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oy Plan B

Vegetation inventory and management plan for site at 233 Concord
Road, Lot B
Prepared by John Platt, arborist, 2013-10-9, for Fiona Hamersley

Vegetation inventory: Observed on site visit 2013-10-5 were (2) 60-
80 year old apple trees and 3 recently planted apples along the front
of the site. A large pin oak in the center of the field. Right side of
field along stone wall, numerous middle sized white pines, one middle
sized sugar maple near road, and one small elm sapling near road.
Rear border of meadow: numerous red maples and 4 large mature
white pines in center rear. Also in the rear a butternut and hickory
tree. Also observed native woodbine vine, milkweed, goldenrod, and
autumn aster. Please note that | did not enter property to inventory
site so this is not a comprehensive survey.

Recommend removal of smaller coniferous trees in center of meadow
and various saplings along currently encroaching on edge of meadow
to restore site to the larger and more open meadow that it has
traditionally been. Retain larger trees around boundary and large
apple and oak in center. Grind stumps low enough to allow mowing.
Conservation commission requires reseeding of areas where saplings
are removed with a native wildflower and perennial grasses mixture.
Remove some lower limbs of pine trees along border to allow mowing
into shady areas. No vegetation planting needs are anticipated
except for one time reseeding of areas where underbrush was
removed and stumps were ground.

Vegetation management for this site would consist primarily of once a
year tractor mowing, timed for the late summer or early autumn after
ground nesting birds are done breeding and periodic mowing through
the season of walking trails. If the small trees are removed and the
lower limbs of a few of the larger trees are trimmed, mowing can
extend into the shady areas under the large trees and the underbrush
that tends to grow on the sunnier edges of fields will not grow and this



will prevent the field from reverting to brush and saplings. These
areas under trees would be good areas to route a path to encircle
the meadow because they would provide shade for walkers and
reduce or eliminate the need for periodic mowing of walking trails.
The only other vegetation maintenance anticipated would be once a
year weeding of the front stone wall with a string trimmer and
monitoring and hand cutting oriental bittersweet vines that may start to
climb some of the larger trees. The stone walls on right and left
boundary of the site should remain free of vegetation and looking
good without maintenance because they are in the shade. The vines
do not need to be pulled down from the trees, only cut at the base. It
is anticipated that these 3 ordinary maintenance tasks are sufficient to
keep the site accessible, attractive, safe, historically congruent, as
good habitat for wildlife and to prevent vegetation growth in stone
walls and prevent reversion of the meadow to underbrush and forest.

Hazard, invasive and nuisance plant management plan: There does
not appear to be any need for any vegetation hazard remediation. All
the larger trees appear to be sound. No other hazard pruning
appears to be required. All of the large trees are native species.
There are no locust, linden, mulberry Norway maple or other large
invasive species on the site so no invasive large trees would need to
be removed. The site currently harbors bittersweet vines in one of
the larger pines in the rear which is simple to control by cutting the
vines at he base as part of the normal maintenance tasks described
above. Glossy leaf buckthorn is starting to establish in the right rear
corner of the field. There is some poison ivy in the right side of the
meadow only, not climbing the trees or in the stone walls. Itis
anticipated that the above maintenance protocol will almost
completely eradicate the invasive and nuisance woody vegetation. An
inventory of nuisance and invasive herbaceous annual vegetation has
not been done but no significant problem is observed or anticipated
with these.

Anticipated costs:
Conservation commission requires delineation and marking of



Sudbury Valley Trustees conservation restriction boundary cost to be
determined.

Conservation commission requires reseeding of areas where brush
has been removed, cost to be determined.

Cost to remove underbrush on edges of field, pine saplings in middle
of field, low hanging branches of larger trees along right stone wall
boundary and to grind stumps low enough to permit mowing, approx
$3000.

Annual tractor mowing expected to cost $400 per year.

Cutting vines at base of large pines and string trimming stone wall
along front, cost incidental to periodic path mowing, expected to be
trivial.

cel 508 733 8733 10 Cart Path, Framingham, Ma. 01701
| listen to your objectives and give advice based on science so you
can make informed choices.
|.S.A certification # NE-1019A Mass. Arborist Assn. cert. #2222 Mass
applicators license # 34327
Arborist insurance with Farm Family, policy #2009X0663



Subject: FW: Open space in Sudbury

From: Barbara Clifton [mailto:barbara.clifton3@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 4:19 PM

To: Jeff Adair

Cc: Dineen, Deborah; Valente, Maureen

Subject: Open space in Sudbury

Having lived in Sudbury for over 40 years we truly appreciate all the open space available for recreation of all kinds . We
have always supported buying open space, however purchasing the plot at 233 Concord rd of 2.2 acres for $325,000 is
not in Sudbury’s best interests . It is very small, there is no sidewalk on that side of the street and there is nowhere for
parking .Thus the only people to benefit from the purchase would be the immediate neighbors .

