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TOWN OF MAYFIELD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 
JULY 10, 2012 

6:30 P.M. 
 

 MEETING NOTES 
 
 

  
PRESENT: 
 

VINCE COLETTI, MEMBER, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 
JAMES COWNIE, MEMBER, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 

JACK PUTMAN, MEMBER, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE   
MARILYN SALVIONE, MEMBER, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 
MICHAEL STEWART, MEMBER, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 

 
SCOTT HENZE, PLANNER, FULTON COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

JAMES MRAZ, DIRECTOR, FULTON COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
  
 

I. MAY 1, 2012 MEETING FOLLOW-UP 
 

 During the May 1, 2012 meeting, Committee members discussed with  local 

business owners the current business climate of the Town. 

 Based upon the input provided by the businessmen who attended, Planning 

Department staff prepared the following key points offered by the 
businessmen: 

 
1. The availability of municipal water & sewer services are critical 

to attracting new businesses into the Town. 
2. More direct public access to the Great Sacandaga Lake is 

needed in order to promote the Town and increase commercial 

development.   
3. More direct access off NYS Route 30A is needed to promote 

commercial development along NYS Route 30A. 
4. Tourist accommodations are needed in the Town and should be 

developed close or within the Village of Mayfield and as close to 

the Great Sacandaga Lake as possible. 
5. New retail, service and commercial businesses will want to be 

located close to the Village of Mayfield due to the availability of 

water and sewer and to be near the high population density of 
the Village. 

6. A Town Center/Recreational Center concept that would provide 
a mix of businesses to include commercial, retail and services 
and include recreational activities would benefit the Town and 

should be located close to both the Village of Mayfield and the 
Great Sacandaga Lake. 
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7. Industrial development should not be a priority at this time 
since there are an abundance of sites available in Fulton 

County at this time. 
8. The development of an RV park may have a greater impact on 

tourism than a hotel if it has access to the Great Sacandaga 
Lake. 

9. Senior housing is needed based upon the Town's aging 

population and should be located close or within the Village of 
Mayfield to provide easy access to services and businesses in 
the Village.  A Sr. Citizen housing complex would attract 

additional businesses to the area due to an increased 
population density. 

10. NYSDOT, APA and NYSDEC regulations stagnate growth due to 
significantly increasing the amount of time it takes to develop 
property. 

 

 Does the Committee agree with these summary points? 

 Does the Committee desire to add any new points? 

 What recommendations should be included into the Comprehensive Plan 

based upon the input received at the May 1st meeting? 
 

 
COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz stated that, during the Committee’s May 1, 

2012 meeting, Committee members met with several local business owners.  They 
were asked for their input regarding the potential for business, commercial, 
industrial and residential development in the Town.  Jim Mraz stated that the Agenda 

identifies the top ten (10) key points Scott Henze identified that were offered by the 
businessmen.  Jim Mraz reviewed each individual point with Committee members.  
All Committee members agreed that the ten (10) were accurate.  Jim Mraz asked 

Committee members if they agreed with the summary points provided.  All Committee 
members agreed with the summary points.  Jim Mraz asked Committee members if 

they desired to add any new points. Committee members did not provide any 
additional points for discussion.  Jim Mraz stated that based upon the ten (10) points 
provided by the businessmen, do Committee members wish to amend any 

recommendations identified in the Comprehensive Plan in response to these key 
points?  Committee members discussed each individual summary point and 

identified the following additional recommendations to include into the 
Comprehensive Plan: 
 

1. Infrastructure Chapter: 
a. The Committee agreed to amend the existing recommendation which calls 

for installing water and sewer along NYS Route 30 from the Village to the 

Town of Perth.  It was agreed that the Plan should recommend that water 
and sewer services should be extended along NYS Route 30 adjacent to the 

Village of Mayfield. 
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2. Housing Chapter: 

a. The Committee agreed to add a recommendation to signify that Senior 
Housing is needed based upon the Town’s aging population and should be 

located close or within the Village of Mayfield to provide easy access to 
services and businesses in and around the Village. 

 

3. Recreational Resources Chapter: 
a. The Committee agreed to include a general recommendation referencing that 

more direct public access to the Great Sacandaga Lake is needed for 

recreational opportunities and to promote the Town and to increase 
commercial development. 

b. The Committee agreed to modify an existing (letter E) recommendation to 
read, “The Town of Mayfield should identify a potential site for an RV Park 
and promote and market said site, with preference to direct access to the 

Great Sacandaga Lake.   
 

