Maher asked the teachers what they find most frustrating and they answered that what is most frustrating is the process for ordering supplies and how long it takes.  It can be a year wait for supplies they have ordered for projects.


Councillor Reeves asked if this is a planning issue.  Superintendent D’Allessandro said that it is a procurement issue – a system problem.  The School Department is trying to work through major problems in their procurement system.  Superintendent D’Allessandro said that they have to find a way to give teachers ready cash.


Councillor Decker thanked teachers for their work and for caring for Cambridge kids.  She urged them to see themselves as community advocates for their work.


Councillor Reeves praised the teachers.  He said that their quality is quite incredible.  He said that he is very impressed and pleased to learn that the enrichment activities include African drumming and Caporeira.


Jackie Neal stated that everyone involved in this program learns something every day.  She also described the grant for ESL/parenting classes and the training.  She said that many of the suggestions made in the original evaluation have been implemented.


Superintendent D’Allessandro said that the collaboration of the schools and Human Services has been extraordinary.  It is the beginning of a model that can be very, very powerful.


Councillor Reeves asked about day-to-day Human Services Department involvement.  He said that it seems at first observation to be much more a School Department program.  Ms. Herold said that there was a conscious decision to have school leadership, to get the degree of school “ownership” needed for successful connections to the regular school day programs.  The teachers here are DHS employees who report to Ms. Bairos, Assistant Principal at the Harrington.  This is a unique feature of the program.  Ms. Neal stated that she speaks with Ms. Bairos every day.  She added that the staff for the Community Learning Center, the Extended Day program and the Community Schools program meet together about once a month.


Ms. Herold said that what is unique to this program is the leadership of schools, the shared staffing and the shared use of the space, which is extremely unusual.  Also, paid extended day teacher hours start at 11:30.  The extended day teachers are in the classrooms during the school day.  The teachers work 35 hours a week and are paid $14.67 per hour with full benefits.


Councillor Decker thanked all those present.  She said that the collaboration between teachers and afterschool teachers is what makes parents want to send their kids to public schools.


Councillor Decker asked how Cambridge will be able to replicate these expensive programs.  She asked about Community Schools and extended day turf battles.  She said that she wanted to know if there is a survey to report of all of the funds that are being spent in this afterschool area so that the City Council can know the best programs are the ones getting the resources.


Superintendent D’Allessandro said that the City will have to think very hard about the money.  She is concerned that there are kids who cannot afford the programs.


Councillor Reeves asked about the cost.  Jill Herold said that it costs $25 per week, which is a great rate for child care.  But there are still families that cannot afford this amount, especially families with 2, 3 or 4 school-aged kids.  We need to address that issue, but there are no solutions yet.


Councillor Decker made the following motion:

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to report to the City Council with regard to the extended day program, Community Schools, youth centers, and afterschool programs, what are the turf issues and resource overlap issues?  The report should include, but not be limited to, answers to the following questions:


1.
Are we duplicating services in some schools, and/or neighborhoods, and, if so, what is the duplication?


2.
Are we funding under-utilized programs because that have been around for a long time – what do recent evaluations show?


3.
What neighborhoods are we serving, and what neighborhoods have unmet needs (equity issues).


The motion passed without objection on a voice vote.


Councillor Reeves asked about low figures on returning students.  Dr. Figueiredo said that many left Cambridge, some couldn’t afford the program.


Ms. Bairos said that she doesn’t know of anyone who left because they didn’t like the program.  Parents with three or four kids just cannot afford the $75 or $100 that it would cost to enroll them all.


Vice Mayor Maher asked whether there was a consensus as to the ultimate goals of the program.  He said that because it was a pilot program, he thinks there were many different ideas about what the program would be.  He himself saw it as a way to address the achievement levels at the Harrington School.  He could see it as a mandatory program at the Harrington School.  It could be a real magnet program, a wonderful opportunity for that school community.


Superintendent D’Allessandro stated that it will take 3-5 years to see real changes.  However, she is starting to see that individual students there are being helped.


Councillor Reeves asked if two-thirds of the kids didn’t return, how can the program track individual progress from year to year?


Ms. Coiceau noted that sustainability of improvements requires programming after school and over the summer. Really good data will not come until after three to five years.


Councillor Born asked whether every school needs this kind of program.  Ms. Herold said that we don’t know the entire answer, but as a city it is not realistic to fund a program like that at every school.  Neighborhoods throughout the city are very different.  The Department of Human Services is working on mapping the services available in different areas.


Ms. Spriggs thanked the committee for the validation that they gave to the teachers.


Councillor Reeves thanked all those there for an excellent and extremely interesting presentation.  The meeting was adjourned at 2:25 p.m.






For the Committee






Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves, Chair

Human Services Committee

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING

AND EMPLOYMENT COMMITTEE MEMBERS

In City Council March 19, 2001

Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair

Councillor Marjorie Decker

Vice Mayor David P. Maher


The Economic Development, Training and Employment Committee conducted a public meeting on Tuesday, February 13, 2001 at 12:45 p. m. in the Sullivan Chamber.

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the City’s Web site, to receive an update on services of Career Source and services offered to the residents by Bunker Hill Community College.


Present at the meeting were:  Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair of the Committee, Councillor Marjorie Decker, Ellen Semonoff, Deputy Director of Human Services, Sue Walsh and Susan Mintz, Office of Workforce Development, Elaine Madden, Project Planning, Community Development Department (CDD), Jason Marshall, Project Manager, Assistant to the Mayor, Tom Makofske, Director, MIS, Ini Tomeu, Public Information Officer and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting stated the purpose.  She requested an overview on developments on the City’s Web site.  Mr. Marshall, Project Manager, Assistant to the Mayor, stated links on the Web site can be accessed from the City’s Main Page and from Community Development Department.  All open postings of city jobs and job opportunities for the top twenty-five employers are listed on the City’s Web site.  He suggested a further category break down.  Categories such as:

· Job opportunities for Cambridge residents;

· The top twenty-five employers

· Employer services; and

· Other services.

He also suggested having a job bank.  


Councillor Decker asked if other cities have this.  Mr. Marshall responded in the affirmative.  Phoenix, he said, has this service.  Ms. Semonoff, Deputy Director of Human Services, asked if the City of Phoenix manages the job sites.  Again Mr. Marshall responded in the affirmative.  Mr. Makofske, MIS Director, explained to the Committee his surprise at the ease to post a GIS job.   Resumes, he said, could be forwarded to the City electronically with an e-mail address.


Ms. Mintz stated that Mr. Marshall is suggesting reorganization of the Web Page and adding more links.  This is not difficult, she said.  Mr. Makofske agreed.  Councillor Decker suggested that Mr. Makofske converse with Mr. Marshall to look at the sites Mr. Marshall has reviewed.  She stated this is a function of a career development office.  Mr. Makofske informed the Committee that currently there are two jobs vacant in the Web are of the MIS Department.  The Web site will be reorganized, he said.


Councillor Davis asked Ms. Madden, Project Planner, CDD, if she was in contact with new businesses.  Ms. Madden stated it would be great to offer these new businesses the use of the City’s Web site.  The business community needs to know that this is available.


Mr. Makofske stated that as many links as wanted could be added to the City’s Web Page in response to an inquiry from Councillor Davis.  Councillor Davis stated that the career service piece and links should be added and organized by industry.  Non-profit organizations have difficulty advertising jobs, she said.  Ms. Mintz asked if it is possible to see how many hits were made to the site.  Mr. Makofske stated he could provide this information.


Councillor Davis asked the following:

· How does the city publicize employment information that is on the Web site;

· How does the public become aware of this service; and

· How does the city encourage the public to check the Web Page?

Ms. Tomeu stated a promotion or a new release could achieve this.  There was a news release in the Chronicle about the top twenty-five employers, she said.


Councillor Decker asked if there is a way to track people who go to unemployment who are Cambridge residents.  Ms. Sue Walsh, Office of Workforce Development, responded that Career Source is unable to do this tracking.  Councillor Decker asked where do people go to sign up for unemployment.  Ms. Semonoff responded at Career Source.  Councillor Decker stated this is the place where the information on jobs on the Web site should be readily available.  Library branches should also have information about career opportunities in the City.  She submitted the following motion:

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to ensure that information regarding career opportunities for residents and the top twenty-five employers be available at Career Source and all branch libraries in the City.


The motion carried.


Councillor Davis stated that the promotion of the Web site can be used to promote jobs.  Ms. Madden stated a marketing campaign could be done promoting small businesses and jobs.


Mr. Makofske stated that the reorganization of the Web site should be a two-phase operation.


Ms. Semonoff asked Mr. Makofske about on-line services and when these services will be available.  Mr. Makofske stated an RFP (Request for Proposal) was put out by the City to bring e-government programs to the City.  Ms. Madden asked what services does e-government cover.  Mr. Makofske stated payment of motor vehicle excise tax, registering to vote, payment of various other fees amongst other features.


It was agreed that a small subcommittee comprised of Ms. Madden, Ms. Walsh, Ms. Mintz, Mr. Marshall and Mr. Makofske would meet on the reorganization of the Web site.  Mr. Makofske stated that when the Project Manager is hired this person would do this work.


Councillor Davis submitted the following motion:

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to report back to the Economic Development, Training and Employment Committee on expanding links to the Web Page and linking services.


The motion carried.


Mr. Makofske stated the importance to keep the information on the Web Page current.  Ms. Tomeu stated she would be involved in the promotional process when the Project Manager is hired.  Councillor Davis stated there needs to be a paper promotion of electronic material.


Ms. Tomeu stated that a policy needs to be established on what links are allowed.


