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CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING

ORDINANCE: AMEND CHAPTER 325, 

WATER – ADD ARTICLE III, DRINKING WATER

JFK COMMUNITY ROOM, JFK MIDDLE SCHOOL

100 BRIDGE STREET

Northampton, MA

JULY 1, 2010

A Public Hearing of the City Council was called to order by City Council President David J. Narkewicz at 7:05 p.m. On roll call, eight (8) Councilors were present:

Councilor Jesse M. Adams

Councilor David J. Narkewicz

Councilor Maureen T. Carney      

Councilor Paul D. Spector

Councilor Angela D. Plassmann

Councilor Pamela C. Schwartz

Councilor Marianne L. LaBarge

Councilor Eugene A. Tacy

Absent: Councilor David A. Murphy – absent, out of town

Roll called by Mary L. Midura, Clerk of the Council

City Council President Narkewicz read into the record the Ordinance: Amend Chapter 325, Water – Add Article III Drinking Water.

City Council President Narkewicz explained to the audience and viewers at home that the format of tonight’s meeting will give ten minutes to the Board of Public Works to make their statement, ten minutes to the Water Not Waste group, and then public comment will open with a three-minute limit to those who have signed the public comment signup sheet.

Board of Public Works:

Terry Culhane, Chairman of the BPW stated that the issue of the landfill expansion is a dead issue.  Is it necessary to pass this Ordinance to kill it? Local discussions have been skewed, with emphasis on health nuanced.  The City would give up $1.5million when the landfill closes.  Daily, 58 tons of trash comes to the landfill from 44 communities, with 23 tons diverted to recycling.  The City needs the Glendale Road site.  The BPW hopes the City does not slam the door on that site.  

James Dostal read from a memorandum from the BPW to the City Council dated June 30, 2010 (Attached).

Water Not Waste:

Mimi Odgers, Dr. Joanne Bessette, and Adam Cohen presented a power point presentation (Attached).

1. David E. Connly, 87 Clement Street – has seen the effect on most new single homes in Ward 6, asked the Council to bear that in mind.  Has anyone asked the DPW the cost of alternatives?  Allied of Chicopee paid $47,000/month, $75/ton.  What are the alternatives to the landfill?

2. Emory A. Ford, Spring Street, Florence – has previously spoken on the landfill.  Retired scientist and engineer, not in an activist group, never contracted for the City.  Has reviewed studies done with concerns on Stantec report.  Ongoing failure to deal with unexpected events, does not consider earthquakes, floods, leachate.  This would be different from the model, with results rapid.  If an event such as the recent BP, significant changes.  Urge the City Council to take the risk when considering the Ordinance (attached comments for the record).

3. Rob Rechtschaffen, Jewett Street -  Live in Northampton near the high school.  Drive to the dump, sticker covers cost sometimes, sometimes not, don’t mind.  Buy locally, eat, and put garbage locally.  Don’t want to put the dump over water, not appropriate.  Should it close?  Not enough meetings, not well informed.  Before the vote, BPW should have meetings.  Then the City Council can discuss, and then have the Ordinance.

4. Jesus Leyva, 39 West Street  - In favor of the Ordinance.  Discussion has already gone on for 3-4 years.  It is appropriate for City Council to deal with the trash issue.  City Council should direct administration over this.

5. Bob First, 77 Hawthorne Lane – Want to close the landfill.  The BP disaster, VT Yankee, no problem, cozy with corporations.  What qualifications on the BPW?  Save funds now, save money and health of City.

6. Frances Crowe, 3 Langworthy Road – Support the Ordinance.  Water is not finite.  Look at reducing our trash.  There was an Ordinance against free plastic bags.  Model U.N. discussed future of trash globally.  Each of us can do our part.

7. Douglas Townsend, 45 Glendale Road – Waiting since 1973, closed, then regional landfill, odor, noise, traffic.  Fifth-graders found ways to save money with non-bio lunch trays, for lack of dishes.  $1.2million spent for 2 properties, suggests a fair price and would gladly lose to close the landfill.  Why not use common sense and save the water?