4. Economy and Economic Development: 
a. The Committee agreed to add recommendation that the Town annually 

appropriate funds to market and promote the Town of Mayfield. 

 
 

II. HISTORY CHAPTER: 

 
A. Background: 

 Draft Chapter e-mailed to all Committee members on 7/5/12. 

 Review Draft Chapter. 

 
COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz stated that the entire History Chapter was 

drafted using information previously gathered and written by Betty Tabor, the Town’s 
current Historian.  Jim Mraz stated that various publications that are located on the 
Town’s website and within the existing Town of Mayfield Comprehensive Plan were 

used.  Jim Mraz stated that one interesting point he found unique was the number of 
hamlets in the Town of Mayfield.  Scott Henze stated that he created a Hamlet map 

for the Town of Mayfield that identifies the locations of the ten (10) hamlets 
referenced in the History Chapter.  Scott Henze stated there are two (2) hamlet areas 
that he has not mapped due to the inability to accurately depict the locations.  Scott 

Henze stated that one location is  Wilkins Corners and the second one is Shawville. 
Scott Henze stated that he will do some more research and do his best to map the 
two (2) locations. Jim Mraz asked Committee members if the History Chapter as 

drafted was adequate to be considered as a final draft.  All Committee members 
present said the Chapter as written was acceptable. 

 
Jack Putman stated that he does not believe that all of the hamlet areas are included 
within the draft.  Jack Putman stated that there is no mention of the Progress 

Hamlet.  Jim Mraz stated that the Hamlets listed in the draft still remain today.  
James Cownie stated that since there are additional hamlet areas within the Town 
that are not included within the History section that some reference should be given 

directly under the draft chapter of History regarding the Hamlets to state that the list 
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of Hamlets are not all inclusive.  All members agreed that this clarification should be 
added to the Chapter.  Jim Mraz stated that, as he said before, one of the  interesting 

points of the Town of Mayfield is in regards to the number of that have within the 
Town of Mayfield both past and present.  Jim Mraz referenced previous meetings 

when the Committee discussed the concept of a Town Center.  Jim Mraz asked if it 
would be more fitting for Mayfield to reference a 'Town Center" as a new Hamlet due 
to the history of Hamlets within the Town. Marilyn Salvione questioned how the 

Committee would identify where the hamlet would be located.  Scott Henze stated 
that this could be identified graphically. Mike Stewart asked if the Hamlet area would 
include everything that the Committee has been discussing regarding a Town Center.  

Jim Mraz stated that it would be the same just the name would be different. Jim 
Mraz stated that it was simply an idea that he had as he was drafting the History 

Chapter due to the number of Hamlets that Mayfield has had and still has. Vince 
Coletti stated that he would rather use a Town Center terminology. Committee 
members agreed that the Town Center terminology should remain. 

 
 

III. ECONOMY/ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CHAPTER: 
 

A. Background: 

 Draft Chapter e-mailed to all Committee members on 7/3/12. 

 Review Draft Chapter. 

 
B. Town of Mayfield’s Economy in 2032: 

 What is the Committee’s vision for what the Town’s economy should 
consist of in 2032? 

 
C. Economic Development in the Town: 

 Does the Committee want to include any recommendations regarding 

promoting economic development in the Town? 
 

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz reviewed the Economy and Economic 
Development Chapter as drafted.  Jim Mraz stated the opening paragraph describes 

that the local economy of the Town of Mayfield is a tourist-based economy and that 
the Great Sacandaga Lake is their major recreational asset. Committee members 
acknowledged that this is an accurate statement. Jim Mraz stated that the Town of 

Mayfield Code Enforcement Office provided a list of twelve (12) representative 
businesses within the Town.  Committee members reviewed the twelve (12) 

businesses and added the following: 
 

1. Skiff’s Dairy 

2. Lanzi’s on the Lake. 
3. Holland Meadows Golf Course. 
4. Kennyetto’s Graphic. 

5. Pearl Meadow Stables. 
6. Several marinas. 
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Jack Putman stated that he is concerned that those businesses not listed in the draft 

may have issues.  Committee members agreed to change the verbage within the 
Economy and Economic Development Chapter's second paragraph to read: 

 
“The following is a representative list of various employers in the Town in 2012.” 
 

