
 
May 3, 2006 

3:00-4:30 Environmental Strategies 
Cambridge Prevention Coalition 
 51 Inman 2nd floor 

Meeting called by: ESSC Type of meeting: Monthly meeting 

Facilitator: Frank Note taker: Frank 

Timekeeper: Frank   

Attendees: Cristina Beamud, Danny Trujillo, Ryan Travia, Brian Demers, Mike Weiner, Emily Rosenberg, Chuck 
Klevgaard, Frank Connelly  

 

Please read: Previous minutes 

Please bring:  

Minutes 
Agenda item: Keg Registration update Presenter: Frank 

Discussion: Frank stated that Richard S. reported that it has been going well. Mike W. asked where kegs are 

Coming from when delivered to Finals Clubs? When should we expect police/ Capt. Bonjourno react to keg 
registrations that hint at possible trouble. Richard will have copies of all keg registrations. Chuck asked what should 
police be doing with reports? Suggest preventative measures to do? Such as visit site with 2+ kegs? What about the 
front line with officers when encountering a party with kegs. What to look for & how to hold adults accountable. Ryan 
asked how many kegs are floating around the campuses? Ryan stated that Dartmouth College had a keg limit when 
planning a party. Also had a campus wide cap on the # of kegs. What about frequency of addresses having a keg 
delivered? Are police driving by addresses? Look at location (of kegs) and disturbances. Mike suggested that we 
look at Bev. Journal & see what wholesalers can deliver. Look at age of person who is purchasing. Press release on 
new keg registration?  

Conclusions: Consider a press release & an FYI for police. How to coordinate with college campuses? 

 

Action items  Person responsible Deadline 

 Create an FYI on keg policy ESSC TBD 

 Peruse registrations to date ESSC 6/7/06 

 Consider preventative guidelines for police  ESSC 6/7/06 

    

Agenda item: Not on agenda (but) City Councilors discussion of “cap” Presenter: Frank 

Discussion: Council proposed reviewing / revising (loosening) the “cap” areas in the city. There are 15 caps  

and they require a different process to be exceeded. Chris reports that the police perspective includes a special shift 
to handle bar closing hours. If an increase in the # of bars then an increase in the # of 4th shift officers (6p-2a). 
Chuck handed out 2 FYI’s. Chris states that these should be distributed and they should look at the addiction & 
public safety issues. Danny asked if the expansion will achieve their goals. Chuck asked how political we want to be 
on this. Emily stated that the CPC exists to reduce underage drinking. Brian stated that given that the evidence (in 
FYI’s) is irrefutable-we can’t take a neutral stance- that would be ignoring the facts. Danny asked what is the 
intended point of this (councilors debate). Other options to achieve their goals?  
 

Conclusions: We should utilize the research data and inform the debate as it pertains to underage drinking.  

It’s assumed that our cap has put us beyond the typical limit and has flexibility. 



Action items Person responsible Deadline 

 Distribute the talking points/fyi Chuck  

 Meet with License Commission Chuck & Frank TBD 

    

    

Agenda item:  Policy & Training within college housing Presenter:  Chuck 

Discussion: Met with Lesley U. - who has a level of frustration & weakness in prevention areas. Lets consider 

Creating recommendations through the (CLC) lodging licenses. Met with Richard S. He is open to looking at it. How 
to distinguish between types of licenses? Cristina stated that the city should reach out to Leslie’s security. It’s 
private & lax. Had recent report of sexual assault. Danny states that broader safety is the way to go…Identify key 
components. Have them flexible as guidelines. Cristina states that it could be the CLC with legislation through the 
judicial process. Danny stated that this is not a popular topic to bring back to the campus. Ryan stated that Harvard 
would participate actively. Other partners to get involved might include: people with their name on the license; 
sexual assault team; housemasters etc. Chuck suggested forming a subcommittee. Perhaps Danny, Ryan, Maggie 
& police?  

Conclusions: Hold off on targeting lodging licenses and look into best practices.  

 

Action items Person responsible Deadline 

 Put on future ESSC agendas Frank TBD 

 Investigate “best practices” Chuck & Frank TBD 

    

    

Agenda item: Youth as Decoys Presenter: Frank 

Discussion: How to utilize youth as decoys during field investigations in Cambridge? We spoke to Richard S. 

And he is planning on utilizing youth as decoys. He has compiled guidelines. Based on ABCC’s. Emily asked if we 
have looked at the consequences? Chuck proposed that we help to recruit & train youth for Andrea B. via MADD 
youth in action teams from neighboring towns. Its assumed that there will not be arrest or criminal charges but 
administrative. Start with package stores? Brian stated that we could use the results of the mystery shoppers as 
warnings. Emily stated that it’s best to publicize those who comply, do the right thing.  

Conclusions: Youth as decoys will move forward after the 21 proof study has ended after 6/10/06. We can  

Recruit from MADD’s youth in action teams from other towns.  

Action items Person responsible Deadline 

 Recruit youth for decoys Bonnie & Chuck TBD 

 Review protocol ESSC TBD 

 Implement field investigations Richard TBD 

    

 

Other Information 
Next Meeting: Wednesday June 7, 2006 



 

Resources:  

 

Special Notes:  
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