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Town of Lenox  
Request for Proposals  

for  
Affordable Housing Development  

on the Sawmill Property  
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I. Important Dates 
 RFP Issuance: November 27th, 2018 

 Inquiries Deadline: January 7th, 2019 

 Proposal Submission Deadline: January 18th, 2019 

 Proposal Presentations: January 22nd, 2019 

 Developer Selection: February 5th, 2019 

II. Request for Proposals 
The Town of Lenox (the “Town”) is seeking proposals from qualified developers for the development 

and ongoing management of affordable housing on land owned by the Town of Lenox and purchased for 

the express purpose of developing affordable housing units. The property is at the intersection of Route 

7 and Housatonic Street, and is known as the Sawmill Property, or Map 45, Parcel 1 on the Lenox 

Assessors Map.  

III. Background 
The Town of Lenox has an identified need for additional affordable housing. This need is described and 

expressed in its recently adopted and approved Housing Production Plan, available on the Town of 

Lenox website: www.townoflenox.com. The Town of Lenox only has eight (8) units of non-age restricted, 

deed-restricted, affordable “family” rental units. It is the intent of this RFP to solicit responses that will 

focus on the creation of such units, i.e. no units with an age restriction, and with an emphasis on units 

with two bedrooms or more.  

The Town purchased the Sawmill Property in 2011 with the intent of creating affordable housing there.  

The Town is again seeking interested, qualified parties with successful experience in developing 

affordable housing to submit a plan that will result in the production of affordable housing units.  

The Town is open to the precise design, number, income level, and land ownership arrangement if a 

certain scenario is proven to facilitate the creation of affordable housing units on the site. 

The Town may enter into a Land Disposition Agreement with the selected developer and convey the 

property to the developer with deed restrictions subject to Massachusetts procurement law.  

  

http://www.townoflenox.com/
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IV. Instructions for Submission of Responses 
Applicants should submit one (1) original application, one (1) electronic version, and ten (10) copies of 

their proposal on or before: 4:00 p.m., January 18, 2019 to:  

Town of Lenox 

Christopher J. Ketchen, Chief Administrative Officer  

6 Walker Street 

Lenox, Massachusetts 01240 

cketchen@townoflenox.com  

 

All inquiries regarding this RFP should be submitted via e-mail and directed to Land Use Director Gwen 

Miller, gmiller@townoflenox.com, no later than January 7, 2019. All inquiries and responses to inquiries 

pertaining to this RFP will be shared with all registered proposers. The Town is not responsible for the 

reliability of electronic communications.  

 

This RFP is subject to the Massachusetts Uniform Procurement Act, MGL Ch. 30B. 

 

Non-price proposals should be marked “Non-price Proposal to the Town of Lenox, Sawmill Property 

Request for Proposals” and must include all required documents, completed and signed per the 

instructions, and the attached forms included in this Request for Proposal. The Town reserves the right 

to reject any or all proposals or to cancel this Request for Proposals if it is deemed in the best interest of 

the Town.  

 

Price proposals should be submitted in a separate envelope and marked “Price Proposal to the Town of 

Lenox, Sawmill Property Request for Proposals”. 

 

The Town makes no representations or warranties, express or implied, as to the accuracy and/or or 

completeness of the information provided in this RFP. This RFP (including all attachments and 

supplements) is made subject to errors, omissions, prior sale, lease or financing and withdrawal without 

prior notice, and changes to additional information, and different interpretations of laws and 

regulations.   

 

Prospective developers should undertake their own review and analyses concerning physical conditions, 

environmental conditions, applicable zoning, required permits and approvals, and other developments 

and legal considerations.  

 

 

 

mailto:cketchen@townoflenox.com
mailto:gmiller@townoflenox.com
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V. Site Description  

Overview 
The Sawmill Property is composed of 19.57 acres, and can be identified in the Lenox Assessors database 

as Map 45, Parcel 1. It is recorded in the Berkshire Middle Registry of Deeds as Book 4809, Page 204. Its 

corresponding plan is Plat F, #177. The Town acquired the property in 2011. The site has frontage on 

Housatonic Street, and its western property line runs parallel to Route 7. The site is approximately 1 

mile from the Lenox village center, and is almost a mile from the Lenox Memorial Middle and High 

School on East Street. It is located almost a mile from permanently protected open space and recreation 

land, including access to October Mountain State Forest, the Town’s Post Farm, and BNRC’s Hallowell 

Meadow property. The property is on a BRTA (Berkshire Regional Transit Authority) route. The property 

is its own single commercial parcel: it is in the C-1A zoning district. Across the street there is an existing 

hardware store, and the neighboring property is a six-home subdivision with several lots that could yet 

be developed, and served by the private Stoneledge Road. The Sawmill Property is vacant.  