Jim Mraz stated that, back in 1977, the Fulton County Planning Department 
produced an Economic Analysis Report for the Town of Mayfield.  He said that the 
1977 Report cited the lack of municipal water and sewer services as an impediment 

to the Town’s inability to attract new business.  He said it is ironic that the 2012 
Comprehensive Plan would be saying the same thing.   

 
Committee members reviewed the table titled Total Assessed Valuation in Fulton 
County Municipalities.  The table showed that 76.2% of the Total Assessed Valuation 

of the Town of Mayfield is residential valuations and that 11.8% is commercial.  At 
the County level, Jim Mraz stated that 66% of Fulton County's valuation is 

Residential and 9.5% is Commercial.  Jim Mraz stated that the table shows that the 
Town of Mayfield has a higher percentage of both residential and commercial 
valuation than Fulton County as a whole.  James Cownie stated that the title of the 

chart should reference the date of the data.  Jim Mraz stated that the table would be 
revised to include the date of 2012 in the title. 
 

Committee members reviewed the second chart titled, “Property Valuations in Fulton 
County Municipalities”.  The table indicated that, in comparison to other 

communities in Fulton County, the Town of Mayfield’s value of existing commercial 
development is a strong component of the Town’s economy and that only the Town of 
Johnstown has more commercial property.  The table showed that the median value 

of each residential property is $98,194 and that the median value of each commercial 
property is $289,594.  Jim Mraz stated that this table illustrates the financial 
importance of commercial development within the Town.  Jim Mraz stated that this 

data can also be used as the basis for promoting commercial development within the 
Town due to the fact that the data shows that each commercial development 

generates more property tax dollars/parcel than residential development.  Jack 
Putman asked whether or not the commercial column within the table includes 
agricultural.  He said it was his understanding that agricultural enterprises are 

considered businesses.  Jim Mraz stated that it would not include agricultural 
enterprises.  James Cownie stated again to identify the date that the data was 

comprised.  Jim Mraz stated that the table indicates 2012 in the heading. 
 
The Committee then reviewed the workforce section of the Economy and Economic 

Development Chapter.  Jim Mraz stated that that the information included within the 
Chapter is from 1980 and 2000 but not 2010 since that data is not yet available.  
Jim Mraz stated that the percent of Town of Mayfield’s workforce working in Fulton 

County in 1980 was 79% and as of the 2000 Census, decreased to 66%.  Jack 
Putman stated that interestingly, the Town of Johnstown between 1980 and 2000 

remained at 79% of the Town of Johnstown’s workforce working in Fulton County.  
Jim Mraz reviewed the Town of Mayfield employed persons per industry group table 
with Committee members.  In 1980, of the Town of Mayfield employed persons the 
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greatest number worked in manufacturing.  By 2000, the manufacturing sector 
decreased significantly by 415, due to the loss of the Coleco manufacturing facility 

that was located in the Town of Mayfield.  In 2000, the greatest number of Town 
residents worked in the educational health and social services industry group.  Mike 

Stewart asked whether or not these industry groups are located within the Town of 
Mayfield.  Jim Mraz stated that the actual industry groups are not all located within 
the Town of Mayfield.  The table illustrates Town of Mayfield residents that are 

employed not only within the particular industry groups that are within the Town, 
but also based upon industry groups in neighboring towns, neighboring counties or 
states etc.   

 
Jim Mraz stated that Planning Department staff will clarify that the industry groups 

are not necessarily in the Town of Mayfield but can be located outside of the Town 
and possible outside the County and the State within the draft. 
 

Committee members reviewed the Town of Mayfield employment and occupation 
characteristics and it was determined that this table should be removed from the 

Chapter as it does not show any significant trend. 
      
Commutation Patterns: 

 
DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz reviewed the table showing commutation patterns in 
Fulton County Municipalities.  Jim Mraz stated that commutation patterns signify 

where the Town’s workforce travels to work, whether it be in the Town, in the County, 
outside of the County or other areas within the State.  Jim Mraz stated that, as of 

2000, 66% of the Town of Mayfield’s workforce worked within Fulton County and that 
34% worked outside of Fulton County.  
 

Jim Mraz reviewed the commutations patterns of Town of Mayfield residents who 
work within Fulton County.  In 2000, 442, or 14.6%, of the Town of Mayfield 
residents worked within the Town of Mayfield.  36% of Town of Mayfield’s workforce 

worked within either the City of Gloversville or City of Johnstown.  Jack Putman 
noted that as far as Townships outside of Mayfield but within Fulton County, the 

Town of Johnstown had greatest number of Town of Mayfield residents working 
within it at 10.2%.  
 