The town did recently buy a house lot on Hudson rd and we are all the better for it since it abuts Grinell park and thence
to the Hosmer house ,Heritage Park and the walk way . It also opens up a vista of Sudbury Centre which is much
improved .The property on Concord rd would not achieve that result. . Asking around town no one we have talked to so
far even knows the property exists ! Driving down Concord rd it is by in a flash .

Once the plot is bought by the town the town then has to maintain it, yet more expense . The asking price of $325,000
is money that would be better saved to purchase a truly valuable piece of land to benefit all Sudbury residents .

Purchasing this lot also opens up the possibility of anyone having a vacant lot next to them can then turn to the town
.and ask for the town to acquire that property . Thus we could end up with many tiny lots of little use to most people .
Furthermore 3 such purchases would be almost $1,000,000 that could be better used in larger space purchases .

1 understand that the Historic District Commission is concerned that a house built on that plot would not ‘blend in * with
the historic nature of the historic district . This can be solved by their overseeing the plans for any house on this site .
We would ask that town officials consider all the negative aspects of this purchase and the almost nonexistent benefits
and reject this proposal . v

Brian and Barbara Clifton
45 Millpond rd,
Sudbury.
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Sudbury Board of Selectmen

Tuesday, October 29,2013 8:00a.m Board Meeting
Silva Conference Room

Flynn Builiding

278 Old Sudbury Road

Re: Vote to authorize submission of CPC Projects-Bookmark 233 Concord Road, Lot B

Selectmen Drobinski, Haarde,O'Brien,Simon, Woodward,

I am writing/here to request this board vote in support of bookmarking the purchase of 233
Concord Road, Lot B for consideration by the Community Preservation Committee. The Town's
option to purchase 233 Concord Road, Lot B under M.G.L. 61A "First Right of Refusal" is eligible
for Community Preservation Act (CPA) funding according to the requirements described in the
CPA legislation. The Town's purchase of the land is consistent with the town's Master Plan and
Heritage Landscape Inventory. The Town's purchase of the land has been unanimously voted on
and endorsed by the Conservation Commission, The Historics Districts Commission, The
Planning Board, and favorably supported by the Land Acquisition Review Board. | fully appreciate
- that CPC funding is limited and there are many competing projects for the limited funding. if,
however, our appropriation process is to be inclusive, transparent and truly competitive it is only
fair that 233 Concord Road, Lot B be bookmarked for CPC consideration. The process is not
complete until the Community Preservation Committee has an opportunity to debate, vote and
decide whether or not Lot B is worthy of purchase and preservation,

Submitted by: Susan Doherty 253 Concord Road, Sudbury Ma-Sudbury Neighborhood liason
(978) 443-2776 Email: truro2001@gmail.com

Cynthia and Edward Rodriques 252 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma |
James and Elizabeth Andrews 293 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma
Christopher and Suzanne Kellogg Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma
Carl and Leah Scholz 332 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury, Ma

Jenny and Matt Reece 315 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury, Ma

Amy Mastrobattista 253 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma

Linda Muri 632 Peakham Road, Sudbury,Ma

Pamela S Kewes-Cox 316 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury,Ma

Rachel and Michael Williams 280 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury, Ma
Dawn and Jim Dentz 304 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury,Ma

Jill and Stefan Gross 309 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury, Ma

Alice D. Domar 36 Brewster Road Sudbury, Ma

Frances and Edward Shashoua 328 Goodman's Hill Road, Sudbury, Ma
Gordon and Fiona Hamersley 260 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma
Grace and Keith Funston 269 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma



Richard and Carole Wolfe 637 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma
Jenn and Chip Baker 257 Concord Road, Sudbury,Ma
Gabriel and Amanda Fasca 233 Concord Road, Sudbury, Ma



Kablack, Jody ,

From: ’ Elizabeth Radoski <radoski@att.net>
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:36 PM
To: Kablack, Jody; Maclean, Lyn

Subject: ' Fwd: 233 Concord Raod

Sent from my iPod

Begin forwarded message:

From: Lyn Maclean <lyn_m_2000@yahoo.com>

Date: October 29, 2013, 7:54:46 PM EDT

To: Maureen Valente <valentem@town.sudbury.ma.us>
Subject: 233 Concord Raod

Reply-To: Lyn Maclean <lyn m_2000@yahoo.com>

Hi Maureen,
Jody asked me to send the Selectmen an e-mail on the decision the Sudbury Historical
Commission made on the property at 233 Concord Road.

The majority of the SHC felt that the town has more pressing needs to spend CPC
money towards like historic preservation projects such as the Town Hall and a
museum. We support open space but felt it should be a larger area that had a beautiful
scenic view and the public couid use. '

Lyn Maclean
Chairman
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