8. Amy Bookbinder, 88 Grove Avenue – Believe you are compelled to pass if committed to Best Practices – this is what people want, and to pass for commitment to Sustainability Plan for health of citizens.  Hope for unanimous vote.

9. Sally Fuller, 32 Stoddard Street – May 5 New York Times article stating there are 80,000 chemicals in us, only a few hundred have been researched for effects.

10. Twig Burlingame, 255 Brookside Circle – Thank the Councilors, would like each to say yes or no on question of “should the landfill be expanded?” Why do the schools go without, such as at Ryan Road, when things can be done?  What types of things are in the landfill?  Let’s close the landfill now to anyone who doesn’t live in Northampton.  What the BPW and Mayor are doing, we don’t have to keep the landfill open.  58 tons from communities?  Stop the bulk of it.  Get informed and think of the health and environmental issues.

11. Marcia Fellows, 123 Glendale Road – live in Northampton and work at the landfill.  The old was closed, a new cell.  Lil Fedora and I gave a petition to Mary Ford.  There was no fence at Gate 2.  The Smith Voc landscaped.  There were promises of street sweep.  Now a cell tower.  Some flowers and red flashing light.  Reduce and correct, cover the situation, cover the loads, diapers, trucks still come with open loads.   There is a lot to consider.

12. Craig Odgers, 97 Glendale Road – Live near the dump.  This is a regional landfill, over 27 acres.  The BPW is not worried about health?  Individual property owners are.  We were not told about expansion of the landfill.  64% of Northampton residents voted NOT to expand the landfill over the aquifer!  The BPW wants the City Council to slow down, have more meetings, to seal the deal.  Please pass this Ordinance.  Mr. Dostal always refers to the study – only way to guarantee there is no leak is to not expand!  

13. Alan Verson, 508 Kennedy Road – Opposed to the Ordinance and opposed to closing the landfill.  There was clever wording in the ballot question.  The DEP did a careful study and detailed the worse case scenario.  The City of Easthampton in 2005 stated their position.  We could reduce the waste, but it will not disappear.  The financial impact – tell us what that will be?

14. John J. Kwiecinski, 47 Hannumbrook Drive, Easthampton – Teach children to live in harmony with the planet.  Can never have too much clean drinking water!  Two Easthampton resolutions passed unanimously by Easthampton council.  Studies not concluded, but Maloney well will be affected.  Protect our water for future, and your duty as Councilors to make life better.  This will be a defining vote, protect the aquifer.

15. Emily Odgers, 97 Glendale Road (comments attached) – Don’t judge, listen, how not to expand the landfill.  Not politically correct, debate, alternative ways, the people have spoken.  What of our carbon footprint?  The smell, the trash from out of state, morally wrong and should not put trash over the aquifer.  

16. Angie Gregory, 14 Northern Avenue – supports this Ordinance, use common sense.  I run a cloth diaper service.  Disposable diapers are the 3rd largest in the landfill.  Most who dispose of diapers do not empty, so diseases grow.  Need short term solutions in the interim.

17. Mike Kirby, 17 Summer Street – proud of the Councilors who push this, 100% in favor.  How many people get salaries from expansion? Future cell?  Need to listen to common sense.  Find alternatives, don’t site over the aquifer.  Everyone in 19th century burned trash in backyards.  The landfill has a beautiful view, terrible smell.  Rules of other communities, may have to pay more, fact of life.  You had the “gag” order, legal advice, now pass this.

18. Roger Grehowski, 64 Norwich Street – Inappropriate to restrict, not discussion, not funding.  Restricts all options, no ban, DEP solid waste capacity, not after 2014, Covanta cannot handle.  What impact on aging parents?  Litter Ordinance makes it illegal.

19. Barbara Rakaska, 571 Florence Road – Health issues, real people – look at real cancer, not studies, look at this Ordinance 

20. Bob Aronson, 71 Sylvester Road – This is a monster, beyond our own generation, seven generations.  Leave as legacy, 30 years operation, trash is a problem, ward 6 is losing, low tax rate, corruption, money is a huge influence.