Jim Mraz reviewed the commutation patterns of Town of Mayfield residents who work 
outside of Fulton County and within New York State data.  Montgomery County had 

the greatest number of Town of Mayfield residents working in it of any other County 
in the State.  Committee members agreed that this was due to Montgomery County’s 
close proximity to the Town and employers such as St. Mary's Hospital and the 

Target Distribution Center. Marilyn Salvione stated that the data provided is not 
what she expected due to the fact that everyone seems to indicate that Mayfield 
residents commute to Albany or Schenectady to jobs.  Marilyn Salvione stated that 

the data shows that the majority of residents working outside of the Town are still 
working within Fulton County and secondly commute to the City of Amsterdam.   

 
Jim Mraz reviewed the property valuations chart with Committee members and 
stated that these property valuations are based on the assessor codes and a total 
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assessed value of each property.  Jim Mraz stated that 67.3% of the total number of 
properties in the Town of Mayfield are residential, with only 3.4% being commercial.  

However, the median value of each commercial property is nearly 210% higher than 
the median value of each residential property.   

 
Jim Mraz stated that the Economy and Economic Development Chapter of the 
Comprehensive Plan should contain a description of what the vision is for the Town’s 

economy in 2032.  Jim Mraz stated that Committee members should describe what 
they feel the economy should be in 2032 and include that within this Chapter.   Jim 
Mraz asked Committee members if they still believe that the economy in the Town of 

Mayfield should, in 2032, be tourism based.  Committee members agreed that 
tourism should still be an important part of the Town’s economy.  Jim Mraz asked 

Committee members whether or not they feel that Mayfield should be a bedroom 
community or a working community where the majority of residents live and work 
within the Town possibly within a Business Park.  Mike Stewart stated that he would 

like to see more diversity in jobs particularly for the younger professional generation.  
Committee members agreed that the Town of Mayfield's Economy in 2032 should 

feature the following: 
 

a. Strong tourism-based economy. 

b. More diversified employment opportunities including commercial and retail 
businesses. 

c. More jobs for Mayfield residents within the Town. 

 
Jim Mraz reviewed the economic development section within the Economy and 

Economic Development Chapter.  He stated that, although the Town of Mayfield does 
not currently contract with or provide money to promote economic development 
within the Town, the Town is not alone. Jim Mraz stated that to the best of his 

knowledge, no Towns do so at this time. Jim Mraz asked Committee members 
whether or not they felt it was important for the Town of Mayfield to invest money 
into marketing the Town.  All Committee members agreed that it is very important for 

the Town to market itself to attract new business.  Jack Putman stated that he had 
pushed for this particular issue to be included as a question within the public 

survey.  Scott Henze stated that a question regarding marketing the Town was 
included within the public survey under Economic Development and the question 
read, “Should the Town develop and implement a marketing strategy to promote the 

Town of Mayfield to new businesses, housing developers and potential tourists.”  
Scott Henze stated that based upon the survey’s results, an overwhelming number of 

respondents strongly agreed and agreed that the Town of Mayfield should promote 
and develop a marketing strategy to promote new businesses within the Town. 
Committee members asked that the Planning Department staff incorporate within the 

Economic Development section a paragraph a reference to the survey and the results 
provided.   
 

Vince Coletti stated that he believes that the first sentence is too harsh and that the 
sentence should be removed that reads, “The Town of Mayfield does not provide 

economic development services as part of the Town Government.”  Committee 
members agreed to remove this sentence and to change the second to last sentence of 
the paragraph to read, “The Town of Mayfield does not currently contract with the 
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Center for Regional Growth for any economic development services.”  Committee 
members wished to include as a recommendation: 

 
The Town should annually appropriate funds into marketing and promoting the Town 

of Mayfield to new businesses, housing developers and tourists. 
 
Committee members discussed the extension of water and sewer services outside of 

the Village of Mayfield into the Town in order for increased business and economic 
activities within the Town. Jim Mraz stated that if Committee members recall, the 
recommendation within the Infrastructure Chapter stated that water and sewer 

service should run the entire length of NYS Routes 30 and 30A within the Town of 
Mayfield.  Jim Mraz asked if Committee members felt that was a realistic vision.  All  

Committee members present agreed that it is not a realistic vision because the Town 
could never afford it.  Jim Mraz stated that the cost for extending water and sewer all 
the way down Route 30 would be prohibitive.  Jim Mraz asked whether given the 

input received from local businesses and developers, a more realistic vision be to 
work with the Village of Mayfield to extend the Village’s water and sewer services 

outside of the Village north and south along NYS Route 30.  All Committee members 
agreed this would be a more realistic vision and agreed to change the 
recommendation in the Infrastructure Chapter to reflect this revised language.   