Councillor Davis stated that a content editor is needed to be in charge of writing the new Web Page format.  Mr. Makofske stated that the text is written and reviewed by the department and printed by MIS.  Councillor Davis stated that text and content needs work.  Mr. Makofske responded that the Project Manager will be responsible for developing a steering committee to work on this matter.  Legal review needs to be received.  Templates will be provided to the department.  A lot can be done with this technology because it is flexible, he said.


Councillor Davis stated that the business community is missing from the table.  She suggested inviting a member of the Chamber of Commerce and a member of the bio tech industry.  The City needs to reach out to the business community to see how the City's Web site can be of benefit to this sector


The subcommittee, she said, can discuss the reorganization of Web Page.  A report will be due back by the April 17th meeting.  Business representatives will be invited.


The Committee proceeded to the discussion on Career Source.


Ms. Semonoff stated that when the State tracking system (MOSES) is updated it would be possible to track services for Cambridge residents to Cambridge employers.  Career Source is stymied.  It is working with an old list.  Councillor Davis stated that the City needs to know when MOSES is up and running.  Ms. Walsh stated she is on the board and will have this information when the system is running.


A discussion ensued regarding job fairs.  Councillor Davis suggested a top twenty-five-employer job fair.  Ms. Mintz stated that job candidates are needed.

Councillor Davis inquired about first source hiring agreements.  Ms. Semonoff stated there is a mismatch between people who are in need of a job and the jobs available. 


Ms. Semonoff stated that more adult training is funded with state and federal funding.  The City, she said, provides funding for Just-A-Start.  There is state funding to upgrade existing employees.  Not a huge number of employers apply for this funding.


Councillor Davis asked what are the training possibilities.  Ms. Semonoff stated that this information could be provided for the meeting to be held in March.  Mr. Marshall asked if there is any company in Cambridge who does in house training.  Ms. Semonoff stated that the City runs Workplace Ed Program.  It is an entry-level program where English language is a barrier.  Applicants are paid for some of the hours worked and some hours worked are on the applicant’s own time.  Ms. Walsh informed the Committee that this program is funded for two more years.


A discussion ensued about the Economic Development Report.  Ms. Madden stated 1,008 surveys were mailed to companies.  The City received 125 responses representing a 10% return.  The report will be ready in the spring.  Councillor Davis stated that a meeting would be held in May on this matter.


Councillor Davis stated that the Committee should have a long-term goal, which includes citywide goals for career tracking for Cambridge high school students.  A report should be issued by this Committee on what the Committee has learned so far and the future direction of the Committee.  Councillor Davis stated a meeting would be held on this matter in June and widely advertised.


The discussion on the services offered by Bunker Hill Community College to Cambridge residents was postponed to the meeting to be held in March.


Councillor Davis submitted a memo that listed the tentative dates of the next four committee meetings. (ATTACHMENT A)


Councillor Davis thanked all attendees.


The meeting adjourned at 2:15 p. m.








For the Committee,








Councillor Henrietta Davis,









       Chair

TRANSPORTATION, TRAFFIC AND

PARKING COMMITTEE MEMBERS

In City Council March 19, 2001

Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair

Councillor Jim Braude

Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr.


The Transportation, Traffic and Parking Committee conducted a public meeting on Thursday, February 15, 2001 at 5:35 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber.


The purpose of this meeting was to receive a presentation from Ben Hamilton Baillie, a Loeb Fellow at Harvard University, on traffic calming measures used in Europe.


Present at the meeting were:  Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair, Cara Seiderman, Environmental and Transportation Planning Division of Community Development, Rosalie Anders, Project Administrator, Community Development Department (CDD), Wayne Amaral, Assistant Traffic Engineer, Traffic, Parking and Transportation Department, Richard Scali, Executive Officer, License Commission and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting, stated the purpose and welcomed Mr. Ben Hamilton Baillie.  She stated that Councillor Braude would be unable to attend the meeting due to a family conflict.


Councillor Davis introduced Mr. Baillie.  She stated Mr. Baillie is sharing his knowledge with people in the Boston area.


Mr. Baillie proceeded with his slide presentation.  He stated that he has worked for SUSTRANS, a sustainable transit company, for five years.  SUSTRANS has worked to reduce dependence on the car and to make transportation more accessible.  He used an example of what is used in the United Kingdom (UK) to help broaden the debate. 


The first 5,000 miles of a National Cycle Network was opened in June and the next 5,000 miles is due to open soon.  Two percent of trips taken in the UK are on bike.  Compared to the US where less than two percent of trips are taken on bike.  All trips are less than five miles.  The goal is to increase the two percent to nine percent.  To make transit more accessible, he said, the use of the bike should be included.  The key issue was how to make transit stops more accessible.  Arrival to transit by bike or on foot has been achieved.


Three things were tried in building the National Cycling Network.  They were:

1. Routes should be attractive to novice cyclists;

2. Routes need to be memorable; and

3. Routes need to be useful.

The shift, he said, was to put facilities where they were most needed rather than where it is easiest.  Unused roadways were utilized to increase encouragement to use bikes.  Mr. Baillie stated that the “journey to work” is the hardest habit to change.  The UK shifted away from work and moved to recreational, he said.  He stated traffic consists of two zones:

· Traffic zones; and

· Social zones.

The issue is to balance these zones.  The UK has achieved a balance with the use of the streets. There are four examples of patterns of traffic and people:

· In California

traffic and people share the same space;

· In Venice


no traffic – all pedestrian traffic;

· In Radburn/Houten
separate space for traffic and pedestrians; and

· In Delft/Culemborg
traffic and pedestrians use the streets.

Speed, he said, needs to be reduced in City’s.  The UK, Holland, Denmark and Germany have all reduced speed in their cities.  Mr. Baillie stated that if a community has not agreed on the appropriate speed in its cities—that no amount of enforcement will be effective.  Cambridge, he said, needs to be clear about what it wants its streets to be even with traffic calming efforts.


Mr. Baillie informed the Committee on the use of the WOONERF design, which started in Holland in 1970.  The emphasis is on a sense of place rather than intersections of traffic.  There are 8,000 of these designs in Holland.  Germany, Denmark, Sweden and the UK are also using this design.  The design contains:

· Shared street use;

· Mixed traffic;

· Slow speeds; and

· Pedestrians dominate.

This design where there is no distinction between pedestrians and vehicular traffic is not cheap.


Mr. Baillie also outlined the Safe Routes to School Program.  Denmark started the program.  SUSTRANS copied the idea and developed it further.  Sixty percent of Denmark’s students bike to school.  Two percent of UK students bike to school.  Most children, he said, like to use their bikes.  Parents and teachers are involved in this program.  This policy is written across the Denmark Transport Policy.  Mr. Baillie showed a slide that contained a three tiered bicycle shed.  This program is an effective way to change attitude.  The more independent children become using their bikes, the more freedom their parents have and cars are used less often.  Mr. Baillie stressed that it is vital to get more people using bikes to change travel patterns.  The economy does not suffer if the traffic balance is changed, he said.


Councillor Davis thanked Mr. Baillie for his presentation and opened the meeting to public comment.


John Gintell, 9 West Street, stated he identified the 3 E’s, Education, Enforcement and Engineering in Mr. Baillie’s presentation.  He felt that Ethic should be added.  Mr. Baillie stated that there is a problem when cycling decreases pedestrians space.


Stella Tarnay, Pedestrian Committee member, asked about the street scene in Copenhagen.  Mr. Baillie stated Copenhagen thought about what kind of City would the public like.  Access for everyone – it took thirty years to accomplish.  Every year parking spaces were reduced.   If the parking spaces are full it states that there are no parking spaces before you drive into the City.


William Weir, Jr., 257 Sidney Street, asked who pays the price for shared space.  Mr. Baillie stated there is not difference between grid systems or organic cities.  One-way streets are usually a problem.  Speed increases where there are one-way streets, he said.  Cities can be made less direct to prevent the traffic you want to reduce.


Councillor Davis stated that the power to reduce speed lies with the State.  The City Council would like to reduce speed limits on the City streets.


Elizabeth Bierer, 37 Dana Street, told of her experience and her feeling of comfort when she traveled to a place where the speed limit was 15 miles per hour.  She said that children use Cleveland Street for play.  She stated the residents wanted street trees but were told the sidewalk is too narrow.  The sidewalks could not be widened because snowplows cannot get around the corner.  Mr. Baillie stated that journey time by car does not change when speed is reduced.  Streets, he said, could be plowed differently.  Councillor Davis informed Ms. Bierer that the City is taking a different approach to traffic calming.


Steve Kaiser, 191 Hamilton Street, urged that Lombard Street in California be looked at for its traffic calming efforts, which was designed seventy years ago.  The Highway Capacity Manual focuses on speed.  Capacity, he said, refers to moving cars.  On Hamilton Street seventy cars travel this street during peak hours, he said.  Eighth graders can play touch football on this street.  You can measure what kids can do on a street when speed is reduced.


Mindy Baughman, 37 Concord Avenue, stated she rides her bike in Harvard Square.  She has visited London and she feels safer riding her bike in London than in Cambridge.  She asked how do we make drivers more aware of cyclists.  Mr. Baillie stated that the less journeys taken by bike the less safe it is.  Drivers in Europe are also cyclists and thus are more aware of cyclists.  This is a cultural change, he said.


Councillor Davis thanked all the attendees.


The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p. m.








For the Committee,








Councillor Henrietta Davis,









      Chair
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The Transportation, Traffic and Parking Committee conducted a public meeting on Thursday, February 15, 2001 at 6:50 p. m. in the Sullivan Chamber.