Environmental and Natural Resources 

A certified vernal pool exists at the south east section of the parcel. The Sawmill River runs east-west 

across the northern section of the property. There is wetland area in the north eastern corner and the 

south western area of the site. The front or southerly portion of the property abutting Route 7 and 

Housatonic Street has been previously disturbed during construction of Route 7. This area is lightly 

wooded with secondary growth. Topography in this area is relatively flat with extensive rock outcrops to 

the east and gentle slopes running to the north. The remaining portion of the property to the north 

includes designated wetlands, riverbank and the Sawmill River running west to east on site.  This limits 

buildable area on site. A previous proposal identified six (6) of the nineteen (19) acres as the area of the 

site to be developed.   

Utilities 

Town water and town sewer are available on Housatonic Street. Connection from the existing lines 

would be required, as would service lines. The property is served by National Grid for electric service, 

and could be served by natural gas.   

Zoning 

The property is its own “C-1A” zoning district. It is anticipated that a friendly Chapter 40B 

Comprehensive Permit process will be applied to this property and project.   

Future Town Easement(s) 

The Town is exploring options for a community-wide, shared-use path. It would like to be able to 

connect this project to that network in the long-term future.  
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Development Characteristics  

Affordability 

The overarching goal of the town’s purchase of this property in 2011 was to create affordable housing. 

That remains the primary goal of this solicitation. The Town seeks the maximum number of affordable 

housing units practical on this site. To achieve this goal, the Town is open to both rental and ownership 

housing opportunities. The Town understands there are development constraints on the property, but 

still seeks to utilize the site as fully as possible for affordable housing. The Town understands that 

financial feasibility may necessitate some market rate rentals and/or some range of affordability. The 

affordable units in the development shall be targeted to households at or up to 60% through 80% of the 

Area-Median Income. Priority will be given to proposals that maximize the level of affordability for both 

the number of units and the degree of affordability of those units and results in at least 25% of the 

housing units created to be Subsidized Housing Inventory (SHI) eligible The affordable units will be kept 

affordable for the longest term that is legal and financially feasible. If market units are necessary as part 

of the project, priority will be given to a project resulting in market-rate units targeting households 

making between 80% and 120% of the Area-Median Income (AMI).  

Bedroom Mix 

The development should include a mix of bedroom sizes. Units should serve a range of household sizes, 

from individuals to families. Priority will be given to proposals that maximize the number of “family” 

housing units.  

Accessible and Adaptive Design 

The development should include a portion of fully handicapped accessible units and, to the extent 

feasible. Units should incorporate the principles of universal design and “visitability”, allowing entry to 

all units by visitors w/ mobility impairments. 

Sustainability 

The development shall incorporate energy conservation, green building technology, and solar and 

renewable resources to the greatest extent practicable.  

Site and Building Design 

The Town is not open to a mixed-use development of the site. The site plan needs to be sensitive to the 

existing pattern and appearance of the existing neighborhood. The Town seeks a proposal that utilizes 

innovative site and building design and that will be attractive and desirable to residents, and create a 

pleasant place to live. Site criteria are attached as Appendix A.   
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Price  

The Town purchased the property for $600,000. The Town is open to the disposition of the property 

subject to a deed restriction as long as the suggested transaction is proven to be critical to the project’s 

successful implementation and the maximum number of affordable housing units practical on the site. 

Said disposition will require Town Meeting approval. Disposition of the property shall be subject to 

Chapter 30B of Mass General Laws. Disposition shall not take place without a Land Disposition 

Agreement, to be drafted by Lenox Town Counsel and executed within 90 days of the developer 

selection.  

Assessed Value 

The Town of Lenox Assessors value the property at $367,800.  
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VI.  Proposal Submission Requirements  
1. Letter of interest signed by the principal(s).  

