Ma:x Leblanc | ————————————————————

From: Donna Giordano '

Sent: Thursday, October 15, 2020 8:55 AM :
To: Mary Leblanc -
Subject: FW: Public Comment on the Comp Plan Recreation

0CT 15 2020

From: gina fuller <gfuller26@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 14, 2020 8:05 PM ,

To: Christopher A. Duhamel <CDuhamel@westerlyri.gov>; Donna Giordano <dgiordano@westerlyri.gov>; Max Hence
<maxhence@aol.com>

Subject: Public Comment on the Comp Plan Recreation

Dear Town Council,

I am submitting the following as public comment on the Public Hearing of the Comp
Pian.

I would like to make some comments regarding recreation generally and then
specifically address one area. I appreciate how quickly you have reacted to concerns of
citizens regarding rights of way and access to the shore. These are important
recreational opportunities, protecting and providing access is an important responsibility
of the Town.

I have been listening to the discussions of the Council regarding various recreation
topics over last few months and over several meetings and topics.

I would like to ask the Council to spend some time really thinking about recreation, what
it is and what means to ALL of our residents as well as what the town’s role is in
providing recreation for it's residents.

Our Comp Plan has a lot of focus on meeting the recreational needs of tourists, visitors
and seniors. I watched last week as all the volunteers were praised for all of their
efforts to provide sports programs to the community. What you all seem to miss is your
responsibility in providing recreation, it can't all be on the volunteers. The Town, as I
and many others see it, should be responsible for supporting more than beach activities,
the town should be responsible for maintaining fields, courts, and facilities to house the
programs that volunteers offer.

Westerly does not provide trash pick up to anyone and many people do not have city
water and/or sewer services. What does that leave? Roads and schools. Why not
recreation? We ended the year with a million dollar surplus in the middle of a pandemic,
you could have spent half of that on improving recreation and providing a recreational
programs and still had a surplus. There is no way you should be looking at the Rec Dept
as having a deficit, that is part of what our taxes should pay for.
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This brings me specifically to Tower St. One of the goals of the state’s Comprehensive
Planning and Land Use process is: "To encourage the involvement of all citizens in the
formulation, review, and adoption, or amendment of the comprehensive plan. Public
engagement is an essential cornerstone of land- use planning."”

To this point a petition was submitted to you with close to a thousand signatures on it in
support of keeping Tower St community center and programs. Earlier this summer, you
asked the Planning Board to look at Tower St to determine if is still served a Public Need

before you could sell it.

While the Planning Board was working, you removed Tower St from the Comp Plan. One
thousand signatures were gathered while the Planning Board took 3 meetings to review
and provide you with an opinion. The Planning Board determined that the property does
still serve a Public Need and recommended further study.

The same night you received that opinion you voted in closed session and with no
public discussion of the opinion, to sell the property. The last couple of weeks you have
reacted quickly to the pleas of 300 people who live near the golf coarse. My question to
you is how do the 900+ people who submitted a petition and the already issued opinion
of the Planning Board of the Public Need get your attention?

Also, I would like to know if you are required to hold a Public Hearing on the disposal of
Tower St after you get the Planning Board opinion and before you take action to dispose
of the property?

If you are sending parts of the Comp Plan or all of it to the Planning Board, will you take
their recommendations on Tower St?

Did the Council consider any of the following items found in the draft Comprehensive
Plan you approved in closed session when you determined Tower St no longer served a
Public Need?:

The sale of Tower St property is contrary to the following items listed in the Comp Plan.
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1. Protect the integrity of the Town'’s existing residential development pattern with
limited changes to density. Residential districts shall reflect the actual development
patterns in the community which the Plan intends to preserve. In areas vulnerable to
flood hazards or sea level rise, in the aquifer protection or recharge area, contain
suburban sprawl. Increase residential density in areas with public sewer and water by
providing more options for multi-family development, including apartments and muiti-
family structures of 2 to 4 units, to meet the needs of low- and moderate-income
households.



The Tower St area already has over 50% LMI housing, what the residents in this area
need is green space, recreation and leisure.
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4. Preserve Westerly’s waters, open space, and natural resources. The conservation and
protection of coastal waters, freshwater ponds, rivers, wetlands, scenic viewscapes, and
environmentally sensitive lands, including beaches, shall be addressed when considering
potential future growth.

Tower St’s is open space and a scenic viewscape in the fully developed part of town.

10. Support institutions such as Westerly Public Schools, Westerly Hospital,- emergency
responders, Westerly Library, and numerous and diverse public-private partnerships and
non-profit organizations throughout Westerly. People choose to live where their children
can receive a good education, where they have access to quality healthcare, where they
feel safe, and where they can participate in and contribute to community activities. The
missions, functions, and vision of these institutions -are intended to support the entire
community.

Tower St was full of such groups and was in itself an institution worth supporting. This
was a place where the community contributed to community activities.

GOAL REC-1 Recreation will increase in value as an essential component of Westerly’s
quality of life and attractiveness.

Policy REC-1.1 Enhance recreational programming to serve all demographics.

Action REC-1.1.A Expand recreational programming to meet changing demands and
occur year-round by aggressively pursuing a variety of funding sources (i.e. grants,
sponsorships and donations) and prepare a formal assessment of recreational
programming needs in the Town

Policy REC-1.2 Enhance recreational facilities to serve all demographics and be
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Compliant

Action REC-1.2.A Implement the 2017 Westerly Athletic Facilities Master Planning Site
Analysis and Evaluation.

This should include Tower St. We should consider combining all the Master Plans into
one Comprehensive Master Recreation Plan.

Action REC-1.2.D Prepare a plan for ongoing improvements to playgrounds and facilities
for community recreation. .

GOAL REC-2 Increased investments in open space will yield long-term recreational
opportunities and ensure public health
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GOAL SF-1 Westerly will provide services critical to the community’s continued health,
safety, and well-being.

Policy SF-1.1 Support the mission and activities of organizations and businesses that
provide services to veterans, families, elderly persons, those of low- and moderate-
income, those experiencing homelessness, and those with special needs.

Action SF-1.2.C Improve collaboration between the Recreation Department and Westerly
School District on recreational programming for children and young people and facility
management.

Action SF-1.2.E Train land-use decisionmakers on the impact of development on
community provided services and facilities.

