

Public Education 

A public meeting was held on January 21, 2010.  Bill Clark, Director of the Cape Cod Cooperative Extension Service, Dave Crary of the National Park Service and Joel Carlson, a certified Forester presented at the meeting.  Written comments on the plans will be accepted until February 19, 2010.
The following are public comments, questions and responses that were offered at the meeting:

· Comment: We would prefer if you only made the access road from Old Queen Anne Road to Fishermen’s landing on Goose Pond 30 feet instead of 60 feet wide.

· Joel Carlson: In the plan it recommends 30 – 60 feet. The team will review and determine the necessary width based on the Fire Department’s apparatus that would be employed and other site characteristics or management issues of the property.  For example, it may be 30 feet in some areas and 60 feet in others.  Vegetation along the road should be cleared to a height and distance back from the road so that emergency vehicles will not be impacted.

· Question: Does the plan propose to pave the road from Old Queen Anne to the Fishermen’s landing on Goose Pond?

· Joel Carlson: No, the plan only proposes to re-grade the road so that a fire apparatus can safely maneuver down the dirt road.

· Question: The recommended secondary access improvements shown in yellow on the Goose Pond Tract, are they going to occur near property located at Map 5, Route 4, Parcel-W7?

· Joel Carlson: No, the recommended access way improvements are north of that property over the old utility easement.

· Question: Is the current plan to clear the underbrush 100-200 feet from all property lines? Won’t this just increase the severity of wildland fires because this will cause the understory to come back thicker?

· Dave Crary/ Joel Carlson: One option is to clear the underbrush from all property lines out 100-200 feet either using a mechanical method or prescribed burning.  This activity will not increase the growth of the understory.  The only way to increase growth rate of the understory is by cutting trees therefore allowing more light to penetrate the forest floor.  Underbrush clearing should make a difference for 6 to 7 years.  Undertaking fuel reduction is better than not doing it at all and does accomplish a higher level of protection for properties and responding firefighters for that time period.  

· Question: Will citizens be able to complete the work?

· The Wildfire Management Team will review and prioritize action items within the plan.  The use of volunteers could be part of the implementation, but in the meantime no work of this nature should occur on town land.  

· Question:  How will the implementation of the plans be funded?

· Bill Clark, et al.: The County has monies available through the current fiscal year, upwards of $15,000.  Other communities have received county grant funds to offset the purchase of equipment; the cost of DPW labor, etc.  Other funding sources for grants may be available related to habitat improvement or hazard preparedness planning. Again, it will be up to the Wildfire Management Team to consider possible funding sources with respect to implementation.

· Comment:  Wildlife habitat does not appear to be a goal of the plans.

· Joel Carlson:  As an ecologist by profession, the methods employed will be a benefit to wildlife. The plans do reference wildlife habitat.  An application will have to be filed with the MA DFW NHESP under the MA Endangered Species Act and the work will be conditioned to protect species that are rare, endangered or of special concern.


· Dave Crary:  Wildfire plays a critical role in habitat biodiversity.  Many species are shown to benefit from either prescribed burns or mechanical reduction of fuel.  (This topic was covered in his presentation).