2. Narrative description of overall concept for the proposed affordable rental housing development and 

how the proposal will meet the goals stated in this request. Describe the approach to the site and 

building design for the site. Describe the number of units, bedroom mix, level of affordability, target 

population, marketing plan, and management plan and management entity. Since some aspects of the 

proposed development may not be known at this time, please describe the assumptions used in making 

those determinations.  

3. Conceptual Design Drawings 

The proposal must include 11 X 17 plans including:  

 Site plan describing parking layout and numbers of parking spaces and building footprints 

 Landscape plan with sufficient detail on how the plan addresses limiting the project impact on 

surrounding areas 

 Floor plans 

 Elevations with material indications 

 Typical unit plans  

4. Management Plan 

 Description of the target market, e.g. pricing and the strategy for marketing and lottery process 

 The proposal must include a plan for the ongoing management of the development. In addition, 

if the Proposer is including a property manager as part of its team, all relevant information as 

outlined under ‘The Developer’ above should be included as well ad details of any projects 

where the Proposer and Manager have worked together before.  

 Lottery for Affordable Units: To ensure a fair and equitable selection process for the affordable 

units, a lottery shall be conducted for the affordable units. Proposals may include a lottery agent 

as part of the development tea. A marketing/lottery plan shall be required as part of the 

approval of the units for inclusion on the Subsidized Housing Inventory, and prior to building 

permit issuance. For the proposal, the Proposer shall indicate any other lotteries they have been 

involved in, their role and the outcomes.  

At a minimum, the selected Proposer and/or their Agent shall demonstrate, prior to the Town endorsing 

a Land Disposition Agreement:  

 A clear understanding of fair housing requirements/laws 

 A clear understanding of local preference opportunities and requirements, and how the lottery 

will address these 

 Ability and commitment to utilize appropriate state standards to determine program and unit 

eligibility—i.e. qualified tenants 

 Establishment of clear criteria for tenant section and a fair and unbiased selection process 
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 Responsibility for selecting property qualified tenants; 

 Ability and commitment to maintain all necessary reports and certifications required under state 

and federal law.  

Implementation Plan and Timetable  

The proposed development should be completed within three years of the execution of the Land 

Disposition Agreement. The proposal must include a description of how the development concept will 

be implemented, including but not limited to:  

 Detailed development schedule for all elements of the plan, including key milestones, financing 

benchmarks, zoning approvals and compliance, and projected completion/occupancy 

timeframes. 

 Outline of required land use, environmental, operational and other governmental or regulatory 

approvals, including zoning, development and environmental permits. The proposer should 

provide a schedule for securing approvals as part of the proposal. The proposer should note 

what zoning variances, special permits or modifications, if any, are required as part of the 

development plan.  

5. The proposal shall include a description of the development team, the individuals and organizations 

to be involved, in particular the project manager’s experience. The development team shall include, 

without limitation, the developer, architect, engineers and consultants, and may include the contractor, 

property manager, lenders and investors. Background information, including firm resumes and resumes 

for principals and employees expected to be assigned to the project, shall be provided.  

An organizational chart of the Proposer shall be provided, along with:  The name, address and telephone 

number of the Proposer, the name of any representative authorized to act on his/her behalf, the name 

of the contact to which all correspondence should be addressed, and the names and primary 

responsibilities of each individual on the development team.  

6. Development financing including:  

a. A proposed pre-development budget, including all projected sources to be used to secure the 

necessary permits and approvals for the construction and operation of the development.  

b. A development pro-forma that includes a list of sources and uses.  

c. An operating pro-forma  

d. Assumptions used in making the above determinations.  

7. List of relevant projects that have been completed in the past ten years.  

8. Five (5) project references, including contact information.  
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VII. Evaluation Criteria 

Minimum Threshold Criteria 

1. Complete conformance with all submission requirements (see previous pages).  

2. Timely submission of the proposal.  

3. Submission of required, standard forms: the Certification of Non-collusion, Certification of Authority, 

Certificate of Tax Compliance.  

4. A minimum of five (5) years of experience for each principal member of the development team in the 

development of affordable housing. 

5. The proposed development must provide a minimum of 25% of the units as affordable for households 

below or at 80% of the Area Median Income.  

6. Developer must show a successful track record of projects of similar scope with at least five (5) 

references. 

7. Developer availability to commence work within 90 days of selection; show sufficient staff resources 

and availability to preform required services.  