Sincerely
Gina Fuller
19 Moriah Drive
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Citizens Comments
As luck would have it, the novel and totally unexpected COVID-19 pandemic took hold of the Town
of Westerly during the last but most crucial stages of the 2010-2040 Comprehensive Plan update.
In its midst, fears of the pandemic and stress of trying to keep businesses up and running and
citizens’ families safe and healthy hung over the Town like a dark cloud. Yet, citizens are being
asked to read hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of pages of Comprehensive Plan and Zoning
Ordinance revisions and participate in revising both essential town-wide documents, all via a
computer. Despite their enormity and importance, with no proceedings being televised, the Town
is losing valuable input from a large sector of the population, especially our seniors, many of whom
have no computer or clue how to figure out Zoom. This is a huge problem that the 2018
Comprehensive Plan Draft can help resolve.

In 2015, the Town Council appointed the nine (9) member Westerly Comprehensive Plan
Citizen's Advisory Committee to provide the citizens’ perspective in preparing the update of the
Town'’s current 2010 Comprehensive Plan. R.l. State regulations along the way required switching
from a minor update to a complete revision of the Plan. Nonetheless, between August 2016 and
February 2018, the Advisory Committee fulfilled State requirements and completed its work to
provide the 101 page 2018 Comprehensive Plan Draft from the Westerly citizens’ perspective.
(Henceforth referred to as the 2018 Draft).

The 2018 Draft “strives to achieve an appropriate balance between conservation and
development that will ultimately enhance the quality of life for all the citizens of Westerly.” Westerly
residents attended innumerable workshops, focus groups and Committee meetings. “Results of
public meetings and surveys clearly indicate that the highest priority of Westerly residents is
protection of our waterfront, beaches, water quality, open space and environmentally-sensitive
lands.” And, based on public input, “people love Westerly and do not want to see it change very
much.”

The Committee’s research is impeccable. The members produced documents that are
clear, accurate, internally consistent and reflective of the feedback the Committee received from
their fellow citizens. Most of all, the Committee’s work is subject to RI Open Meeting Law
requirements. The 2018 Draft reflects the heart and soul of Westerly citizens, all due to the
concerted time, effort and participation that was put into the 2018 Plan. The 2015 Advisory
Committee stated publicly and frequently that they would deliver a “stand alone” document that
can serve as a statement of the early status of the 2018 Draft and as a point of comparison going




forward. Their Committee made those statement in good faith and in the firm belief that the
citizens of Westerly should be as involved as possible in the preparation of this 2018 Draft, a
document that could potentially affect all of them in the future. The 2018 Comprehensive Plan Draft
is the comerstone of a community commitment to an open process and an informed public.

Why would one not think that the Council appointed 2015 Westerly Comprehensive Plan
Citizen’s Advisory Committee’s 2018 Draft would not be at the core of this evening’s Public
Hearing? After all, it is a citizen based Committee appointed to provide the citizen’s perspective
in updating the current 2010 Comprehensive Plan. In February 2018, with their work done and 101
page 2018 Draft complete as it could be, all material has been forwarded to the Westerly Planning
Board, which has the responsibility to prepare an updated draft.

At the June 4, 2018 Regular Town Council Meeting, under Communications and Reports, b
Town Council—6/4/2018, 8. “From Gail Mallard, Chair, Comprehensive Plan Citizens Advisory
Committee— Request to have committee’s work posted on the town’s website. From the letter
dated Friday April 13, 2018, “In February our Committee completed its work...Now that we have
are finished, we respectfully ask that you arrange for our work products to be posted on the Town
of Westerly website. We request that each page be marked “Draft, February 2018" so that it will be
clear that the documents are still draft and that the process of preparing a new Comprehensive
Plan is still underway” (In the Planning Board's hands.). (I believe the Council released the 2018
Draft).

Eighteen months after the Advisory Committee completed the 2018 Draft (February 2018),
Town Planner LeTendre presented the Council with a 267 page revised Comprehensive Plan Draft
at the November 4, 2019 Committee of the Whole Meeting. What happened during those eighteen
months | have no clue. This working draft is the product of work by a consultant, advisory
commission, the Planning Board and the Department of Development Services (DDS).

The LeTendre introduced Comprehensive Plan proposal comes with no citizen-supported
perspective and lacks Open Meetings legitimacy.

During that Meeting Town Planner LeTendre said the Department of Development Services
(DDS)/ town staff will present the Town Council with proposed zoning changes and amendments to
the municipal zoning regulations. There are “very few and very limited” zone change proposals
she said.

When the 1998 Zoning Ordinance was amended, per Charter provisions, Town Council
Meeting Minutes stated that an organizational meeting of the Zoning Review Committee was to be
held on November 1, 1996. Minutes of the Zoning Review Committee’s January 22, 1997 show
that there are fifteen (15) members on the Committee. It looks like 8 residents and 7 elected and
appointed officials with Thomas J. Ligouri, Chairman. Mr. Ligouri said as much at the June 16,
2020 Planning Board Meeting. Town Council Duhamel and Mr. Ligouri should know better.

Be warned TAXPAYERS COUNT!

Hatsy Moore



Memo

To: The Honorable Town Council

Town Clerk’s Office

From: MaryL. LeBlanc, MMC, Deputy Town Clerk

CC: J. Mark Rooney, Town Manager

William J. Conley, Jr., Esq., Town Solicitor

Date: October 23, 2020

Re: Proposed 2020-2040 Comprehensive Plan

Attached please find additional correspondence submitted to date by the public

regarding the proposed Comprehensive Plan and requests that Spring Avenue right-of-

way be referred to CRMC for a determination of its status.