 
Jim Mraz stated that the Town would need to start working on the establishment of 
Water and Sewer Districts.  New York State law requires the extension of water and 

sewer services from one municipality into another to be within a District.  Jim Mraz 
stated that once the Town establishes the Districts, then the Town could promote 

and market itself stating that it has established Water and Sewer Districts and that 
businesses can locate within them.  Jim Mraz stated that, by doing this, a developer 
does not have to wait for governmental bureaucracy and delays looking for sites with 

water and sewer service.  Jim Mraz stated that the Town could also ask the developer 
to pay for the cost of extending the infrastructure from the Village of Mayfield into the 
District.  Jim Mraz stated that this approach would benefit the Town by not requiring 

the Town to pay for the cost of extending the water and sewer infrastructure.  Jim 
Mraz stated that if a second developer were to come in and request to be hooked up 

to the water and sewer lines installed by the initial developer, the second developer 
would pay a participation fee to help offset the first developer’s cost.  Jim Mraz stated 
that the Town would need to allocate monies to hire an engineer to assess the 

unused capacities of the water and sewer infrastructure that the Village has in order 
to determine how many gallons per day of each that the Village may be able to 

provide to the Town.  Jim Mraz stated that the Town of Johnstown is currently doing 
this and that the Town of Johnstown hired C.T. Male at a cost of around $6,000.  
Committee members agreed that following this process would benefit the Town of 

Mayfield and that this process would be more realistic.        
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IV. EXISTING LAND USE MAP: 
 

A. Background: 

 Committee needs to prepare an existing land use map to include into 

Comprehensive Plan. 

 The existing land use map is a snapshot of how the Town is currently 

developed. 
 

B. Methodology: 

 Two (2) methods exist for preparing an existing land use map: 

 
1. Committee members take blank maps and goes drive through 

Town recording how each parcel of land is currently being used.  

This input is provided to Planning Department staff who would 
organize it into a Land Use Map. 

2. Planning Department uses assessor codes for all parcels in the 

Town and prints a GIS map showing how assessor has classified 
all properties in Town.  The Committee then reviews the map for 

accuracy. 
 
COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz stated that the preparation of an existing 

land use map is important to determine existing development patterns in the Town.  
There are two (2) methods available to the Committee to prepare an existing land use 

map.  The first would be to have Planning Department staff prepare a series of blank 
maps to provide to Committee members.  Committee members would then go out into 
the field and record on the map the land use for each individual parcel.  Jim Mraz 

stated that the Town of Perth has just completed this process and it took several 
months to do so.  He said this approach is very accurate.  The second option would 
be to use the assessor’s codes for all parcels in the Town.  Jim Mraz pointed to an 

existing land use map Scott Henze prepared based upon the assessor codes.  Jack 
Putman stated that, although using the assessor codes would be relatively accurate, 

he knows of some areas that are not coded correctly.  After discussion, Committee 
members agreed to use the assessor codes GIS map as the existing land use map.  
Jack Putman agreed to review the map and recommend changes that should be made 

within the classifications. Jim Mraz stated that, at the next meeting, the Committee 
will start to work on the proposed land use map and that it will require vision, 

whereby Committee members will try to paint a picture of how the Town should look 
in the future.           
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C. Proposed Land Uses for Land Use Map: 
 

1. Zoning Districts: 

 At present, the Town’s Zoning Ordinance contains the following 

Districts: 
 

 Residential-1 
 Residential-2 
 Residence/Estate 

 Lake Residential-1 
 Lake Residential-2 
 Agriculture 

 Commercial 
 Industrial 

 
2. Proposed Land Uses: 

 

 Residential 
 Lakefront Residential 

 Agricultural 
 Commercial 
 Industrial 

 New York State 
 Public 
 Recreation 

 Vacant 
 

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: 
 
 

 
V. STATUS OF COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: 

 