Comparative Evaluation Criteria  

Projects meeting the minimum criteria will then be judged on the following additional comparative 

evaluation criteria, which will be rated on a scale of unacceptable, not advantageous, advantageous or 

highly advantageous.  

1. Affordability: affordability is determined as 80% area median income (AMI) as determined by HUD. 

The Town of Lenox seeks a proposal meeting the greatest level of affordability with a minimum of 

25% of units restricted to households at or below 80% AMI.  

 a. Percentage of Affordable Units:  

 Unacceptable: The proposal contains no units affordable to households at or below 80% AMI.  

Not Advantageous: Fewer than 25% of the units proposed are affordable to households at or below 80% 

AMI.  

 Advantageous: The proposal contains at least 25% of units at or below 80% AMI.   

 Highly Advantageous: The proposal contains more than 25% units at or below 80% AMI.  

 

b. Income limits for market-rate units (as applicable)  

 Unacceptable: There are no market-rate units affordable to households making between 80% 

and 120% of the AMI.   

 Not Advantageous: A minimal amount of market-rate units are affordable to households making 

between 80% and 120% of the AMI.  
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 Advantageous:  Some of the market-rate units are affordable to households making between 

80% and 120% of the AMI.    

Highly Advantageous:  All market-rate units are affordable to 80% to 120% AMI.  

 

 2. Site Design and Building Design  

a. Conceptual site plan: includes resource protection, public access, context sensitive site design.  

Unacceptable: site design not responsive to site description in the RFP  

 Not Advantageous: site design not adequately responsive to RFP.  

 Advantageous: site design addresses site issues of RFP.  

Highly Advantageous: site design is highly responsive to the surrounding area and the special 

characteristics and challenges of the site as described in the RFP.   

 

b. Conceptual building design: includes bedroom mix, accessibility, energy standards, quality 

materials and appearance.  

Unacceptable: preliminary building design is not responsive to RFP.  

 Not Advantageous: preliminary building design is minimally responsive to RFP.  

 Advantageous: preliminary building design is responsive to RFP.   

Highly Advantageous: building design exceeds the features and qualities described in the RFP.      

 

c. Sustainability and Energy conservation  

Unacceptable: no mention of building technology used to promote sustainable development. 

 Not Advantageous: minimal attention to sustainable development practices.  

Advantageous: inclusion of some best practices for energy conservation, sustainable 

development methods and use of renewable energy equipment. 

Highly Advantageous: exemplary use of best practices for energy conservation, sustainable 

development and use of renewable energy equipment.  

 

3. Development experience: experience of principal proposer and primary development team members 

in successfully developing affordable housing.  

Unacceptable: The developer has not produced affordable housing units in the last five (5) 

years. 

Not Advantageous: The developer has produced one (1) affordable housing project in the last 

five (5) years.  

Advantageous: The developer has produced multiple affordable housing projects in the last five 

(5) years. 
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Highly Advantageous: The developer has produced multiple affordable housing projects in the 

Berkshires.  

 

4. Financial feasibility of development proposal based on projected funding sources for 

predevelopment, development, operating costs and financial strength of developer. 

Unacceptable: unrealistic project budgets. 

 Not Advantageous: project budgets have significant gaps.  

Advantageous: project meets industry standards for financial feasibility for proposed 

development. 

Highly Advantageous: financial feasibility is more than adequate to address projected funding 

needs.  

 

5.  Demonstrated capacity of developer to manage the proposed development.  

Unacceptable: no management plan submitted. 

 Not Advantageous: management plan inadequate for population to be served.   

Advantageous: management plan provides for long-term operation of the development. 

Highly Advantageous: management plan addresses community concerns and demonstrates high 

level of management capacity.  

 

6. Purchase Price 

Unacceptable: The developer makes no mention of site acquisition and control  

Not Advantageous: The developer recommends a transaction w/ no evidence that it will help 

maximize the number of affordable units feasible on the site.    

Advantageous:   The developer recommends a transaction and associated fee and provides 

evidence that it will help provide some number of affordable units.  

Highly Advantageous:  The developer recommends a transaction and associated fee and 

provides evidence that it will provide the maximum number of affordable units practical on the 

site.  

  

 

7. Projected real estate tax revenue  

Unacceptable: no projected real estate tax revenue 

 Not Advantageous: projected real estate tax revenue minimal 

Advantageous: projected real estate tax revenue adequate 

Highly Advantageous: projected real estate tax revenue very good and at least comparable to 

similar developments.  