Rights-of-Way
Jason D. Jarvis
Michael Palazzolo
Rosemary Burns
Brian Harding
Chéri Smith
Erica Sposato
John J. Kelley
Joe Carvalho
Leslie Luginbuhl
Scott Keeley

Erik Hoy

Michael Ryan
Kristen Martino
Thomas Wirges
Joe and Ann Geary
Donna Parssinen
Ellen Kane
James Tarbox
Jeffrey Gardner
Tim Lamb

Daryl Aresco
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Mark Phillips
Stephen Higgins
Bob Goulet

Philip W. Zembruski
Kristie Zembruski
Dave Davino

David Land
Delphine Cyr
Andrew Zembruski
Holly Karnes
Samuel D. Zembruski
Patrick Cozzolino
Richard Taylor
Gwen Whitham
Mary Landry

Carl Heise
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Mau_'x Leblanc

From: Carl Heise <crheise@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2020 12:16 AM

To: Mary Leblanc; openspringavenue@gmail.com
Subject: Spring Ave Right of Way & CRMC

Dear Honorable Members of the Westerly Town Council,

We the People are calling on you to add an item to the agenda of your October 26, 2020
regular meeting to allow for a vote to send the Spring Avenue right of way to CRMC for
review. Attorney Conley now confirms the Solovietzik opinion never concluded Spring Ave
was not a town road. Over the last few weeks, the public has provided you with plenty of
evidence that this has been used as a public access point for fishermen and beachgoers
for generations. Past and present Town Council members have publicly acknowledged
Spring Ave is a public right of way. The only step remaining to end the debate and firmly
establish the public’s right to access the shore via Spring Ave is to forward the matter to
CRMC.

Please add the referral of Spring Ave to CRMC to the October 26 agenda.

Thank you for your time and efforts thus far,

Sincerely,

Carl Heise

77 Washington St.
Warwick, Rl 02888
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A Citizen’s Guide to Assisting in the

RIGHT-OF-WAY
DESIGNATION PROCESS

Rhode Island
Coastal Resources Management Council




INTRODUCTION

A public right-of-way (ROW) to the shore is a parcel of land over which the public has the right to
pass on foot or, if appropriate, by vehicle, in order to access the tidal waters of Rhode Island.
Accordingly public ROWs can be used for a variety of activities. In some cases, public ROWs
provide access for fishing and scenic overlooks while in other cases, public ROWs can be used to
launch a boat.

In Rhode Island, the Coastal Resources Management Council (CRMC) is vested with the authority
and responsibility to designate all public ROWs to the shore. The CRMC’s enabling legislation
(R.LG.L. 46-23) requires that the CRMC carry on a continuing process of discovery and designation
of ROWs to the tidal water of the state and contains specific penalties associated with the illegal
blocking or posting of a designated public ROW.

In a period of seemingly endless development, it has become increasingly important to identify and
protect existing public ROWs to the shore. A powerful mechanism to accomplish this is the
CRMC’s ROW designation process. A CRMC public ROW designation clarifies the status of a
public ROW and provides shore goers with clear and legally defined pathways to the shore; it does
not determine or establish ownership of the site. Once a site has been designated by the CRMC as a
public ROW, the public’s right to pass over that site to access tidal waters of the State is protected in
perpetuity. The CRMC prohibits any activities that would obstruct the public’s use of the site and
pursues legal actions against individuals that block or impede public access at designated ROWs.

Designation of a public ROW requires thorough and careful research. While the CRMC carries out
the continuous process of discovery and designation of ROWs using a standing ROW subcommittee,
the steps leading up to a subcommittee hearing can be very time-consuming and therefore limit the
CRMC’s ability to aggressively investigate every possible ROW in the state. Prior to reaching the
public hearing phase of the designation process, a detailed review of town records and historical
documents must be conducted and current conditions at a proposed site assessed. In some cases,
ROWs have not been designated not because they do not exist, but rather, because adequate
evidence has not been gathered or the CRMC has not yet investigated the site. In these times of
limited resources, local participation in the discovery and designated of public ROWs in Rhode
[sland is critical to the preservation of access to one of Rhode Island’s greatest natural resources, its
coast.

Cities and towns can assist in the ROW designation process by identifying potential public ROWs,
conducting background research, and gathering evidence which CRMC legal staff can then verify
and use during the hearing process. In many respects, town or city employees and residents may be
better-suited to conducting preliminary research due to their knowledge of the community, its
history and its administration. Nonetheless, it must be understood that the ROW designation process
is a legal process which requires the expertise of attorneys, title searchers, and/or professional
surveyors. Communities can, however, assist in this process in a meaningful way that can facilitate
and streamline the CRMC’s ROW designation process.




This handbook has been prepared to provide guidance to city and town officials as well as interested
residents who wish to participate in the CRMC’s ROW designation process. Such efforts are critical
to protecting and preserving access to the shore in Rhode Island and are always appreciated by the
Council. In addition, information gathered through the ROW research process may be very useful to
communities when developing and revising Comprehensive Land Use Plans and Harbor
Management Plans. Whether or not a proposed ROW is found to be public and designated as such
by the CRMC thorough and well-documented research will remain valuable to the community.

The first section of this handbook describes what a public ROW is and how one is established. The
second part of this handbook explains steps municipal officials and interested citizens can take to
assist in the CRMC’s ROW designation process. Much of this handbook has been adapted from
Coastal Right-of-Way Rediscovery Programs: A Handbook for Local Researchers (December, 1989)
published by the Maine Department of Economic and Community Development.

Identifying and Establishing a Public
Right-of-Way in Rhode Island

Over the history of a community, public rights of access to the shore are likely to have been
established in a number of ways. In Rhode Island, there are six legal methods of establishing a
public ROW to the shore:

1. City or town accepted streets: A public ROW maybe established through the creation of a public
road. In this case, the municipality lays out boundaries, records a description in the land
evidence records, opens and maintains the road. Many of the public ROWs in Rhode Island’s
coastal communities fall into this category.

2. Highways by grant or use: In accordance with Rhode Island General Laws (Chapter 24-2), all
lands that have been quietly, peaceably, and actually used, improved, and considered as public
highways for 20 years by a city or town council shall be taken and considered to be public
highways. In order for this statute to apply, a city or town must give notice of its intention to
declare the land as public highway and must prepare and record a plat of the highway in the land
evidence records of the city and town in which the land lies.

3. Roads approved by the recordation of a subdivision: As land is subdivided for development,
roads, some of which may lead to the tidal waters of the state, are necessarily created. In the
approval and acceptance of a subdivision plat, roads created as a result of the subdivision and
recorded in the land evidence records of the municipality become available for public use.