The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the issue of traffic enforcement.


Present at the meeting were:  Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair of the Committee, Ronnie Watson, Commission of Police, Harold Murphy Superintendent of Police, Michael Giacoppo, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sergeant John Jones, Supervisor of Night Selective Enforcement Unit, Cara Seiderman, Environmental and Transportation Division, Community Development Department, Rosalie Anders, Project Administrator, Community Development Department (CDD), Wayne Amaral, Assistant Traffic Engineer,Traffic, Parking and Transportation Department and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting and stated the purpose.  She stated that Councillor Braude was unable to attend the meeting due to a family conflict.  This Committee, she stated, has met at least once a year with the Police Department.  Commissioner Watson was asked to attend the meeting and outline what takes place in our City.


Commissioner Watson outlined in ATTACHMENT A the following:

· Accidents by type;

· 2000 accident highlights;

· Fatal accidents

· The top twenty accident locations

· Citations issued and highlights for 2000;

· City Council orders adopted in 2000 relating to enforcement issues;

· Truck enforcement;

· Speed trailer locations for 2000

· Radar units; and

· Training.

Commissioner Watson stated that the department has two speed trailers.  Only one is in use.  The second was sabotaged.  

Councillor Davis stated that she was interested in pedestrian and bicycle safety issues.  She asked if the speed enforcement is separated out in the report.  Mr. Giacoppo,

Deputy Superintendent of Police , stated the citations can be broken down by category.  This figure can be obtained, he said.  Councillor Davis stated that the accident data is helpful.  Enforcement is a way to diminish accidents.  She asked how much enforcement is being done around accidents.  Mr. Giacoppo stated there were 8,000 selective enforcement assignments done in 2000.  Regular patrols have to go to assigned areas.  The assignments are given out as if it is a 9ll assignment.  Accident data is reviewed to assign officers, he said.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting to public comment.


Jack Schulz, 91 Sherman Street # 7, stated that police officers disobey the law.  He asked if as a citizen he could report these offenses.  Commissioner Watson explained that sometimes lights and sirens are not turned on in police cars but the officers are on duty and on official business.  If officers disobey rules during the performance of their duty, the officers must do so cautiously.  He informed Mr. Schulz that police vehicles have a number on top and a license plate number.  Report the numbers together with the day, dated and time of the offense and the Police Department will look into the matter.  He gave the following telephone numbers to report these incidents

349-3378 Commissioner's number

349-3309
Superintendent's number

The Committee discussed the accidents outlined in ATTACHMENT B.  Commissioner Watson stated there were three locations in the City where pedestrians were struck more than two times; nine locations where pedestrians were struck twice.  Councillor Davis asked if this data was transmitted to the Traffic, Parking and Transportation Department. Commissioner Watson responded in the affirmative.

Commissioner Watson stated that there were 105 bicycle accidents in 2000.  ATTACHMENT C.

Lois Josimovich, 41 Royal Avenue, stated more coordination is needed between the Police, Traffic, Parking and Transportation Departments and citizens because there is conflict.  Uncontrolled crosswalks need lights or police officers.  She asked how many motorcycle officers were in the department and if the number could be increased.  Commissioner Watson stated that there is a unit of thirteen officers assigned to the motorcycle unit.  The location of Massachusetts Avenue and Prospect Street is where most violations are issued.  A communication was received from the City Manager regarding compliance in this area.  A total of l,569 violations were issued by the Police Department.  ATTACHMENT D.


Ms. Josimovich stated that Cambridge Street and Columbia Street is a dangerous location.  Commissioner Watson stated that this location would be added to the list of locations that are patrolled.  Traffic stop data is being collected because of the issue of racial profiling, he said.  He informed the public that any location that is a problem could be reported to the Police Department.


Ms. Josimovich stressed the need for more public education when new policies are enacted.  She stated that the new traffic signal at the Cambridge Hospital cannot be seen.  Mr. Amaral, Traffic, Parking and Transportation stated that the new signals are great, if positioned properly.  The signal needs to be monitored.  Sometimes, he said, a slight adjustment is all that is needed.


Ms. Josimovich stated that better signage is needed for “NO LEFT TURN” on Mount Auburn Street.  Mr. Amaral stated an upgrade would be done this summer in this area.  


Councillor Davis stated that the signage at Prospect Street needs improvement.


Jeff Keating, 47 Cottage Street, expressed frustrations with the speed that cars travel on River Street and Western Avenue.  The speed is 25 mph, but cars are travelling 45 mph.  In Central Square cars run red lights.  He hoped more attention would be paid to these areas.  Issuing tickets, he felt is the only way to slow people down.  Commissioner Watson stated that radar patrols are done at Western Avenue, River and Brattle Streets.  This practice will continue.  Mass amounts of people travel through this City, he said.  The Traffic, Parking and Transportation and Police Departments tried to get support for cameras at intersections, but were unsuccessful at the State level.


John Gintell, 9 West Street, stated that the issuing of tickets should be publicized because the perception is that tickets are not given out.  He stressed the need to bring to people’s attention traffic changes before they change takes place.


Mindy Baughman, 37 Concord Avenue, pleaded for more and better shelters at bus stops.  She asked if there were any citations issued for blocking bike lanes, taxi and loading zone violations.  Commissioner Watson responded that he did not have a break down of what violation the citations were issued.  He would get that information to her.


Councillor Davis stated she liked the data, but wanted more.  This Committee is interested in enforcement related issued pertaining to bicycles and pedestrians.  She asked how many bikes on sidewalk incidents have there been.  Commissioner Watson stated there were 184 violations issued in 2000.  Councillor Davis stated that senior citizens do not feel safe on the sidewalks.  The City needs consistent enforcement on this issue.  She stated that she was not impressed with this number.  She asked how could we gain the public confidence with numbers such as these.  Bicycle tickets are being written, but not by all officers said Commissioner Watson.  He would bring this to the attention of his department.  Mr. Amaral stated that 250 “No Bike Riding” stencils were done throughout the City.


Rozann Kraus, 91 Chilton Street, stated that the change of shift at the Police Station in the afternoon makes it dangerous to ride a bike on Green Street.  The speed trailer contained the wrong speed limit.  She and her neighbors taped a cardboard sign with the correct speed over the equipment.  Commissioner Watson requested the public to call the Police Department when there are errors with the equipment.


Councillor Davis asked if speed stops are effective.  Commissioner Watson responded in the affirmative.


Councillor Davis asked for the data for last year.  Commissioner Watson stated a comparison for 1999 can be done.  


Ms. Seiderman, Environmental and Transportation Planning Division, Community Development Department, stated she receives complaints that the bike lanes are blocked by parked cars.  Commissioner Watson stated that he will review the numbers on bike lanes being blocked and bikes on the sidewalk.


Councillor Davis thanked all attendees.


The meeting adjourned at 7:50 p. m.







For the Committee,







Councillor Henrietta Davis,








     Chair

CIVIC UNITY



In City Council March 19, 2001
COMMITTEE MEMBERS


Councillor Marjorie C. Decker, Chair

Councillor Kathleen L. Born

Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves


The Civic Unity Committee conducted a public meeting on Tuesday, February 20, 2001 at 10:30 a.m. in the Ackermann Room.


The purpose of the meeting was to conduct a planning meeting to discuss the issue of civic unity in the city.


Present at the meeting were Councillor Marjorie Decker, Chair of the Committee; Cathy Hoffman, Director, Cambridge Peace Commission; Nancy Ryan, Executive Director, Cambridge Women's Commission; Quoc Tran, Director, Human Rights Commission; and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Decker opened the meeting and stated that her goal was to figure out the best way to proceed with civic unity issues for the committee.  This committee can be viewed as a clearinghouse for civic unity issues in the city.  


Ms. Hoffman, Director of the Cambridge Peace Commission, recalled some prominent themes in the last committee meeting stated that there were two issues - accountability for appointments to boards and commissions and issues on racism.  She stated that there is no forum for discussion for tension and conflict within groups in the city.  Something is needed in the city to acknowledge that race and class is alive and well and how to deal with these issues.  Could the Civic Unity Committee be a vehicle to speak for people without power, she asked.  Mayor Duehay's committee, she said, was formed to have dialogue with powerful people and those without power.  He wanted to have a venue for the not so powerful.


Ms. Nancy Ryan, Executive Director, Women's Commission, stated that the City Manager has issued an Affirmative Action Regulation to all departments regarding appointments.  It would be great to have a group to review this policy to see if it is working.


Councillor Decker stated that there are several bodies within the city with the responsibility of providing mediation services.  The Human Rights Commission, the Disabilities Commission, the Affirmative Action Committee and the Diversity Committee, to name a few.  The issue is how does the City support the work that is already being done, she said.


Mr. Quoc Tran, Director, Human Rights Commission, stated that the Human Rights Commission's mediation procedure is individual oriented.  Complaints are received from city employees and members of the public, he said.


Councillor Decker stated that the committee could hold a hearing on all of the boards and commissions in the city set up to deal with the mediation process.  The committee will hear how their process works, the challenges, the number of complaints received and if the general public has knowledge of their services.  Ms. Ryan suggested that CEOC and the Multiservice Center be included to look at the whole picture to see what mediation and conflict resolution services are available.  The city needs to try to catch conflict before it leads to violence and to see if there is a need for a broader concept, she asked.


Ms. Hoffman suggested that there be a solution created geared to youth and community.  New alternatives and ways to improve the city should be tried, she said.  She further stated that there is nothing in place to look at the broader issue.  The city should be held accountable to make people feel more comfortable.