A. Chapters: 
 

Title         Status 
 

1. Introduction       To be completed 

2. Vision Statement       Complete 
3. History        Drafted 

4. Town Profile        Complete 
5. Public Input       To be completed 

- Public Hearing         after Public 

- Public Survey          Hearing 
- Business Owner Presentation  

6. Housing         Complete 

7. Community Facilities       Complete 
8. Transportation        Complete 

9. Infrastructure        Complete 
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10. Recreational/Natural Resources    Complete 
11. Economy        Drafted 

12. Existing Land Use Map      To be completed 
13. Land Use Plan       To be completed 

 
COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: Jim Mraz reviewed the status of the chapters in the 
Comprehensive Plan.  He stated that the only major chapter left was to complete was 

the land use plan.  The Committee will start working on that during their August 
meeting date.    
   

 
B. Public Hearing: 

 

 The Comprehensive Plan Committee must hold one public hearing 

after the Draft Comprehensive Plan is deemed complete and 
before the Committee forwards it to the Town Board. 

 The Committee had discussed holding a public hearing during the 

summer of 2012. 

 At present, the Comprehensive Plan is not in final draft form to 

schedule the required public hearing. 

 To complete the draft Comprehensive Plan and hold a public 

hearing by the end of August, the Committee would need to 
schedule additional meetings. 

 Planning Department recently e-mailed Committee members 
asking for input on three (3) options available for how to proceed 

with completing the Comprehensive Plan: 
 

1. Hold additional meetings in July and early August in order to 
finish a draft for a public hearing in late August. 

2. If no additional meetings, continue to meet monthly and hold 

the public hearing once the draft Plan is completed whenever 
that may be. 
 

3. Continue meeting monthly, finish the draft and wait to hold 
the public hearing next summer when summer residents can 

offer their input. 
 

 Four (4) Comprehensive Plan members responded. 

 A majority of these responses indicated they prefer to not hold 

additional  meetings in order to satisfy an August Public Hearing 
date. 

 Committee members also discussed holding a Public Informational 

Session in lieu of a formal Public Hearing.  If the Committee would 
like to do so, the following must be decided: 

 
1. Meeting Date: 

2. Meeting Time: 
3. Meeting Location: 



  

 12 

4. What will be presented for public input? 
 

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: New York State law requires that the Comprehensive 
Plan Committee hold a public hearing on the draft Comprehensive Plan.   At the 

beginning of the process, Committee members expressed a desire to hold the public 
hearing within the July and August tourist residents’ season.  Jim Mraz stated that 
Planning   Department staff recently sent out an e-mail requesting feedback on 

whether the Committee wanted to schedule additional meetings in July and August 
to try and complete the Comprehensive Plan in time to have a public hearing by the 
end of August.  Jim Mraz stated that the feedback received from the Committee 

showed that the majority wanted to maintain the one (1) meeting per month.  Mike 
Stewart stated that, prior to going out to the public for additional feedback, he would 

like to have a draft of 90% or better complete.  Jim Mraz asked whether or not the 
Committee would like to have another public informational session to obtain public 
input and comments from the summer tourists and residents.  Jim Mraz stated an 

option could be to hold the Committee’s September meeting at the end of August and 
to use a portion of that meeting to obtain public input.  After discussion, Committee 

members agreed that the draft should be completed prior to releasing to the public.   
 
Jim Mraz stated that another way to obtain public input on the draft Plan from 

tourists and seasonal residents is to put the draft onto the Town’s website and 
provide a Comment Form to fill out and submit to the Town.  This would allow 
seasonal and year round property owners to read the draft and submit comments 

without having to attend a meeting.  Committee members agreed with this concept 
once the draft was considered complete in order to obtain the input from the seasonal 

residents.   
 
Scott Henze asked whether or not Committee members wished to include pictures 

within each chapter of the Comprehensive Plan. Scott Henze stated that for instance, 
a picture of the Rice Homestead should be included within the History section.  Scott 
Henze stated that if Committee members had existing pictures that they would like to 

have included to e-mail them to him and he will organize them and start putting 
them within each draft and he could also go out and take pictures of locations within 

the Town to be inserted.  Jim Mraz stated that one reason why the question is being 
asked is because the existing plan does not include any pictures. Committee 
members agreed that pictures should be included into the draft Plan. Mike Stewart 

stated that he had several pictures of the Town and that he could e-mail those to 
Scott Henze to review and incorporate. 

 
(Meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.) 
 

VI. NEXT MEETING: 
 
August 7, 2012 

6:30 p.m. 
A  

  

 