4. Roads offered to the public through dedication or implied dedication: This is a common law
method of establishing public ROWs. In order for there to be a common law dedication there
must be a clear intent by the owner to donate the land and clear acceptance by the public or
municipality. Such intent can be evidenced by the recordation of a plat map showing the R’OW
as public or by language contained in a deed(s).




5. Highways that have been used by the public for time immemorial: Also a common law method
of establishing a public ROW, evidence must show that historical use has been general,
uninterrupted, continuous and adverse.

6. Ways that have been obtained by the public’s adverse use: Privately owned paths to the shore,
that have been used for a period of ten consecutive years by the public, may become public
ROWs if the requirements of Chapter 34-7 of the Rhode Island General Laws are met. This
method is commonly referred to as an easement by prescription. In order to create a public
ROW by this method, the public has the burden of establishing actual, open, notorious, hostile
and continuous use of a way under a claim of right for 10 years. In addition, the law specifically
does not allow a public ROW to be established by footpaths; the pathways must have been used
by carriages or vehicles.

The CRMC’s Right-of-Way designation process

In accordance with the enabling legislation, the CRMC has the authority and responsibility to
designate public ROWs to the tidal waters of the state (R.I.G.L. 46-23-6). This designation process
begins with a fact-finding investigation and title search conducted by the CRMC’s legal counsel. In
general, this process is conducted using a town-by-town approach.

Fact-Finding

During the fact-finding stage, evidence supporting the existence of a ROW is gathered from any
number of available sources. Inaddition, a visual inspection of the sight is made to gather evidence
pertaining to the exercise of dominion (i.e., maintenance, repair and upkeep) over a potential ROW.

Substantial evidence must support the existence of a ROW as established by one of the six methods
outlined above. In accordance with R.L.G.L. 46-23(e), the Council must consider the following

sources of evidence in makings its designation:

1. Land evidence records;

2. The exercise of domain over a parcel such
as maintenance, construction, or upkeep;
3. The payment of taxes
4. The creation of a dedication;
5. Public use; and
6. Any other public record or historical evidence such

as maps and street indexes.
The Council may also consider any other evidence found to be relevant.
Subcommittee Review

Following the fact-finding stage of the designation process, the CRMC’s ROW subcommittee
reviews all evidence. A public hearing in the municipality involved is then held in order to gather
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any additional evidence and receive public testimony. If, based on the evidence gathered and the
public testimony received, the subcommittee determines with reasonable probability that a public
ROW exists, a recommendation to designate a site is made to the full Council.

Full Council Hearing

The recommendation of the ROW subcommittee is presented to the full Council at one of its bi-
monthly meetings. If, upon review of the evidence presented, the Council approves the
subcommittee’s recommendation for designation of a public ROW, a final written decision,
containing factual findings and conclusions of law, is rendered. Provided there is no appeal, or after
an appeal has been resolved in favor of the CRMC, the decision is recorded in the community’s land
evidence records and filed with the Secretary of State’s office. At this point the way becomes
officially designated by the CRMC and is legally protected in perpetuity.

It should be noted that the CRMC designation process does not determine ownership of a public
ROW, nor does it create “new” public ROWs. Rather, a CRMC designation clearly identifies pre-
existing ways over which the public has the right to pass and ensures the preservation and protection
of these sites for current and future generations.

Assisting in the CRMC’s ROW designation process

Prior to initiating any efforts aimed at assisting in the CRMC ROW designation process, it is
important to consult with Council staff to ensure that these efforts and those of the Council are
complementary and not duplicative. In addition, it must be remembered that the ROW designation
process is a legal process which, at times, may move slowly. Nonetheless, the Council remains
committed to its mandate to protect and preserve access to the Rhode Island coast through it ROW
discovery and designation process and is appreciative of all efforts made to support this important
responsibility.

As noted, the CRMC’s ROW designation process can be extremely time-consuming and require
significant research. To assist in and expedite the process, municipal officials and interested citizens
can undertake some of the preliminary research required by the ROW designation process. The
following describes a step-by-step approach to the research and evidence gathering process that can
be taken by those who wish to take an active role in the protection and preservation of access to the
shore for all Rhode Islanders. These steps focus primarily on conducting preliminary research
gathering evidence, since it is in these areas that the public can best contribute to and assist in the
designation process.

Step 1: Eliminate sites where the status has been resolved

An investigation of potential ROWs should begin with a review of existing information. As a
starting point, the CRMC produces as annual ROW inventory. Additionally, community
Comprehensive Land Use Plans and Harbor Management Plans often contain pertinent information
and access inventories. Another potentially useful source is Public Access to the Rhode Island Coast
published by the University of Rhode Island Coastal Resources Center. These documents can be




used to eliminate previously investigated sites where a public ROW already has been designated or
found to not exist. These documents may also be useful for identifying sites where there may be a
public ROW, but more research is needed.

Step 2: Develop a list of potential sites

The next step is to develop a preliminary list of potential access sites. These may be sites whose
legal status is unclear in spite of public use, or sites where there is reason to suspect a public ROW
existed at one time but is no longer used by the public due to blockage or an illegal extension of
property lines. In addition to roads and ways, other possible public access sites, such as tax acquired
properties, unbuildable lots deeded to the city of town, and easements should be considered.

During this preliminary phase of the investigation, a number of general sources can be consulted in
order to generate a list of potential ROWs. The tax assessor will have records and maps which may
indicate a site(s) worth researching further. Your city or town’s harbormaster may also be a valuable
source of information. Other municipal officials, such as planning board, harbor commission and
conservation commission members may have suggestions for further investigation. Knowledgeable
citizens including fishermen and local historians can also be a resource when identifying potential
sites. And, a drive or walk by a suspected ROW to make a cursory inspection just may prove to be
worth the trip.

Once a list of potential public ROWs has been developed, these sites should be prioritized in
accordance with the importance of the site to the municipality and the likelihood of finding adequate
evidence to document the existence of a public ROW. Traditional and threatened access points
should also be given a high priority.

Step 3: Determine what information is available

Prior to researching a specific site, an inventory of information sources should be made. The
primary sources of information will generally be tax records, the registry of deeds (land evidence
records), and records of town or city council actions taken with regard to the acceptance of streets.
Additional sources of information, such as street indexes, published and unpublished historical
information, annual reports, maps, town year books, town atlases, and promotional and tourist
information may also prove valuable during the research process. Occasionally, land evidence
records or Town Council records refer to litigation involving a potential ROW. In these cases, a
search of court records is helpful. This information, however, may be difficult to uncover unless the
name of the plaintiff or defendant and/or case number is available. It also may be useful to talk with
the town or city clerk, historical society members and others in the community who may be
knowledgeable about the existence and location of old maps and documents.