Councillor Decker stated that it sounded like there might be a need for two different meetings of the Civic Unity Committee held to discuss the following:

· A meeting to look at the appointments to boards and commissions and whether the Affirmative Action policy is followed; and

· A meeting to invite all mediation groups in the city to hear what services are provided.

The committee believed that focusing on the second bullet would be a more productive conversation leading to answers in the first and going beyond that focus.

Ms. Hoffman stated that she would like to shape a process that looks at the issue of racism.  There is no place to take a grievance regarding an appointment to a board or commission, she said.  The Affirmative Action Committee should be invited to this meeting also.  Ms. Ryan stated that the Affirmative Action Committee has no authority on boards and commissions.


Mr. Tran asked what is the procedure followed for appointments to boards.  He asked Ms. Ryan if she was involved in the interview or selection process for the Women's Commission.  Ms. Ryan responded that the Women's Commission sent the names and backgrounds of candidates to the City Manager.  Mr. Tran stated that the accountability does come from the commission first.  Ms. Hoffman stated that the Police Civilian and Review Board does not have this procedure.  There is no place for the public to request a hearing if there is a disagreement with an appointment made to a board or commission.  Councillor Decker stated that the Civic Unity Committee can clarify this issue.


Ms. Hoffman stated that there is a gap in conflict resolution outreach.  Ms. Ryan stated that a conversation relative to mediation could take us to resolution should be the beginning.  A meeting to review and evaluate the venue that exists in the city should be the beginning.  In response to a question by Councillor Decker, Ms. Ryan stated that the meeting should focus on human conflict, interpersonal and inter community, as opposed to regulation conflicts.


At the conclusion of the meeting, Councillor Decker listed the agencies and/or groups to be invited to a meeting to discuss the mediation services in the city.  This meeting, she said, would outline the programs in the city and bring into one room the agencies who will inform the committee what conflicts they adjudicate and the services that are not provided.


Councillor Decker thanked all of the attendees.


The meeting adjourned at 11:40 a.m.








For the Committee,








Councillor Marjorie M. Decker








Chair

HOUSING COMMITTEE MEMBERS


In City Council March 19, 2001
Councillor Jim Braude, Chair

Councillor Kathleen L. Born

Councillor Henrietta Davis

Councillor Marjorie C. Decker

Vice Mayor David P. Maher


The Housing Committee held a public hearing on February 21, 2001, beginning at 5:30 P.M. in the Sullivan Chamber for the purpose of consideration of the Community Preservation Act; recent state legislation which went into effect on December 13, 2000.


Present at the hearing were Councillor Jim Braude, Chair of the Committee, Councillor Marjorie C. Decker and City Clerk D. Margaret Drury.  Also present were Robert W. Healy, City Manager, James Maloney, Assistant City Manager for Finance, Charles Sullivan, Executive Director of the Historical Commission, and Darcy Jameson, Director of Housing, Community Development Department.


Councillor Braude convened the hearing and explained the purpose.  He summarized the provisions of the recent Community Preservation Act.  He invited Robert W. Healy to make a presentation.  


Mr. Healy stated that at the last committee discussion, the question was outstanding as to whether any existing expenditures that Cambridge makes in these areas can count for purposes of the matching funds that the state will provide.  This is important for Cambridge because Cambridge now spends a much greater percentage of its property tax revenues on affordable housing than other communities do.  Mr. Healy said that Jim Maloney and Beth Rubenstein met with policy staff from the state’s Department of Housing and Communities and Department of Revenue.  Their answer was no, no current expenditures can be credited to meet the allocation percentages that would count towards any calculation for state matching funds.


Mr. Healy said that he recommends that the City Council make its decision no later than the last meeting in June, even though the actual deadline for City Council action is in the fall.  Mr. Healy noted that the City Council can vote for a property tax surcharge of up to 3% of the levy which would be $5.7 million.  He said that there are multiple possible exemptions, for example exempting the first $100,000 of value.  With no exemptions the amount would be $5.4 – 5.7 million, plus the match money from the state, depending on the amount of state match money available.


Mr. Healy noted that there are also technical issues that need to be decided.  The City would want to look at continuing the role of Affordable Housing Trust in the affordable housing funding decisions with regard to Community Preservation Act (CPA) affordable housing funds.  The legislation also creates a Community Preservation Committee.


Mr. Maloney stated that the City is looking at 6-7% levy increases in the normal budget increases.  He has not seen any school budget requests yet, but he suspects that the School Department will be looking for funds for a technical arts program, so adding a CPA surcharge could mean a total increase of 9-11% in tax bills.


Mr. Maloney noted that if the CPA were to be adopted, there would be an inevitable loss of some flexibility.  Any changes in the provisions, for example the percentage amount on exemptions allowed, would require a whole new vote by Cambridge voters.


Councillor Decker asked who makes final allocation decisions for the use of the funds.  Mr. Healy said that the Council makes the final decisions, after receiving a recommendation from the Community Preservation Committee.  The statute itself requires allocation of at least 10% of the CPA funds to each of the three categories, affordable housing, open space and historic preservation.


Councillor Decker asked who has final authority for the makeup of the committee.  Mr. Healy said that several members are designated by statute; the City Manager would be the appointing authority.


Councillor Braude said that the state will have up to $26 million of matching funds.  The first distribution will be October 2002.  So if the voters approve the CPA in November, the City would have to act quickly.  A city or town that doesn’t accept the full 3% surcharge is only eligible for the first disbursement of 80% of the matching funds and not for further rounds in which the remaining 20% would be distributed.


Councillor Braude asked Mr. Maloney if he agrees that the likelihood is good that at least for the first year Cambridge would have the potential for dollar-for-dollar match, so as long as Cambridge moves quickly.


Councillor Braude stated that by June the City will know how many towns will be participating.  He added that Framingham just defeated the proposal to accept the CPA in its town meeting by four votes.


Councillor Braude asked what are the administration and policy issues for the City administration if the CPA is adopted by the voters in November after the tax rate has been set.


Mr. Maloney said that the law allows cities and towns to set an estimated tax rate.  For the second half of the bill, there would be a larger increase, because the entire CPA increase would be paid by the taxpayer in the second bill, the May bill.


Councillor Braude asked the City Manager for his opinion.  Mr. Healy responded that the CPA provides to the City an opportunity that shouldn’t be lost.  The people of Cambridge will make the ultimate decision in a ballot question.


Councillor Braude asked Mr. Healy whether he agrees that the dollar-for-dollar amount has great appeal.  Mr. Healy stated that it unquestionably does.  He added that the Affordable Housing Trust has very little remaining in funds.


Mr. Maloney cautioned that it does involve locking in expenditures over multiple years.  Once approved, it cannot be revoted for five years, although it can be reduced by the voters, down as far as .1%.


Councillor Decker emphasized that the act does not limit what the City already spends on affordable housing, open space and historic preservation.


Councillor Braude then invited public testimony.  


Matt Irish, staff to Senator Tolman, said their calculation of what new funds the CPA would give Cambridge is $4.7 million without counting matching funds.  His figures come from the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs.  He noted that the last day for the City Council to adopt the CPA is October 2, for the November 2001 election.  He submitted a letter for Senator Tolman (Attachment A).  


Representative Jarrett Barrios, Prospect Street, emphasized the importance to Cambridge of this law.  He said that during the legislative debate many representatives were pushing for a transfer tax option.  When that was lost, the state matching funds provision was added to the bill.  There is real money out there from the state.  Representative Barrios said that his opinion is that existing expenditures should be able to be used in calculating the amount of state matching funds a city is eligible for.  

Councillor Braude told Representative Barrios that this position is completely different from what Cambridge staff were told by DOR.  Councillor Braude explained the Department of Revenue position.  Representative Barrios said that the reason for the provision was to help Cambridge not be penalized for the work it already does.  In this context, the position that existing expenditures cannot be counted is contrary to the legislative intent.


Councillor Braude said that there may be an issue as to whether the DOR has exceeded its regulatory authority.  He requested that Representative Barrios, Mr. Maloney and Mr. Healy check into this.


Representative Barrios stated that he has had a number of discussions with the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs.  He will be happy to work with Mr. Healy and Mr. Maloney.  The bill was intended to enable a match for a municipality in the circumstances of Cambridge, that is, one already putting a great deal of funding into housing, open space and historic preservation.


William Cavellini, 9 Speridakis Terrace, said that the Eviction Free Zone hopes that the City would not try to calculate just its existing expenditures for match, but would take this opportunity to try to get close to the goal of an affordable housing budget of $10 million per year for ten years.  This would be a more progressive way to fund than just taking the money from general funds.


Councillor Braude stated that the statute requires 10% to be spent in each of the three areas, affordable housing, open space and historic preservation.  It is appealing that it brings together three constituencies that are often competing and requires them to work together for several months to persuade their fellow voters.


Darcy Jameson said that if Cambridge does not allocate the full 3%, it is only eligible for the first 80% round.


Robert Winters, 367 Broadway, raised questions about maintenance of effort.  He also asked what happens if the voters vote “no” overwhelmingly.


Cynthia Jensen, Trowbridge Street, asked if there are restrictions about when the money has to be spent.  Councillor Braude said that his understanding is that a city is not required to spend it all in one fiscal year.  Ms. Jensen then asked about the definition of “acquisition of open space”.  Councillor Braude said that his understanding is that the expenditure has to be for land within the Cambridge borders, and that it can be used for maintenance and preservation of existing open space but not for recreation – for passive open space.


Albe Simenas, 24 Tremont Street, said that the statute says the base 10% can’t be used for recreation.  It is not clear about parts of the other CPA funds.


