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SECTION 6 Community Goals  
Description of Process  
The Open Space Committee hosted public meetings and requested public input on the Open Space Plan 
update. Two public hearings were held on January 21, 2010 and October 14, 2010. Residents were 
requested to provide comments on an on-line survey beginning on  November 15, 2010 and ending on 
December 9, 2010.  
 
January 21, 2010 Public Meeting 
Residents and the town’s various boards/committee members discussed the following: 
Resource Areas-Priority areas include land in the Canoe River Aquifer, any land along a major 
waterbodies, remaining forested land in Great Woods section of Norton, and the preservation of local 
historic/archaeological/scenic resources. One specific property for acquisition is the Bucklin land on 
Meadowbrook Lane. The Land Preservation Society of Norton (LPS) would like to focus on the 
National Wildlife Federation’s Certified Wildlife Habitat project and the town residents expressed 
interest in having the whole town certified with Community Habitat status. The Open Space Committee 
is interested in continuing the forestry projects at the Town Forest and the Lincoln Woods Conservation 
Area.  
 
Community-The majority of attendees were focused more on active recreation for this category. We 
identified a need to keep more recreation field/programs despite recent budget cuts. Residents would 
like to add places for ice skating, like the former Slattery property on John Scott Blvd and maybe at the 
Fernandes Park. One resident requested that we add a dog park (1 ½-2 acres). Local sport teams’ 
representatives identified needs for a large high school complex, 4-5 more little league baseball, pop 
warner fields and softball fields, a centralized recreation complex with trails, food stand and bathrooms, 
skateboard park, neighborhood parks, and a rollerblade trail (bike trail).   
 
Management-Most attendees recognized the importance of maintaining the athletic fields. Residents also 
have concerns about the amount of local off road vehicle (ORV) damage particularly on Red Mill Rd. 
and illegal dumping. The Open Space Committee and the LPS recognize the immediate need for quick 
response to new invasive plant infestations and for long-term eradication program. Sports teams’ 
representatives would like to add management of the use of fields between school and after-school 
organizations, and including gates/wood chips.  
 
Residents specifically identified the following need/projects: 

1. Slattery master plan 
 Start new committee with board of selectmen 
 Make sure wetlands are flagged for appropriate land use 
 Get site plan 
2. Recreation Complex 
 Start new committee with board of selectmen 
 Advertise for members 
 Assess individual sport groups needs 
 Facilitate resources within town hall  
 Visit other towns projects/fields 
 Evaluate existing town property for compatibility 
 Evaluate other property for purchase if not compatible on existing town property 
3. Several members of audience will meet to start this project in the immediate future.  
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4. Wildlife habitat 
 LPS is starting new Wild Backyards Program 

Education/outreach includes talks at library, into on LPS website, newspaper articles and 
scouts 

 
October 14, 2010 Public Meeting 
On October 14, 2010 Massachusetts Audubon held a workshop at the Norton Public library geared 
toward more cooperative efforts of conservation and recreation for joint projects. Stephanie Elson and 
Priscilla Chapman led the discussion. The focus of their presentation was: 
 
• Norton’s natural resources and recent land use trends, with ideas and suggested principles for 

guiding open space planning moving forward and 
• Green Infrastructure Approach to Community Planning 

 
The main points taken from the meeting were: 
• The Open Space and Recreation planning process aims to determine the open space needs and the 

desires of the community – the few involved with the process don’t necessarily represent the whole 
of the town 

• The questionnaire (in the works) will go a long way towards determining the above 
• In earlier meetings between the Recreation and Open Space communities in Norton, there arose a 

desire for better connection between the two groups. The Open Space community doesn’t always 
have recreation goals or needs / desires in mind, and vice versa.  For instance, an area proposed as a 
recreation area by the Rec community might not have sensitivity for important habitat areas nearby 
the proposed site, whereas an area proposed by the Open Space community might not have 
sensitivity to easy access to the site for parents and players. 

• Working together throughout the planning process could change the game.  
• There is a new ‘mini Fenway’ proposed that seemingly could solve many recreation problems by 

creating a large, centralized hub of fields and rec opportunities, while generative revenue for the 
town 

o IDEA: maybe a small portion of the admission cost to the facility (0.25 cents per admission?) 
could be dedicated to Conservation and Recreation uses in Norton? 

• Discussion of the trail walks and clean-ups that the Open Space Committee holds throughout the 
year.  Perhaps Parks & Rec could help advertize these events on their website and Facebook page, 
helping to spread the word and get a more diverse group involved with the appreciation of Norton’s 
natural landscape.  

• Linking Open Space/ Conservation / Recreation together – we are all part of the town’s green 
infrastructure and can work together / help each other towards common goals. 

• Parks & Rec can help the open space committee in efforts to connect people and nature.  
o Suggestion to hold a trail walk or nature exploration event nearby a field when a game is 

going on. Perhaps Mass Audubon, the Open Space Committee, or another group could lead 
this event for moms and younger kids.  