Step 4: Gather Evidence

Once a list of potential sites has been developed, priorities for investigation established and
information sources determined, evidence as to the existence of a public ROW must be carefully
gathered and thoroughly documented. As previously stated, the primary sources of information used
when researching a specific site will be tax records, the registry of deeds, and records of municipal
actions.
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The Tax Assessor’s Office

As a starting point, tax records on the site in question need to be researched. At the Tax
Assessor’s office, chain of title cards for a potential ROW may be obtained. A chain of title card
is the recorded history of documents which affect the title to a parcel of land and provides the
ownership history for lots abutting a potential ROW. Depending on the particular site, numerous
chain of title cards may have to be obtained for lots abutting the site under investigation.

The Tax Assessor’s office will also have records on the tax status of the particular site; that is
whether the site is taxed to an individual or not. While at the Tax Assessor’s office, plat and lot
numbers for properties abutting the potential ROW and the name of the person(s) most recently
taxed for the abutting property(ies) should be obtained. In some cases, the Tax Assessor’s
records will contain information on the year the current or most recent owner was first taxed on
the property and references to the book and page number where deed was recorded at the
registry of deeds.

The Registry of Deeds
From the Tax Assessor’s office, the next stop in the research process is the Registry of Deeds.
Here, the chain of title for each lot abutting the potential ROW must be reconstructed back in
time to the original platting of the potential ROW. When a tow has good chain of title cards, this
is easily accomplished.

If a particular city or town does not have chain of title cards, the chain of title must be
reconstructed using grantor (person transferring title or interest) and grantee (person receiving
property or interest) indexes. A grantor/grantee index is a set of record books which lists all
recorded instruments (i.e. mortgages, liens, etc.) Affecting title to a parcel and provides book and
page numbers where they have been recorded in the registry of deeds. In some cases, the
grantor/grantee index will be combined while in other cases the indexes for grantors and
grantees will be separate. Generally, the grantor and grantee indexes cover a specified time
period and list the deeds alphabetically by grantor and/or grantee.

At the registry of deeds, refer to the book and page number determined either at the Tax
Assessor’s office or through the grantor/grantee index to find the deed on the parcel of land
being researched. Review the deed carefully to ensure that the deed is to the parcel being
researched and not to a different parcel owned by the same individual. It is extremely important
to thoroughly document findings while conducting this research so as to facilitate legal review.
The researcher should provide, at a minimum, the name of the grantor, the name of the grantee,
the book and page number where the instrument is recorded at the registry of deeds, dates the
instrument was signed and recorded, and a description of the property. The description of the
property need not go into great detail, but particular attention should be paid to references to
roads easements or other passageways on or adjacent to the property. This process should be
repeated for each prior owner as far back as is possible or necessary to demonstrate the existence
of a public ROW. If possible, copies should be made deeds to abutting properties which reflect
the chain of title.




Providing a thorough and well-documented reconstruction of the chain of title, including copies
of deeds, for lots abutting a potential ROW is one of the most important contributions citizens
and municipal officials can make to the CRMC ROW designation process. When reconstructing
the chain of title it is important to carefully review the description of the parcel provided in the
deed(s). These descriptions often contain important evidence such as the precise bounds of the
parcel affected by the deed, whether the parcel abuts a public road, and whether the parcel is
subject to an easement for public passage. In addition, any changes over time to the original
deed which may be rele-vant can be identified when researching the chain of title.

Additional Municipal Departments

Additional official sources of information should also be investigated at other town or city
departments. For example, some cities and towns have street indexes in the land evidence
records or at their Public Works, Planning or Engineering Departments. Street indexes are
usually field cards with the name of the street, its dimensions and its characteristics (i.e.
paved/unpaved, gravel, utilities, etc.) Some street index cards may also provide information on
the municipal history of potential ROWs, such as references to town council resolutions and
record books. If the city or town does not have formal street indexes, surveys of municipal
streets and ways may be available through one of the aforementioned offices. Town officials
should also be queried about other similar sources of information which may be useful in the
designation process.

Records of Town or City Council Meetings and Resolutions

After the chain of title for a lot(s) abutting a potential ROW has been reconstructed, town
records should be researched to confirm that municipal officials took appropriate action to accept
the site. Acceptance of the road or way is the final step in the process by which a city or town
establishes public rights and responsibilities in roads. Whether the potential ROW was actually
laid out by the municipality or was dedicated by a landowner to the municipality, the town must
take steps to accept the road or way in order to formally establish the public’s rights. It should
be noted that only roads that have been laid out by the municipality or dedicated to the
municipality are likely to have been appropriately accepted by the municipality. Such
acceptance may be in the form of a town council resolution or some other act(s) indicative of
acceptance, such as maintenance and upkeep or public use for a period of at least twenty years.
Highways used by the public since time immemorial and ways obtained by the public’s adverse
use are less likely to have been accepted by the municipality through a town or city council
resolution. However, informal acceptance demonstrated by municipal maintenance and upkeep
may be adequate as evidence of municipal acceptance.

In some cases, as previously noted, the municipal history of a particular road or way may be
provided in town or city street indexes. In the remaining cases, records of town or city council
meetings, resolutions or ordinances dating around the time of the laying out or onset of
municipal responsibility for the road or way should be investigated to determine whether or not
the municipality ever took any official steps to accept as public the road or way. The clearest
indication of acceptance is a formal vote by the town or city council. Lacking that, acceptance




may be found if significant levels of public use and/or public maintenance can be demonstrated.
Step 5: Evaluate the physical condition of the site
It is particularly helpful to provide an accurate physical description of the potential ROW. After
compiling evidence from the Tax Assessor’s office, the Land Evidence Records, Town or City
Council records, official street indexes, and any other available sources, a visit to the site should be
made. An assessment of field conditions at the site is crucial because it provides information on the
status of a potential ROW as far as maintenance, construction, or upkeep is concerned. It is
important to ascertain whether the potential ROW has been maintained and, if so, by whom. At
times, the physical layout of a ROW does not correspond with the documentary evidence. When
possible, a metes and bounds description prepared by a surveyor should be provided.