Councillor Braude described the next steps.  The Housing Committee will have another meeting and will make recommendations to the full Council for a vote as soon as possible after Representative Barrios and the City Manager have clarified whether the CPA will allow existing expenditures to count towards calculation of the percentage of funds for state match.  He then thanked those present for coming to the meeting.


The meeting was adjourned at 6:30 p.m.






For the Committee,






Councillor Jim Braude, Chair

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, RULES
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Councillor Henrietta Davis

Vice Mayor David P. Maher

Councillor Michael A. Sullivan

Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr.


The Government Operations, Rules and Claims Committee held a public hearing on November 16, 2000, beginning at 5:50 o’clock p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber for the purpose of considering a proposal to petition the legislature to lower the voting age to enable 16 and 17 year-old residents to vote in City Council and School Committee elections.


Present at the hearing were Councillor Jim Braude, Chair of the Committee, Mayor Anthony D. Galluccio, Vice Mayor David P. Maher, Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Councillor Henrietta Davis, Councillor Marjorie C. Decker, Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves, Councillor Michael A. Sullivan, Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr., and City Clerk D. Margaret Drury.


Councillor Braude convened the hearing and explained the purpose.  He made introductory remarks and invited Mayor Galluccio, who had to leave to chair a meeting of the School Committee, to begin.


Mayor Galluccio stated that the petition is part of a far-reaching goal to involve youth.  The Kids Council is voting tonight on a proposal to add youth members to the council.  He voiced his support for the proposal for 17 year-olds to vote and said he was not quite sure about 16 year-olds.  For 17 year-olds, it is important to get them involved while they are still at the high school.


Councillor Decker welcomed the students in attendance and urged them to stay involved in the political process regardless of the outcome.  She said that she too supports the vote for 17 year-olds and has some questions about 16 year-olds.


Councillor Born said that she was skeptical about the proposal until she talked to students who were persuasive in their argument that this will help to get young people in the habit of voting while they are still in their home environment.


Councillor Braude then moved to public testimony.  


David “Max” Prum, 100 Thorndike Street, age 14, spoke in support of the proposal.  He stated that voter apathy is a big problem in America.  One way to combat that apathy is to lower the voting age so voting can be discussed at school.


Emma Lang, 4 Forest Street, stated that the proponent students collected approximately 300 signatures in support of lowering the voting age.


Councillor Braude asked Ms. Lang about the “trickle up” theory:  Will allowing youth to vote result in their parents voting too?  Ms. Lang answered that she believes it would.


George Goverman, Cambridge, spoke in opposition to the proposal.  He stated that he is a former Election Commissioner and has done a great deal of work on elections.  This decision to lower to voting age will have a ripple effect in lowering the age limit for all sorts of activities, such as drinking, driving, etc.  If kids can vote at age 16, why can they not buy tobacco?  The proper inquiry when talking about enfranchising a class based on age is what are the ages at which society judges the class as a whole capable of adult decisions.  He suspects all of the youth present are qualified to vote in terms of their maturity, but when the question is enfranchising a class, one needs to keep in mind the worst members of the class.  He envisions the character Francis in “Malcolm in the Middle.”


Councillor Braude said that by that “worst in the class” standard, one could make a good argument for disenfranchising everyone in America.


Lalika Lewis, Boston, attends the Fenway School, age 16, and her girlfriend, Ebony, Dorchester, age 15, stated that they are members of the Boston Area Youth Organizing Project (YOP).  Teenagers work, pay taxes, and have many adult responsibilities.  They urged support for the proposal.


David Smith, age 14, 955 Massachusetts Avenue, stated that they are not trying to change age limits for other activities, just the voting age, because these can be a part of high school education.  Schools will take a bigger role in educating kids about voting, and more kids will become voting citizens as they get older.


Camille Spivey, age 17, Mattapan, stated that she attends Dorchester High School, and added that it is important for youth to be connected to their community.


Caleb Vosel, 15 Beech Street, said that the basic issue is whether 16 year-olds should have input into decisions that affect them.  Sixteen year-olds pay income taxes and drive cars.  They have attained the minimum required education and can choose whether to leave school on continue.


Jonathan Bruderlein, age 14, Lancaster Street, said that he is in his junior year at Cambridge Rindge and Latin School.  He got involved with this issue when he was walking down the street, saw lights in the sky, found out it was the millennium light show and thought there were better ways for Cambridge to spend its money.  Allowing 16 and 17 year-old people to vote would decrease voter apathy.


Councillor Braude asked why not extend the vote to 14 year-olds.  Mr. Assad said that not all juniors are ready.  By age 16 you have gone through a couple of years of high school.


Assad Sayed, 312 Evereteze Way, spoke in support of the proposal.  Youths are part of this country too.


Noah Chevalier, age 15, 21 Goldstar Road, analogized the issue to the drinking age.  In Europe kids are allow to drink from an early age and there is very little irresponsible drinking by teenagers.  Here, the situation is just the opposite.  “Francis” is no more real than Homer Simpson.  Obviously neither should vote.


Jannasse Jean, 199 Prospect Street, stated that 16 year-olds should have the right to vote.  The decisions made affect their lives, especially for School Committees.


Ben Somberg, age 17, 48 Antrim Street, said that this proposal would affect 1500 people at any given time.  If that group were energized to vote, it could make a difference.  Restructuring at CRLS, parks, the library are all issues that affect 16 and 17 year-olds.  The proposed change also would make the elected officials accountable to a group of people they have never needed to listen to before.  He stressed that it is important for youth to get at least one chance to vote while still in high school.


Councillor Braude asked Mr. Somberg how he would feel about limiting the vote to age 17 and above.  Mr. Somberg said that he would prefer that the current proposal not be changed, but he would support it as amended to 17 year-olds.  The key is getting one vote while still at high school.


Jesse Bayer, age 16, Poplar Road spoke in support of the proposal.  Sixteen    year-olds should be included because elections are only held every two years, so half of the students would not be able to vote in high school if the vote were limited to 17 year-olds.  He also noted that there are plenty of immature adults.


Gerald Berger, 52 Elm Street, age 56, stated that a number of people have been working on lowering the voting age for quite some time.  The Area 4 Task Force supports this proposal.  The Ward 3 Democratic Committee endorsed this position, as did the Democratic City Committee.  He described the thinking of the Democratic City Committee in deciding to support this position.  The children of today are not the same as we were.  Many studies indicate that cognitive abilities, etc. have matured sufficiently at age 16 to enable a new level of responsibility.  Sixteen years-olds drop out of school, have consensual sex, are sentenced to life without parole.  This proposal ensures one vote before they graduate.  We cannot accept the status quo with regard to the current lack of voter participation.  In 1992, 40% of registered voters went to the polls.


Councillor Braude voiced concern that since 18 year-olds were given the right to vote in 1972, after an initial spurt, young voters’ participation has been dropping.


Councillor Davis said that there is no one panacea for the low voting rate.  We have to make it easier for people to vote.


David Gottlieb, 309 Washington Street, Brighton, said that the youth of Cambridge and Boston should be able to decide on school format and on other issues that affect them.  If youth are allowed to vote, adults will be able to connect to youth and will be more respected by theM.


Artis Bergman, 82 Elm Street, age 17, a senior at CRLS, urged the Council to keep in mind that the decisions made by elected officials affect youth, for example, open space, police, resources.  He added that this proposal addresses voter apathy; it would excite youth and draw them in.  It would create a process for easing young adults into the voting system, while they are still in the structure of learning.  Sixteen is a defined age of responsibility and will allow all youth a chance to vote while still in school.


Gideon Weissman, age 14, 26 Chalk Street, a freshman at CRLS, said that if kids can vote, they will be more interested in voting.


Hanna Jacofsky, age 16, 220 Broadway, stated that sixteen is the year when angst begins, and sixteen is the year when students take American History.  The current restriction is like the American Revolution, the students are colonies, the City Council and School Committee are Britain.  She added that the risk you run with democracy is that some unintelligent people will vote.  By the time kids get out of high school they are so used to not being listened to, that of course they don’t vote.


Evan Rausch, Chair, Democratic City Committee, spoke in support.  The Democratic City Committee passed a resolution in support by an overwhelming majority.  It is ridiculous that 18 year-old college students can vote for City Councillors after being here for two months while CRLS students who have lived here all their lives cannot.


Anim Steel, age 20, Cambridge, 29 Pleasant Street, said that he is inspired and engaged by the activism of young people.  Research studies by the major foundations are finding that the process of teaching civics works best as an active process.


Janice Lee, Boston Area Youth Organizing Association, 29 Pleasant Street, stated that she has worked with the group.  The students chose this issue themselves.  She reported that Denise Simmons, member of the School Committee, Paula Evans, CRLS Principal and State Representative Jarrett Barrios*, all support this proposal.  She added that there is a growing movement throughout the country to allow 16 and 17 year-old people to vote.  She urged the City Council to be responsive to the young people’s desire to be involved.


Darlene Bonislawski, 23 Regent Street, member of the Cambridge Election Commission, stated that she is not speaking for the Commission.  She has done voter registration at CRLS over the years.  Students were very enthusiastic about being registered to vote.  The underage students were always very disappointed.  A mock P.R. election at the high school engendered enthusiasm and hard work by the students.  Students voted very differently from their parents.


Vice Mayor Maher asked if 17 year-olds could be candidates.  Ms. Bonislawski said that she did not know.  She would have to research this.


Councillor Sullivan asked how many 18 year-olds would be registered at the school.