21. Mary Cobook, 12 Vernon Street – my cat would not drink Northampton water. New plant if above our water sources – not polluting water.  Landfill is another issue – Collectively, we can figure this out.  Ecologically, we are doing the same.  Don’t need same track, business, health, ecologically – common sense must prevail – We can learn, you can be leaders

22. Jasper Fradkin, 42 Butler Place – Last time Northampton had issues, Northampton told residents – still cannot pay – finances – what if Northampton gets sued or not $ - calc – possibility – happy to pay more taxes – Chris Hayes – cap & tax, pay what costs, can pay more to cost – not vote for any Councilor who opposes this Resolution

23. Ed Mojolowski, 16 Willow Street – City concerned, landfill should not expand – incentives to recycle – pedal people – no car, hard to recycle.  Bins for glass, convenient locations, more volume, reduce waste – financial incentives, other ways environmentally friendly – many smart people in this community – hydro electric and other options

24. Michael Bardsley, Union Street – Add to dialogue to voters of Northampton – Every ward and precinct – charge City leaders to develop a plan to deal with trash  – Council following lead of voters – urge to support

25. Richard Guzowski, 64 Nonotuck Street – Ban Chemlawn, hot issue should be deciding what our options are for citizens, costs, landfill closing soon, make decision, how may meetings?  Alternatives, no landfill, get moving – what cost trash, recycle?

26. Karen Morin, Glendale Road – Health, suit about houses, whole street is affected, down the road, 1989 Board of Health would be closed, damage done, live on the street

27. Jamie Reed, 137 North Main Street – we haven’t decided – support resolution, got the no, now what with trash, Citizens United for Healthy Future, need to decide

28. Andrea Riebeiz, 40 Washington Avenue – raising concerns – work with management to decrease – in urgent state, Ordinance is beginning, going forward

29. John Lind, Ryan Road -  buying landfill, letters, barge from NYC? Cannot see any reason to expand over water – deep wells, sell & bottle – cleanest water on planet – time on Nantucket – recycling center – example: look at 21st century machine that can turn trash into compost – not carbon, eliminates methane gas – could save money for the City

City Council President Narkewicz stated that this Ordinance would now go back to City Council on the July 8, 2010 agenda for first reading.  Councilor Carney questioned whether the Ordinance was referred to any Committees; Councilor Narkewicz replied no.

Councilor LaBarge moved to close the Public Hearing; Councilor Spector seconded. 

Councilor Plassmann asked if the City Council will now debate this Ordinance on the floor, and suggested the need for more conversation.  Councilor Spector stated that is why the public hearing should be closed tonight, to have a longer discussion at the City Council meeting.  Councilor Narkewicz announced that the public is welcome to submit any comments, emails or letters to the Clerk or to Councilors for the record.  Councilor Adams stated that he would like to hear from constituents.

Councilor Schwartz stated that there is much information to digest, and she would like to see the BPW share all options, noting that the BPW will be presenting a report in September with recommended alternatives.  Councilor Schwartz stated that she believes it is reasonable to have this Ordinance on the agenda next Thursday (July 8, 2010).

Councilor Narkewicz also stated that the BPW would bring an update with options to City Council.  Councilor Carney stated that there are two more opportunities for public comment at the first and second readings.  Councilor LaBarge noted that the summer meetings are July 8 and August 19, which gives time to research the information.

Councilor Narkewicz noted that there are documents on the website, and there will be more information from tonight’s meeting posted on the website.

Councilor Carney stated that those who spoke in public comment are welcome to also send their comments in writing.  Councilor Narkewicz stated that there is a file kept at the Clerk’s office for all Councilors and the public to look at.  Councilor LaBarge noted that there have been many meetings.

The vote to close the public hearing passed on a voice vote of 7 Yes, 1 No (Councilor Adams voting No).

Councilor Adams also noted that contact information of all City Councilors is on the City website.

At 8:55 p.m., Councilor Carney moved to adjourn and was seconded by Councilor Spector.  The vote passed unanimously (8-0).

Respectfully submitted,

Mary L. Midura

Executive Secretary
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