Step 6: Organize and submit the evidence gathered

At this point in the research process, all relevant documentary evidence as well as an accurate
physical description of the site should be reviewed and organized. At a minimum this package
should include the following:

a written description of the potential ROW;

a copy of the Tax Assessor’s plat map;

a copy of the chain of title card (or a copy of the reconstructed chain of title);
a copy of relevant deeds; and,

supplementary evidence of public and historical use

* ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

Any additional evidence, such as street indexes, historical records, and town or city council
resolutions should be included. Sources, page numbers, dates, etc.., should be noted on any
documents provided. If available, photographs, surveys and access site development plans should
also be included. In general, the more evidence put into the administrative records, the better the
Council’s position is with regard to any legal challenges to a public ROW designation.

Once the evidence has been compiled and organized, a request for legal review should be submitted
by either the Harbor Commission or the Town or City Council to the CRMC’s Executive Director.
Again, it is neither necessary, nor advisable, to wait until the research process is complete before
contacting the CRMC. On the contrary, consultation with the CRMC prior to and during the
research process is recommended.

After all available evidence has been reviewed by the CRMC legal counsel, a written report is
submitted to the CRMC’s ROW subcommittee. This report will contain the documentary evidence
described above, and evaluation of the physical condition of the site, and a conclusion as to the legal
status of the potential ROW based on the evidence gathered during the research process and the legal
theories available. If the CRMC’s TOW subcommittee determines that there is adequate evidence to
support the existence of a public ROW at the site, a public hearing before the subcommittee is
scheduled.

Step 7: Provide testimony at the public hearing
At the subcommittee hearing, it is particularly helpful to have a town-appointed spokesperson




(preferably, but not necessarily, the Town or City Solicitor) present to provide information on a
particular site. Such information could include a municipality’s exercise of dominion and control
over the site; municipal maintenance, construction and upkeep of the site; historical uses of the site;
tax status of the site; and, the community’s position with respect to the site’s designation as a public
ROW.

Clearly the ROW designation process is one that requires significant time and effort. However, once
the process is complete, and a ROW has been formally designated as public by the Council, it
becomes subject to a level of protection which ensures the preservation of access to Rhode Island’s
shore for this an future generations. In a time where traditional access ways seem to be
disappearing, it is important that the public help protect the right of access to the shore guaranteed
by the Constitution and exercised for centuries. The assistance of municipal officials and interested
citizens in this designation process allows the Council to more efficiently fulfill its mandate to carry
on a continuing process of discovery and designation of ROWs to the shore for the benefit of all
Rhode Islanders.




Memo

To: The Honorable Town Council
From: MaryL. LeBlanc, MMC, Deputy Town Clerk

CC: J. Mark Rooney, Town Manager
William J. Conley, Jr., Esq., Town Solicitor

Date: October 28, 2020
Re: Proposed 2020-2040 Comprehensive Plan

Attached please find additional correspondence submitted to date by the public
regarding the proposed Comprehensive Plan and requests that Spring Avenue right-of-
way be referred to CRMC for a determination of its status.

Rights-of-Way
Michele Crowley
Steve Skenyon



Mary Leblanc

From: Michele Crowley <maccrowley@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2020 4:58 PM ‘ G075 T 00
To: Mary Leblanc; openspringavenue@gmail.com oo
Subject: Spring Avenue ROW

Dear Honorable Members of the Westerly Town Council,

Thank you for adding the Spring Avenue Right of Way matter to your October 26, 2020 agenda as item 9 (c) (6) (Spring
Avenue ... Right-of-Way - Town Manager’s Response of Public Request). We are grateful that you are responding to the 36
public emails you attached, especially since so many expressly state that, "It is imperative that the Council formally vote to
send the Spring Avenue ROW to the CRMC...."

Jeffrey Gardner's email dated October 19, 2020 included in that agenda item contains an impressive 60-page document
detailing the use of Spring Avenue to access Weekapaug Beach from about 1903 until it was blocked in about 1990. Spring
Avenue and Sand Trail starting at page 25.

It is critical that Spring Avenue be referred to the CRMC by a formal Council vote so that we can all rest assured CRMC can see
it through to the end. Referral based on the Manager's discretionary authority is insufficient because it can be withdrawn from
the CRMC as easily as it was given to CRMC.

Thank you for holding a formal vote on this matter this Monday October 26, 2020.
Sincerely,

Michele Crowley
11 Palmer Street
Stonington, CT 06378




Mam Leblanc

From: Skenyon, Stephen <Stephen.Skenyon@riskreg.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2020 10:46 AM

To: Karen Cioffi

Cc: Mary Leblanc

Subject: Spring Avenue right of way support request

Karen,

The Westerly Town Council is facing pressure that would restrict public access to the Weekapaug shoreline. The
Spring Avenue right of way has been used by my family and | for many years to access the Weekapaug shoreline.
This access is the main reason, we book summer rentals in Westerly, spend money at local businesses and
purchase clamming licenses that all provide revenue for the Westerly area.

Past and present Town Council members have publicly acknowledged Spring Ave is a public right of way. The only
step remaining to end the current debate and firmly establish the public’s right to access the shore via Spring Ave.

Please support maintaining Spring Avenue as public access.

Thank you in advance for your help,

Steve Skenyon

~ 8 7 ”n "l’\
860 712-8891 0CT 27 2020

Stephen Skenyon, CPA, CISA
Senior Manager, Information Technology

Risk & Regulatory Consulting, LLC
20 Batterson Park Road

Suite 380

Farmington, CT 06032

M: 860.712.8891 F:410.246.8415

e GawAEE FreE

Resuits...Relationships...Commitments™

DISCLAIMER:

This e-mail is only intended for the person(s) to whom it is addressed and may contain confidential information. Unless stated to the contrary, any opinions or
comments are personal to the writer and do not represent the official view of the company. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us
immediately by reply e-mail and then delete this message from your system. Please do not copy it or use it for any purposes, or disclose its contents to any
other person. Thank you for your cooperation.