Judy Somberg, 48 Antrim Street, parent of a 17 year-old, stated that we need more voters.  What’s voting now is money, and as financial interests determines more and more, people become more cynical and stop participating.  The young people are smart, articulate, thoughtful and most are at a stage where they are still involved.  We need their vote.


Susan Smith, Cambridge, stated that she has two kids in the Cambridge School system.  The system educates its students well enough to be able to vote responsibly.  We have to give kids a place to be involved.


Councillor Braude invited comments from the members of the committee.


Councillor Sullivan said he is continuously impressed with the depth of knowledge and involvement of the Cambridge Youth.  Cambridge does invest in its youth.  He does not equate civic participation only with voting.  Many more residents volunteer.  He also said that the timing is unfortunate, with regard to what the City Council did two weeks ago, in voting to extend voting rights to non citizens.


Councillor Davis thanked all of the proponents.  She stated that it is very important for kids to have connection with their community to begin voting.  They are much more likely to feel connected to the community they have lived in for years than with whatever community their college is located in.


Councillor Toomey stated that they had made a great case.  He does not support giving the vote to 16 year-olds, but he is open to considering allowing 17 year-olds to vote.


Vice Mayor Maher thanked all of the speakers and complimented their level of advocacy.  He said that there has to be a lot more dialogue about the issue.  He does not know how he will vote.  He is concerned about some aspects, but very willing to listen.  Cambridge spends more money in education than any other Massachusetts community.  He said that he participated in campaigns as a teenager.  Even without the right to vote teens still have the right to participate and that participation can make an enormous difference.


Councillor Braude stated that if there is no objection, the matter will stay in committee.  The next step is to draft a home rule petition addressing some of the issues raised in the hearing, including whether the proposal should cover both 16 and 17 year-olds, or 17 year-old only.  It was so agreed without objection.


Councillor Braude thanked those present for their participation.


The meeting was adjourned at 7:48 p. m.






For the Committee,






Councillor Jim Braude, Chair
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The Government Operations, Rules and Claims Committee conducted a public meeting on Wednesday, February 7, 2001 at eight o'clock and fifty minutes a.m. in the Ackermann Room, 795 Massachusetts Avenue, City Hall.


The purpose of the meeting was to evaluate the City Council's goal setting process.


Present at the meeting were Councillor Braude, Chair of the Committee, Councillor Davis, Richard Rossi, Deputy City Manager, Lisa Peterson, Assistant tot he City Manager, Beth Rubenstein, Assistant City Manager for Community Development, Sandra Albano, Assistant to the City Council, Robert Miller, Facilitator/Trainer and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Braude opened the meeting and stated the purpose.  He asked Ms. Roberta Miller, Facilitator/Trainer, to describe the difference between this goal setting process and the last goal setting process.


Ms. Miller stated that telephone surveys and mail surveys were used and nine community meetings were held.  She stated that she would like to go through the areas used and look at the options.  She asked if there were any thoughts on the issue of the telephone surveys.  Councillor Braude stated that he felt the telephone surveys are a very valuable thing to do on a regular basis.  There was not an opportunity to adequately integrate the results in the goal setting process.  More lead-time is needed.  Mr. Rossi stated that the validity of the surveys was great.  Ms. Peterson stated that if the survey was done every two years it would be good.  Councillor Davis stated that the mail and telephone surveys need to match.  Councillor Braude stated that a timetable needs to be established.  Lead- time needs to be available for the company to interpret the survey.  This survey was a baseline, stated Councillor Davis.  Mr. Rossi stated that in the year the survey is not conducted, money should be spent to review the document and make recommendations on how to strengthen the survey.  Councillor Davis supported this plan.  Councillor Braude stated pollsters should be brought into the process early.  Follow-up and trending should also be reviewed.  Councillor Davis stated that trending should be reviewed to see if it should be done every year or every two years. Councillor Braude stated that in several months he would schedule a meeting and invite pollsters to critique the process to see what should be done in the future.  Ms. Miller stated that a lot of well-run cities do this.  Councillor Braude stated that the survey results were never published and made available to the press and the public.  Mr. Rossi stated that he thought the results were on the city's web site.  Councillor Davis stated that the Press could use this item as a lead story.  Councillor Braude stated that the Public Information Officer should include this information in the City Newsletter.


The mailed surveys were mailed to all households, stated Ms. Miller.  Councillor Braude stated that there were 2,500 returns (a 6-7% response rate).  More coordination and more lead-time is needed as well as a follow-up procedure to ensure that more people respond.  This date and the fact that the city is asking is important, he said.  Ms. Miller stated that the second notice should be done through a press story with the use of many prompts.  Ms. Miller stated that the results of surveys would be strengthened if the city develops a predictable pattern.  Three to four surveys conducted will result in more returns.  Organizations are getting their people to fill out the surveys.  Councillor Davis stated that the city could get overwhelmed by public interest groups.  The purpose of mail surveys, she said, was to hear from people the city does not regularly hear from and these voices can get lost.  The city needs to evaluate how it can get the maximum households to fill out the survey.  Councillor Davis stated that an effort needs to be made to reach the new people who come to Cambridge.  Ms. Peterson asked what would newcomers to Cambridge be surveyed on.  Councillor Davis stated that the most important thing she learned was how little people know about the School Department.  This fact, she said, alarmed her more than surprised her.  Mr. Rossi stated that people who do not have children do not know about the School Department.  When people come to Cambridge today, this is a serious decision.  Councillor Davis further stated that people who do not have children in school and are taxed heavily get no information on schools - this is the issue.  Ms. Miller stated that this is an outreach strategy.  Councillor Braude stated that the survey results came late in the process.  A meeting should be held to review the results and evaluate the data calmly, without the time pressure of the past year.


Ms. Peterson stated that the telephone survey should stay constant.  People who work with the city were not happy with the written instrument, she said.  She would like a better job done.  Ms. Rubenstein, Assistant City Manager for Community Development, stated that how the information is disseminated to the city staff needs to be reviewed.


Ms. Miller asked about the results of the e-mail.  Ms. Peterson responded that 280 responses were received.  


Ms. Miller stated that nine community meetings were held; six neighborhood, three special meetings which took place at CRLS, the Senior Center and one with the business community.  Councillor Braude stated that the community meetings were good, if not scientific, and the three special meetings were good outreach.  The meeting at CRLS was the best, he said.  Through these meetings, the city gets a feel that you do not get from a piece of paper.  Councillor Davis stated her objections to the unscientific totals.  Ms. Miller asked Councillor Davis if she wanted the senior citizen and the business community members in the aggregate.  Councillor Davis responded in the affirmative.  

The surveys are a better scientific representation of what people are thinking, she said.  Ms. Miller stated that the business community numbers were not aggregated in the total.  Councillor Braude stated that the issue is to look at the neighborhood and the constituency.  Mr. Rossi stated that the issue should be to look across the range of issues rather than the numbers in the total.  Mr. Rossi stated that a lot was learned at these meetings.


Councillor Braude stated that Ms. Miller worked well with the city staff to increase confidence.  He asked if city staff could be identified to do this work internally.  The reviews received were positive, but the City Council needs to be weaned off Ms. Miller little by little and focus this work on the city staff.  Ms. Miller stated that four to six meetings is a good move.  She felt that the three special meetings were more powerful for a different reason.  The elderly meeting had a strong attendance because there was an aerobics class that was cancelled and the seniors were already at the Senior Center.  The students were in school for the High School session because school was in session.  The business community was asked to speak and they were dying to do so.  


Neighborhood meetings need to be reviewed to converge with people who are gathering.  Ms. Miller felt that she needed to be more clear with the role that the people who attended regularly could partake.  It should have been a process where the same person can vote only once in the whole process.  Analysis needs to be done on what the data is telling us.  The aggregate data needs to be reviewed.  The one mistake that was made was that at the Morse meeting, the recorded information on one sheet was lost.


Councillor Davis submitted the following motion:

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to report back to the people and to the staff when the data is received.


This, she said, is a step in the process that needs to be added.


Ms. Miller stated analysis needs to be evaluated and assessed.  This part of the process needs more work.  A narrative needs to be done, she said.  Councillor Davis suggested that this could be a student project.  Ms. Miller stated that Ms. Amy Squires would do this job and she attended the meetings.


Councillor Braude stated the following:

· Data needs to be looked at; and

· Written analysis needs to be done based on the survey and the community meetings.

He also stated that before the data is lost and while it is relevant, it would be good to take a second look at the data soon.

Councillor Davis stated that it does not have to be a scientific response.  She suggested letting the raw data stand on its own.  She suggested having a roundtable meeting on how to foster community goals and identity.  

At the conclusion of the meeting the options suggested by Ms. Miller were as follows:

· Newspaper survey - Response was poor and advertisement was expensive;

· Online option - More important when Web site is used by more individuals;

· Organizational community meetings - Foster community around community and groups timed when people are used to getting together;

· Have an exit poll at the point of elections - Gives good information on how to run your community.  Set up a table at all polling places and have every person fill out a survey after they vote.

Mr. Rossi stated that this needs to be checked with the Secretary of State to see if this is permissible.  Councillor Braude inquired of the legality of contacting a person within 150 feet of an election needs to be reviewed and stated that if legal, it had to be when voters were leaving, not entering, the polls.  Ms. Peterson stated that the logistics need to be worked out.  She stated that the issue of which election, municipal or presidential, needs to be decided.  Councillor Davis stated that the municipal election is more vital.  Ms. Miller stated that the presidential election draws more of a crowd.

· Internal capacity issues

Ms. Rubenstein stated that the city has the capacity.  The city needs lead-time and needs to train people.