 

8. Overall quality of proposal 

Unacceptable: proposal not responsive to RFP 

 Not Advantageous: proposal complete and responsive to some items and not others in RFP.  

Advantageous: proposal well written with a clear visual and graphic format and responsive to all 

items in RFP.  



Page 12 of 31 
 

Highly Advantageous: proposal is of outstanding visual and written quality, responsive to all 

items in RFP and introduces innovative and create concepts that will result in affordable housing 

production in Lenox in a timely manner.   

  

9. Interview: the town shall require an in-person interview with all applicants. Interviews will also be 

evaluated as part of the selection criteria.  

Unacceptable: not available for the interview. 

Not Advantageous: interview does not address concerns of the Town and the selection 

committee.  

Advantageous: responsive to selection committee concerns and comments.  

Highly Advantageous: very responsive to selection committee and fully engaged in the interview 

process in a dynamic and constructive manner.  
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VII. Selection Process 
All proposals submitted by the deadline will be opened in public and logged in. All information contained 

in the proposals is public. The Board of Selectmen will appoint a selection committee comprised of 

members of the Lenox Affordable Housing Trust and the Community Preservation Committee. The 

selection committee will review and evaluate all proposals received by the submission deadline based 

on the criteria outlined herein. The Non-price proposals will be reviewed and evaluated and then the 

price proposals, submitted in a separate sealed envelope, will be opened and reviewed. Evaluation of 

the proposals will be based on information provided in the Proposer’s submission in accordance with 

the submission requirements of this RFP and any interviews, references, and additional information 

requested by the Town. The most advantageous proposal from a responsive and responsible proposer, 

taking into consideration price and all other evaluation criteria set forth in the solicitation will be 

selected. The Town will notify all Proposers in writing of its decision.  

VIII. Post Selection 
Development Agreement 

The development agreement will be negotiated after the selection process and will be based on the 

selected proposal. It is the intent of the Town to enter into a development agreement with the selected 

Proposer and then into a disposition transaction for the development of affordable housing at the 

Sawmill Property. The development agreement will be drafted by Lenox Town Counsel.  

Chapter 30B Real Property Dispositions to Promote Public Purpose Requirements 

The name of the selected proposer and the amount of the transaction will be submitted for publication 

in the state’s Central Register.  

If the Town determines that the public purpose of the project is best met by disposing of the property 

for less than fair market value, the Town will post a notice in the state’s Central Register explaining the 

reasons for this decision and disclosing the difference between the property value and the price to be 

received. This notice will be published before the Town enters into any agreement w/ the selected 

developer.  

IX. Attachments 

a) Comparative Evaluation Criteria 

b) Locus Map 

c) Deed  

d) Recorded Plan 

e) Town Meeting Votes  

f) Certificate of Non-Collusion 

g) Tax Compliance Certificate 

h) Disclosure of Beneficial Interest 
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Appendix A: Comparative Evaluation Criteria 
 Unacceptable Not Advantageous Advantageous Highly Advantageous 

Affordability 

The proposal 
meets the 
greatest level of 
affordability 
fiscally possible. 
Housing 
Authority’s goal 
is for 25% of the 
total number of 
units to be 
affordable at or 
below 80% AMI.  
 
Even market rate 
units meet 
affordability 
need in Lenox.  

The proposal contains fewer than 
25% of units affordable to 
households at or below 80% AMI. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There are no market-rate units 
affordable to households making 
between 80% and 120% of the AMI.   

 Fewer than 25% of the units 
proposed are affordable to 
households at or below 80% 
AMI. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A minimal amount of 
market-rate units are 
affordable to households 
making between 80% and 
120% of the AMI. 

The proposal contains at 
least 25% of units at or below 
80% AMI.   
 
 
Some of the market-rate 
units are affordable to 
households making between 
80% and 120% of the AMI.    

The proposal contains more 
than 25% units at or below 
80% AMI. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
All market-rate units are 
affordable to 80% to 120% 
AMI. 

Site Design and Building Design 

Conceptual site 
plan includes 
resource 
protection, 
public access, 
context sensitive 
design.  
 
Conceptual 

The site design is not responsive to 
site description in the RFP  
 
 
 
 
 
The preliminary building design is 
not responsive to RFP.  

The site design not 
adequately responsive to 
RFP.  
 