Town Clerk’s Office

Memo

To: The Honorable Town Council
From: Mary L. LeBlanc, MMC, Deputy Town Clerk@

CC: J. Mark Rooney, Town Manager
William J. Conley, Jr., Esq., Town Solicitor

Date: November 9, 2020
Re: Spring Avenue Ex. And Waters Edge Road Rights-of-Way

Attached please find correspondence submitted to date by the public requesting that
Spring Avenue Ex. and Waters Edge Road rights-of-way be referred to CRMC for
investigation and review by a formal vote of the Council at the November 9, 2020

Regular Meeting. The attached letters to be entered into the record of said meeting.

James Tarbox

Joe Fiore

Art Noyes

Gerard E. Poulin
Paul A. Stasiuk
Matthew Vertentes
John M. Baulski
Branden Bergeron
Mark Simmons
Ryan C. Bergeron
Charlene D. Bauiski
Robert J. Kardys
Joseph Carvalho
Patrick Cozzolino
Gene Parise
Gwen Whitham
Erik Rogde




Mal_'x Leblanc

From: James Tarbox <jimtarbox@verizon.net>
Sent: Thursday, November 5, 2020 2:44 PM
To: Mary Leblanc

Subject: Town Council ROW Vote

Dear Westerly Town Council Members,

Thank you in advance for adding to the 11/09/20 Agenda a formal vote to refer
the Spring Ave Right of Way to CRMC for review. Thank you also for patiently considering the input of the citizens who
have contacted you via email and those who have spoken at the recent Comprehensive Plan Public Hearings and
Regular Town Meetings.

While the hard work and good faith effort put forth by Town officials in regard to Public Rights of Way is
acknowledged and greatly appreciated, sending the Spring Ave ROW to CRMC will provide assurance to the public that
the interests of ALL residents are truly represented.

Sincerely,



Mam Leblanc

From: joe fiore <jfboss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 5, 2020 7:30 PM
To: Mary Leblanc

Subject: email to Council / Spring Ave

Dear Westerly Town Council Members,

Thank you in advance for adding to the 11/09/20 Agenda a formal vote
to refer the Spring Ave Right of Way to CRMC for review. Thank you also for patiently considering the input of
the citizens who have contacted you via email and those who have spoken at the recent Comprehensive Plan
Public Hearings and Regular Town Meetings.

While the hard work and good faith effort put forth by Town officials in regard to Public Rights of Way is
acknowledged and greatly appreciated, sending the Spring Ave ROW to CRMC will provide assurance to the
public that the interests of ALL residents are truly represented.

Sincerely,
Joe Fiore
119 East Ave



Ma:x Leblanc

From: Art Noyes <anoyes40@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 10:33 AM
To: Mary Leblanc; krcute56@gmail.com
Subject: Fw: Westerly Town Council Right Of Way Issue

To the Westerly town Council,

| would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank
you.

| would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing number of ROWS in
Westerly,

However, | have concerns that the fallowing ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you, __Art Noyes, member, Rhode Island Mobilesportfishermen.

Westerly Town Council, mleblanc@westerlyri.gov

CRMC Keven Cute, krcute56@gmail.com




Ma:z Leblanc

From: Gerard Poulin <poulige@cox.net>

Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 10:39 AM

To: Mary Leblanc

Cc: krcute56@gmail.com

Subject: WESTERLY TOWN COUNCIL RIGHT OF WAY ISSUES

To the Westerly town Council,

| would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting.

| would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on reviewing a number of ROWS in
\IflvoeV\S/teevﬂeyr’, | have concerns that the following ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you,

Gerard E. Poulin

18 Montauk Ave
Westerly, Rl 02891



November 6, 2020

Paul Stasiuk

255 Promenade Street

Apt 514

Providence, Rl 02908

To the Westerly Town Council,

As an avid salt water fisherman, | would like to have this letter entered into the WTC
meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank you.

1 would also like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing
number of ROWS in Westerly.

However, | have concerns that the following ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal
vote for Investigation and review. Please:

1. Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2. Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Paul A. Stasiuk

Cc.  Westerly Town Council, mleblanc@westerlyri.gov

CRMC Keven Cute, krecute56@gmail.com



Ma:x Leblanc

From: Matthew Vertentes <thoughtup1277@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 10:27 AM

To: Mary Leblanc

Cc: krcute56@gmail.com

Subject: WTC Meeting 11/09/2020

To the Westerly town Council,
| would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank
you.

I would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing number of ROWS in
\Iflvait:/rcleyr’, | have concerns that the following ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you, Matthew Vertentes RIMS #050

Westerly Town Council, mleblanc@westerlyri.gov

CRMC Keven Cute, krcute56@gmail.com

Sent from my iPhone



JOHN M. BAULSKI
103 EAST SHORE DRIVE
HIGGANUM, CT 06441-4561

To the Westerly town Council,
| would like to have this letter entered into the WTC

meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank you.

| would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard
work on a reviewing number of ROWS in Westerly,
However, | have concerns that the following ROWS be
refgrred to the CRMC by formal vote for Investigation and
review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you, |,
7

(
John M. Baulski RIMS 673L




Ma:x Leblanc

From: Branden Bergeron <branden.bergeron@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 9:18 AM

To: Mary Leblanc; krcute56@gmail.com

Subject: ROW and Public Access Concerns

To the Westerly Town Council (WTC),

Please enter this letter into the WTC meeting minutes for the November 9th, 2020 meeting.

| would like to thank all of the WTC members for their hard work on a reviewing number of ROWS in

Westerly. | have ongoing concerns that the following ROWSs and request that they be referred to the CRMC for
investigation and review.

1-Formalize certification of Spring Ave Ext.

2-Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you for your continued hard work in ensuring public access and please vote to send these ROWs to
CRMC.

Respectfully Submitted,

Branden Bergeron



Mary Leblanc

From: Mark Simmons <mark1simm@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 4:25 PM

To: Mary Leblanc; krcute56@gmail.com
Subject: rows

To the Westerly town Council,
I would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank
you.

I would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing number of ROWS in
Westerly,

However, | have concerns that the following ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

MARK SIMMONS
203-415-4914



Mam Leblanc
e ___________________ " ]

From: Ryan Bergeron <rbergeron93@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, November 7, 2020 10:19 AM

To: Mary Leblanc

Subject: Right of Way Concerns

Dear Councilmembers,

I would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank
you.