Mr. Rossi stated that a rare person is needed because it can be confrontational.  Councillor Braude stated that there are people who live in the city who would like to volunteer time to the city, such as city staff, residents, religious or civic leaders.  Councillor Braude stated that the election issue needs to proceed on a fast track.

The meeting adjourned at 9:50 a.m.







For the Committee,







Councillor Jim Braude, Chair
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The Ordinance Committee held a public hearing on February 14, 2001, beginning at 5:15 P.M. in the Sullivan Chamber for the purpose of considering proposed amendments to the Responsible Employer provisions of the Cambridge Employment Plan Ordinance.


Present at the hearing were Vice Mayor David P. Maher and Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Co-Chairs of the Committee, Mayor Anthony D. Galluccio, Councillor Marjorie C. Decker and City Clerk D. Margaret Drury.  Also present were Deputy City Manager Richard Rossi, Purchasing Agent Andrea Spears, Legal Counsel Arthur Goldberg, Cynthia Griffin, Human Services Department and Ellen Katz, Finance Director for the Department of Public Works.


Vice Mayor Maher convened the hearing and explained the purpose.  He invited Mr. Rossi to begin the discussion.  

Mr. Rossi submitted the attached letter from Robert W. Healy, City Manager, and stated that the City administrative staff does not recommend adoption of the proposal.  It will sharply reduce competition; and competition is very important.  Less competition would result in dramatic cost increases.  It would not be in the best interests of citizens.  Also, at the time when the City was debating adoption of the Responsible Bidders Ordinance, there were discussions between City officials and the Local 40 Union, in which the union clearly indicated willingness for the proposed ordinance to apply only to the construction of buildings and to jobs for over $100,000.  Mr. Rossi added that the state prevailing wage law is sufficient protection.


Vice Mayor Maher asked for details of the specific effects that adoption of the proposal would cause.


Mr. Rossi said that he already knows of particular contractors who have won bids in this area in the past due to having the best price and work quality but cannot meet the requirements of the proposed ordinance.  Ms. Spears sent out questionnaires to contractors who previously bid on Cambridge sewer and water main work.  She was told by several that they could not meet the qualifications and would not bid under the new proposal.  For example, D’Allesandro responded that the apprenticeship and health insurance programs would keep them from bidding.  This is what she has heard from other contractors as well.  


Ms. Spears said that less competition means that sewer projects will cost way more than has been budgeted and many present contractors will not be eligible to participate in the work.  Ms. Spears then said that the City is very careful when non union employees are involved.  When non union contractors win the bid, she is very careful to follow up with the Attorney General. 


Mayor Galluccio asked why the proposed expansion to water and sewer would have any greater effect on water and sewer work than the present ordinance has had on building construction.  

Ms. Spears responded that in the water and sewer field there are far fewer contractors.  It is a more specialized trade.


Mayor Galluccio said that he doesn’t see these two areas of work as being different enough to require different treatment by the Responsible Employer Ordinance.


David Borrus, Council Representative for Pile Drivers Local #56 to the N.E. Regional Council of Carpenters, stated that one of his concerns is that the water and sewer jobs are bigger, more expensive jobs and the work is buried.  This proposed amendment would raise the work standards by requiring participation in an apprenticeship program.  Also, unions do not have the only apprenticeship programs.  There are programs in which non-union-contractors can participate.  Apprenticeship is key training.  Training is crucial.


Vice Mayor Maher asked why a contractor would not pay for health insurance.


Ms. Spears said that contractors say that they pay high enough wages to enable workers to pay for their own health insurance.  That is what the prevailing wage law requires - a specific higher wage if the employer does not provide health insurance.  The Cambridge Responsible Employer Ordinance requires the contractor to provide health insurance.


Mr. Borrus said that non-union contractors only pay prevailing wages where required.


Ms. Spears said that Cambridge is very careful to ensure that contractors comply with the prevailing wage law.  Cambridge has investigated and reported contractors to the Attorney General where there appear to be violations.  Mr. Rossi added that the City doesn’t have enough capability to do oversight on another category of work.


Councillor Born said that she does not see the causal connection between non-union contractors and the quality of work.  There are good and bad non-union contractors and good and bad union contractors.


Mr. Rossi emphasized the costs and delays of having to re-bid projects because there are not enough responsive bidders.


Mayor Galluccio stated that he intends to introduce proposed amendments to this proposal.  He will first provide his proposal to the full City Council for referral to the Ordinance Committee.  He stated that he sees the inclusion of water and sewer projects as consistent with the intent of the Responsible Employer Ordinance.


Mayor Galluccio said that he also has concerns about the City’s interpretation of the enforcement requirements of the present ordinance.   The ordinance has been interpreted to only apply to employees newly hired for this job.  He said that he recommends looking at language that strengthens the relationship of the contractors with training programs and requires contractors to show that they have made every reasonable attempt to meet the numbers.  The workforce piece must be strengthened.  Other major cities have much better benefits for residents.  Boston has been relentless in its insistence on local hires.  


Mayor Galluccio stated that the ordinance could provide that contractors have to provide something like a five-year plan for meeting the workforce goals.  This is the right time to look at improving the workforce provisions.  He said that he does not believe that he can support extending the ordinance to water and sewer jobs without improving the workforce requirements.


Councillor Decker stated that the more union work, the better.  Using union workers improves the quality of the work product.  She said that she would like to know what other communities are doing about this issue and what their programs provide.


Councillor Decker requested specifics as to Mr. Healy’s objections.  She said that she is a strong supporter of unions as are, she suspects, most if not all of her colleagues!. Thus, there is a need for detailed explanations; otherwise she would want to vote for more unions.


Mayor Galluccio said that if the interpretation of the ordinance is that it only applies to new employees, all the workforce goals are moot.  He requested that the City look at the Boston jobs policy.


Mr. Rossi said that it is important to look at the percentage of unemployed workers in that particular trade who live in Cambridge.


Mayor Galluccio responded that the demographics in the City suggest that 25% of Cambridge Rindge and Latin School students could be expected to benefit from skilled trade and technical work.


Ms. Spears said that the proposal makes several other detrimental changes.  Councillor Decker asked for a written delineation of these changes and their effects.


Councillor Born said that she supported the original Responsible Employer Ordinance as a way to direct City contracts to companies that used sound employment practices and to establish a better way to monitor these practices.  She questioned whether the City really wants to be doing business with unethical employers.


Mr. Borrus said that the guiding principle is raising the quality of the employer, the employees and thus the product.


Mr. Rossi said that having one apprentice out of eight workers does not meet the workforce requirements of the ordinance.


Mayor Galluccio said that generally, the City will be dealing with bigger contractors who can use young apprentices through an apprentice program.


Vice Mayor Maher requested information about what other cities do in this area. 


Mr. Borrus listed the following as cities with this requirement:  Revere, Springfield, New Bedford and Boston.


Vice Mayor Maher asked Mr. Borrus how a union contractor could meet the requirements.  Mr. Borrus said that they could come close.


Mr. Rossi said that the carpenter’s union does not come close to having 25% of Cambridge resident carpenters on public construction projects.  He stated that an employee cannot fill all the jobs with apprentices.  In reality, contractors won’t fire current staff, they will put three to four more people on the job.  Why should the City pay that cost?  Mr. Rossi added that many union contractors won’t bid the jobs because they won’t get rid of their current employees.  That means loss of competition.  


Vice Mayor Maher asked what Cambridge work this would affect.  Mr. Rossi said that the City has spent $10 million this year for sewer work, $1 million for water and $.5 million to $1.5 million on open space.


Councillor Decker stated that she would like information on the increased costs to the City that the current Responsible Bidder Ordinance has entailed.  Ms. Spears said that having a bona fide apprenticeship program would be tough because this trade does not have apprenticeship programs.


Councillor Decker asked why the City wouldn’t want the mandates of the Responsible Employers Ordinance applied to sewers and roads.  


Mr. Rossi responded that the Prevailing Wage law already offers protection.


Mr. Borrus said that the extra money that the employers pay instead of providing health insurance does not end up being spent by the workers on health insurance.  So workers go to the emergency wards, and the taxpayers are charged at that end.


Councillor Decker made a motion that the proposal remain in committee.  The motion passed on a voice vote without objection.


Vice Mayor Maher and Councillor Born thanked those present for their participation.


The meeting was adjourned at 6:28 P.M.






For the Committee,






_______________________________






Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Co-Chair






_______________________________






Vice Mayor Maher, Co-Chair
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The Cable TV Telecommunications and Public Utilities Committee conducted a public meeting on Wednesday, March 7, 2001 at 3:20 p. m. in the Sullivan Chamber.


The purpose of the meeting was to discuss rates and service changes to customers by AT & T, the settlement agreement with and the transfer of the license to AT & T, a status report on negotiations with the second cable provider and any other business which may come before the committee.


Present at the meeting were:  Vice Mayor David P. Maher, Chair of the Committee, Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Robert W. Healy, City Manager, Lisa Peterson, Assistant to the City Manager, Nancy Glowa, First Assistant City Solicitor and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.  Also present at the meeting were Susan Fleishman, Director, CCTV, Fred Fantini, School Committee Member, Tim Murnane, AT & T.


Vice Mayor Maher opened the meeting and asked for a status report on the license renewal of AT & T and a status report on the second cable provider.