 
 
 
 
The preliminary building 

The site design addresses site 
issues of RFP. 
 
 
 
 
The preliminary building 
design is responsive to RFP.   
There is inclusion of some 

The site design is highly 
responsive to the surrounding 
area and the special 
characteristics and challenges 
of the site as described in the 
RFP.   
The building design exceeds 
the features and qualities 
described in the RFP.      
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building design 
includes 
bedroom # mix, 
accessibility, 
energy efficiency 
standards, 
quality materials 
and appearance.  
 
The buildings 
utilize 
sustainable 
practices and 
energy 
conversation   

There is no mention of building 
technology used to promote 
sustainable development. 

design is minimally 
responsive to RFP. 
There is minimal attention 
to sustainable development 
practices. 

best practices for energy 
conservation, sustainable 
development methods and 
use of renewable energy 
equipment. 

 
 
 
 
There is exemplary use of best 
practices for energy 
conservation, sustainable 
development and use of 
renewable energy equipment. 

Development Experience of Principal Proposer and Primary Development Team 

Demonstrated 
experience in 
and capability 
for designing, 
permitting, 
developing and 
managing similar 
residential 
projects. 
Demonstrates 
financing 
capacity.  

The developer has not produced 
affordable housing units in the last 
five (5) years. 

The developer has produced 
one (1) affordable housing 
project in the last five (5) 
years. 

The developer has produced 
multiple affordable housing 
projects in the last five (5) 
years. 

The developer has produced 
multiple affordable housing 
projects in the Berkshires in a 
timely manner.   
 

Financial Feasibility of Development Proposal 

Adequacy of 
proposed 
budgets 
(development 
and operating) 

The budget presented is unrealistic 
in terms of both development and 
operating.  

The project and operating 
budgets have significant 
gaps.  
 

The project meets industry 
standards for financial 
feasibility for proposed 
development and operation 
going forward.  

The project’s budget 
demonstration of financial 
feasibility is more than 
adequate to address projected 
funding needs both for 
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  development and operation.  

Demonstrated Property Management Capacity 

Property 
management 
experience with 
similar projects 
 

There is no submitted property 
management plan.  

The management plan 
inadequate for population 
to be served.   

The management plan 
provides for long-term 
operation of the 
development. 

The management plan 
addresses community 
concerns and demonstrates 
high level of management 
capacity. 

Purchase Price 

The proposal 
clearly and 
specifically 
accounts for 
property 
acquisition in the 
proposals time 
line and budget. 

The developer makes no mention of 
site acquisition and control. 

The developer recommends 
a transaction w/ no 
evidence that it will help 
maximize the number of 
affordable units feasible on 
the site.    

The developer recommends a 
transaction and associated 
fee and provides evidence 
that it will help provide some 
number of affordable units. 

The developer recommends a 
transaction and associated fee 
and provides evidence that it 
will provide the maximum 
number of affordable units 
practical on the site. 

Projected Real Estate Tax Revenue 

The proposal 
clearly identifies 
projected real 
estate revenue. 

There is no projected real estate tax 
revenue. 

The projected real estate tax 
revenue is minimal. 

The projected real estate tax 
revenue is adequate. 

The projected real estate tax 
revenue very good and at 
least comparable to similar 
developments. 

Overall quality of proposal 

The proposal 
scores highly in 
all areas and 
proposes a 
realistic and 
timely project. 

The proposal not responsive to this 
RFP. 

The proposal is complete 
and responsive to some 
items and not others in RFP. 

The proposal is well written 
with a clear visual and 
graphic format and 
responsive to all items in RFP. 

The proposal is of outstanding 
visual and written quality, 
responsive to all items in RFP 
and introduces innovative and 
create concepts that will 
result in affordable housing 
production in Lenox in a 
timely manner.   
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Interview     

The lead 
proposer was 
available and 
performed highly 
in the interview.  

The lead consultant/developer is 
not available for the interview. 

The interviewee does not 
address concerns of the 
Town and the selection 
committee.  
 

The interviewee is responsive 
to selection committee 
concerns and comments. 

The interviewee is very 
responsive to selection 
committee and fully engaged 
in the interview process in a 
dynamic and constructive 
manner. 
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Appendix B: Locus Map 
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Appendix C: Deed 
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Appendix D: Recorded Plan 
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Appendix E: Previous Town Meeting Votes  
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