I would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing number of ROWs in
Westerly; however, | have concerns that the following ROWSs be referred to the CRMC by formal vote
for Investigation and review.

1. Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2. Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you,
Ryan C. Bergeron, EIT, CAPM, A.M. ASCE




CHARLENE D. BAULSKI
103 EAST SHORE DRIVE
HIGGANUM, CT 06441-4561

To: The Westerly Town Council.

Thank you to all the WTC members for their hard work
reviewing the many ROWS in Westerly.

Please add this letter to the WTC meeting minutes for
November, 9".

| request that the following ROWS be referred to the
CRMC by formal vote for Investigation and review.

1. Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2. Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

,g \ ‘

Charlene D. Baulski RIMS 672




Ma:x Leblanc

From: William J. Ajello

Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 12:04 AM
To: Donna Giordano; Mary Leblanc
Subject: FW: Westerly Rights of Way

An email to be entered into the record.

From: Robert Kardys <rkardys@snet.net>

Sent: Sunday, November 8, 2020 7:49 PM

To: Sharon E. Ahern <sahern@westerlyri.gov>; Caswell Cooke, Jr. <CCooke@westerlyri.gov>; Christopher A. Duhamel
<CDuhamel@westerlyri.gov>; Suzanne K. Giorno <sgiorno@westerlyri.gov>; Karen Cioffi <kcioffi@westerlyri.gov>;
William ). Aiello <waiello@westerlyri.gov>; Brian H. McCuin <BMcCuin@westerlyri.gov>

Cc: krcute56@gmail.com

Subject: Westerly Rights of Way

To the Westerly town Council Members,

I would like to have this letter entered into the Westerly Town Council meeting minutes, for the Nov,
9th. meeting. Thank you.

| would like to thank all the Westerly Town Council members for the hard work on reviewing a
number of Rights Of Ways in Westerly.

However, | have concerns that the following Rights Of Ways be referred to the CRMC, by formal vote,
for Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you,

Robert J. Kardys (RIMS)



Maz Leblanc

From: Joseph Carvalho <carvjc@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 5:50 AM
To: Mary Leblanc; krcute56@gmail.com
Subject: ROWS

To the Westerly town Council,
I would like to have this letter entered into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank
you.

| would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work on a reviewing number of ROWS in
mv:v?/teevrcl-:-yr’, | have concerns that the following ROWS be referred to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex.

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you,

Joseph Carvalho

17 Bayberry Rd.
Bolton, CT



Mary Leblanc

From: Patrick Cozzolino <patcozz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 8:43 AM

To: Mary teblanc

Subject: SPRING AVE ROW TO CRMC VOTE

Please have this communication read into the record at the11/9/20 meeting regarding the aforementioned vote. Thank
you.

Dear Westerly Town Council Members,

Thank you in advance for adding to the 11/09/20 Agenda a formal vote to refer the Spring Ave Right of Way to the
CRMC for review. Thank you also for patiently considering the input of the citizens who have contacted you via email and
those who have spoken at the recent Comprehensive Plan Public Hearings and Regular Town Meetings.

While the hard work and good faith effort put forth by Town officials in regard to Public Rights of Way is
acknowledged and greatly appreciated, sending the Spring Ave ROW to the CRMC will provide assurance to the public
that the interests of ALL residents are truly represented.

Sincerely,
Patrick Cozzolino

13 Milrose Avenue
Westerly, Rl 02891



Ma:z Leblanc

From: Geno <kozmikriffs@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 11:46 AM
To: Mary Leblanc

Subject: SPRING AVENUE ROW

Dear Westerly Town Council Members,

Thank you in advance for adding to the 11/09/20 Agenda a formal vote to refer the Spring Ave Right of Way to CRMC for
review. Thank you also for patiently considering the input of the citizens who have contacted you via email and those who
have spoken at the recent Comprehensive Plan Public Hearings and Regular Town Meetings.

While the hard work and good faith effort put forth by Town officials in regard to Public Rights of Way is acknowledged
and greatly appreciated, sending the Spring Ave ROW to CRMC will provide assurance to the public that the interests of
ALL residents are truly represented.

Sincerely,

GENE PARISE
PO BOX 111
WESTERLY RI



Mary Leblanc

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Gwen Whitham <gwen.whitham@att.net>

Monday, November 9, 2020 9:58 AM

sahem@westerlyri.gov; Caswell Cooke, Jr.; Christopher A. Duhamel; Suzanne K. Giorno;
Karen Cioffi; William J. Aiello; Brian H. McCuin; Mary Leblanc; Joe Q. Pubic; Donna
Giordano; krcute56@gmail.com; Caswell Cooke, Jr.

krcute56@gmail.com

URGENT ACTION: 11/9 Town Council Meeting ROW Inclusion Request

To the Westerly town Council,

Please enter this letter into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank you.

First, | would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work reviewing a number of ROWS in

Westerly.

However, | request the following ROWS be referred explicitly to the CRMC by formal vote for

Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex. (and historically used path at the entrance to the

preserve)

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.

Thank you for your diligence to preserve access to our shoreline for present and future generations.

Sincerely,

Gwen Whitham, MSIS

Westerly Town Council, mleblanc@westerlyri.gov

CRMC Keven Cute, krcuteb6@amail.com




Mary Leblanc

From: Erik Rogde <rims537@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 1:26 PM
To: Christopher A. Duhamel; Suzanne K. Giorno; William J. Aiello; Brian H. McCuin; Mary

Leblang; openspringavenue@gmail.com; Donna Giordano; Caswell Cooke, Jr.

To the Westerly town Council,

Please enter this letter into the WTC meeting minutes for the Nov, 9th. meeting. Thank you.

First, | would like to thank all the WTC members for the hard work reviewing a number of ROWS in
Westerly.

However, | request the following ROWS be referred explicitly to the CRMC by formal vote for
Investigation and review.

1, Formalize certification of Spring Ave, Ex. (and historically used path at the entrance to the
preserve)

2, Formalize certification of Waters Edge Rd.
Thank you for your diligence to preserve access to our shoreline for present and future generations.
Sincerely,

Erik Rogde
RIMS President
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