Robert W. Healy, City Manager, stated that the original license was granted in l985 to American Cablevision.  This license was transferred to Continental, then to Media One and lastly, to AT & T.  This license expired on December 30, 2000.  A parallel process was on going, he said.  The transfer of the license from Media One to AT & T occurred prior to the conclusion of the terms of the existing license and negotiations were on-going for a renewal for a ten year period.  Mr. Healy stated that the City Council received a recommendation on February 12, 2001 for the appropriation of the revenue that was part of the settlement agreement and revenue that is a part of the current license.  This was the subject of the Charter Right and was referred to this committee on February 12, 2001.  The appropriation is a one-time capital payments that the city is receiving.  There is no disruption in service with this new license, he said.


Mr. Healy stated that discussions are on-going with RCN.  An Issuing Authority Report was issued.  Only RCN responded to this report, he said.  Negotiations between the city and RCN are on going.


A discussion ensued regarding the placement of the wires.  Vice Mayor Maher asked what is the percentage of wires that are underground.  Mr. Healy responded 50% of the wires are underground.  He further stated that where wires are underground the wires will remain underground.  The second cable provider will be a new build system and this construction will take 18-24 months to complete.  Councillor Born asked if there is any cost of this new construction to the city.  Mr. Healy responded city staff time in the form of inspections and legal work.  Vice Mayor Maher asked could the city require that future build out be underground.  The underground and aerial expense, Mr. Healy stated, will be negotiated. Mr. Healy stated that if the Electric Utility Company is required to convert from aboveground to underground this expense could be passed on to consumers under their legislation.


Councillor Born stated that with the continuous street work for electrical or information technology upgrading could the city benefit by requiring companies to buy into conduit work.  Mr. Healy responded that this is an issue for the Pole and Conduit Commission.  It is implementing a "Siting Policy" to encourage shared use.  He further stated that there is a new position in the License Commission to do analysis work for the Pole and Conduit Commission with the telecommunications companies. 


Councillor Born asked if there is any street that has split utility where cable is underground and electricity is aboveground.  Mr. Healy responded in the negative.


Councillor Born asked about telecommunication hotels.  Mr. Healy stated that the hotels are installing special wires.  Fiber optic wires are being installed; analog wires are on the way out.


Councillor Born asked if there is any obligation to remove wires that have become obsolete.  Mr. Healy stated that the city has the right to require that obsolete wires be removed.  If obsolete wires are not removed the city owns the wires, he said.  Mr. Murnane, AT & T, stated that this is usually in the license.  Councillor Born asked Mr. Murnane about the wires on poles that are not used.  Mr. Murnane stated that it is to the advantage of AT & T to remove the bad or unused lines.


Vice Mayor Maher asked when will a recommendation be received on the second cable provider.  Ms. Peterson stated that it is anticipated that the recommendation will be made by June.  She further stated that when the second license is granted there will be an 18-24 month build out.  Consumers, she said, will not have access for at least two years.  Vice Mayor Maher asked if build out would be done in stages.  Ms. Peterson responded in the affirmative.  Mr. Healy stated that as segments were completed in the past there were incremental subscriptions.


Mr. Robert Winters, 366 Broadway, stated that the Pole and Conduit Commission should establish standards.  He stated that Continental Cablevision was in so much of a rush to install their cables that there was no installation plan between the cable and telephone companies.  The Pole and Conduit Commission should regulate how the wires are installed and companies must adhere to this policy, he said.  RCN, he said, will be just as quick to lay their lines.  Ms. Peterson stated that construction standards are important to the city.  An arborist will need to be board, she said.


The discussion turned to the appropriation of  $2M.  (ATTACHMENT A)  Mr. Healy stated that the recommendation to the City Council was to place the funds in the Capital Budget.  The city has been running its own fiber optic wires to the schools and to city buildings.  Funds will be used to improve the production facilities in the Sullivan Chamber, Ackermann Room, mobile production van, cameras, the Senior Center and 57 Inman Street.  One million dollars is part of the license renewal.  He further stated that splitting the license renewal revenue with CCTV is fair.  In the previous license, 3% of the 3.75% operational funds were used for CCTV operation.  CCTV will likely keep the 3%, he said.  A meeting will be held with the School Department personnel and the Mayor to discuss the use of the revenue for the schools, he said.  Mr. Healy stated that he anticipated allocating some of the operating expense to educational access.


Councillor Born asked how many broadband subscribers are in the city.  Mr. Murnane stated he would get this information for the committee.  He stated that 90% of customers who were offered digital service, purchase this service.


Vice Mayor Maher asked the cost of the premium package.  Mr. Murnane responded the premium package cost is $79.00.  The picture and audio quality is better with this package.


Councillor Born asked the fee for broadband and digital per month.  Mr. Murnane responded $99.99.  This covers television, telephone and Internet service.  


In response to a question on the net revenue, Ms. Peterson stated that $175,000 represents 1% of a growing base.  Mr. Healy stated that the revenue stream shows support for the cable budget.  There is a commitment to allow a public access model that is citizen driven.  Three percent of the revenue is tied up to this commitment; one percent will go to the Municipal Access Channel and one percent will likely be allocated for educational needs, he said.


Vice Mayor Maher informed Mr. Murnane that he has received several complaints about the sharp increase in pricing and the limited options offered from customers including several seniors.  Vice Mayor Maher asked Ms. Peterson about the senior citizen discount.  Ms. Peterson stated that the city negotiated a 10% discount for all seniors.  Vice Mayor Maher asked how does the consumers obtain this information.  Mr. Murnane stated the discount will list information about obtaining the discount on the bills and that this discount applies to all persons 65 years or older.  Vice Mayor Maher asked if the senior discount is retroactive.  Mr. Murnane responded in the negative.  Seniors need to contact AT & T and an affidavit will be sent to the senior to sign and return to AT & T.  Mr. Healy stated that the city would publicize this information through the Council on Aging.  Vice Mayor Maher stated the city would be happy if the media would highlight the senior discount in a feature story.  Ms. Peterson stated that the city was expecting that AT & T will offer the senior discount on both the basic and the standard programs.


Vice Mayor Maher asked what is the difference between the basic and standard packages.  Mr. Murnane stated that the regulated basic service includes local access, the Municipal Channel and cable channels.  The standard package includes A&E, the Discovery Channel and the Disney Channel.


Vice Mayor Maher asked why the Food Channel is not offered.  Mr. Murnane stated that the Food Channel is not available because Cambridge is channel locked, meaning all channels are being used. Councillor Born asked if there are communities that are not channel locked.  Mr. Murnane stated that Cambridge has 99 channels not including digital channels.  Public access ties up eight channels.  Cambridge, he said, has top notched service.


Vice Mayor Maher requested a breakdown of subscribers on both basic and standard packages.  He stated that even with the discount subscribers are experiencing an increase.  Customers do not feel that service has increased in proportion to the rate increase, he said.


Mr. Winters asked why has AT & T decided to have bare bones basic service with an increase of $25.00 for the next tier of service.  Mr. Murnane stated that this is a business decision.  AT & T, he said, offers more choice than its competitors.  It would be cost prohibitive to offer a-la-carte service, he said.


Ms. Fleishman, CCTV Director, commended the work done by the city team.  She stated that she was concerned with the $500,000 allocation.  She hoped that more funding would be provided to the system from RCN.


Vice Mayor Maher inquired if there is a requirement in the license that requires AT & T to maintain a presence in the community.  Mr. Murnane stated that AT & T will maintain the Sherman Street site for customer service for the term of the license. Councillor Born highlighted the fact that calling Directory Assistance for a telephone number for the Sherman Street site reveals the telephone number is not available.  Mr. Murnane stated that Sherman Street is not a customer care facility; these facilities are located in Chelmsford and Bedford.


Mr. Fred Fantini, School Committee Member, informed the committee that the City Manager and Ms. Peterson have done a good job on this matter.  AT & T, he said owes CCTV money for fees.  Fees have been only received for fourteen years of the fifteen-year license.  Suit will be filed against AT & T, he said.  Mr. Healy stated that the dispute is that the license is for fifteen years.  Payment of fees is made on the gross revenue from the first year of the license.  There is a disagreement on the interpretation regarding the end of the year clause, he said.


Mr. Fantini stated that in Somerville the rental space is paid by the city.  Vice Mayor Maher asked what is the square footage of the CCTV space.  Ms. Fleishman responded 5,000 square feet.  What is the ideal footage requirement the Vice-Mayor asked?  Ms. Fleishman responded 6,000 to 6,500 square feet.  


Mr. Fantini asked about the income stream for educational purposes.  Mr. Healy stated that there is a cap on the funding; however discussions are on going on maximization of the funding for education.  Mr. Fantini stated that a non-professional education board should control this funding.


Vice Mayor Maher stated that the School Department has not made their meetings more accessible to families who are unable to physically attend the meetings.  An infrastructure is needed in the School Department, he said.


Mr. Fantini informed the committee that the Mayor would like the sporting events covered by cable; but who will cover school events.  Councillor Born asked how are school events covered at present.  Mr. Healy stated it is personnel issue.  It takes 3-4 hours to edit one hour of production, he said.  There are currently four employees plus one intern in the Cable office.  


Councillor Born again stated that to be customer friendly AT & T should make sure that there is a telephone listing in the telephone book.  Mr. Murnane stated that he would take this information back to AT & T.


At the conclusion of the meeting, Vice Mayor Maher made the following two motions:

ORDERED:
That the appropriation of $2 million be referred to the full City Council with a favorable recommendation.

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to report back to the City Council on the follow up negotiations with AT & T including all seniors who received basic and standard packages.


On a voice vote the two motions -


Carried.


Vice Mayor Maher thanked all person who attended the meeting.


The meeting adjourned at 4:55 p. m.






For the committee,






Vice Mayor David P. Maher,







Chair

* Written testimony attached.
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