• The Open Space Committee has a system for identifying the habitat value of different parcels of land 
in town.  

o Suggestion that this system be used to look at the town as a whole, not just parcel-by-parcel, 
to help complete an analysis of the important areas to protect, and areas where development 
might make the most sense. 
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o Perhaps recreation interests could be mapped as well (proximity to major roads, other 
recreation needs / desires), to be part of the layering process when selecting sites suitable for 
recreation 

• Suggestion to look at SRPEDD’s PPA / PDA analysis to see whether it has anything to lend to this 
discussion. Here is the link to the PPA / PDA map: 
http://www.srpedd.org/commuterrail/Maps/nortppapda%20map7.pdf 

• Discussion of wetlands bylaw – it seems that town residents need a lot of education about the need 
for this bylaw and the truth about what it would mean for town residents before this can come to a 
vote again. The next year or so could be spent on working to educate and raise awareness of town 
members on issues related to water quality, so that next time this comes around, there will be less 
fertile ground for the opposition’s un-truths.  

o The Parks and Rec website, Facebook page and email-blasts could be a good way to spread 
the word about water quality issues and the need for protection efforts – from wetlands 
bylaws to education about lawn care / fertilizer use and other issues 

• Discussion of town boards, each board is relatively isolated. The OSRP process includes a required 
meeting with all town boards, but only after the plan is largely developed. Perhaps this OSRP 
revision could work to include a meeting with reps from all town boards, early in the process to help 
get everyone’s minds focused collaboratively on the future of Norton’s landscape.  

 
Open Space and Planning Survey 
On November 15, 2010, the Open Space Committee launched the Open Space Survey. Nancy Durfee of 
the Southeast Regional Planning Economic and Development District (SRPEDD) was able to take our 
survey and place it on Survey Monkey. This enabled the Committee to conduct the survey on- line, 
saving us a significant amount of time and effort in calculating the results. Notices were placed in five 
local newspapers, the town’s website mainpage, Conservation Commission website, Open Space 
Committee website, Recreation Commission private website and Facebook pages, local cable station, 
email lists, and posted in the Library, Post Office, Produce Barn supermarket, etc. Paper copies were 
available at the Conservation Office and Public Library for those unable to access the internet. The 
survey lasted 3 weeks and  79 responses were received. The results of the survey are found on the next 
pages. 
 
 
Statement of Open Space and Recreational Goals  
In general, the overriding goals of the community have not changed much from the 2005-2010 OSRP. 
Residents hope to continue to acquire open space for drinking water protection, wildlife habitat and for 
active recreation fields.  
 
The goals of the 2011-2018 OSRP are:  
Goal 1: Protect wetlands, water supply and watershed lands 
Goal 2: Increase educational opportunities 
Goal 3: Support natural resource protection in our three Areas of Critical Environmental Concern  
Goal 4: Protect wildlife habitat 
Goal 5: Improve public access to the town’s water bodies, conservation and recreation areas 
Goal 6: Protect historical, archaeological, scenic and heritage landscapes 
Goal 7: Prevent agricultural losses 
Goal 8: Improve funding options for open space and recreation projects 
Goal 9: Expand recreational opportunities 



 215 

Open Space and Planning Survey 
The open space survey was advertised and ran for three weeks. Norton received 79 responses to the on-
line survey. Paper copies were not submitted to the Conservation Office. The results of the survey were 
tallied by SurveyMonkey and are listed below.  
 
Question 1 asked residents to rank in importance the activities they like to do the most. The responses 
are ranked in order below: 

1. Hike, bike, walk, horses 
2. Play organized team sport 
3. Play at neighborhood park  
4. Hunt, fish  
5. Boat  
6. Use motorized vehicles  
 

Question 2 asked residents how often they visited specific area attractions. 
There wasn’ t one clear location in town that residents visited “often”. Residents visited 
Borderland State Park in Easton, the Everett Leonard Complex, Norton School Lands, Norton 
Community Playground, Norton Reservoir and the Town Forest “sometimes”. Many residents 
had never been to many of the locations listed in question 2. Finally, residents didn’t even know 
where some of the locations were, despite the property having visible signs or being on major 
local roads. Locations residents didn’t know included the Lee Burchill Fields, the Canoe River 
Greenbelt Area, the LA Foster Wildlife Refuge, Lake Sabbatia in Taunton, Norton Historical 
Society Lands, Rose Farm and Woodward Woods. No one skipped this question.  
 
Residents also responded in additional spaces that they visit the Erwin Wilder Wildlife 
Management Area and the Antonio Medeiros Wildlife Preserve. A few locations out of town that 
residents frequent include F Gilbert Woods and the Nature trail behind Bass Pro Shop in 
Foxboro, the Sheep Pasture in Easton and Watson Pond in Taunton.  

 
Question 3 asked residents to rank the activities for which Norton should dedicate more land. The top 
five answers were: 

1. Walking/equestrian trails 
2. Active recreation 
3. Bike trail 
4. Aquifer land protection 
5. Sledding/skating 
 

Residents were asked in Question 4 if it is important to preserve open space. Seventy percent (70%) said 
it was very important, 29.9% said it was important and 0% said it was not important. 
 
Reasons for preserving land in Question 5 were extremely varied and 59 of the 70 respondents used the 
opportunity to write an answer.  
 
Residents did list certain properties that they felt should be preserved. The list includes 

• Rt 495 land owned by the Commonwealth of MA 
• Farm on Pine St 
• Former bogs on East Hodges St 
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• Various vacant lands on Dean St 
• Property near the Reservoir 
• Parcel between Meadowbrook Lane and Crane St surrounded by river 
• Land abutting Canoe River on RT 123 before Red Mill Village 
• Land abutting Bay Rd cranberry bogs 
• Areas near Leo Yelle Conservation Area and W Main St 
• Non-conforming lots around Winnecunnet and Reservoir 
• Land behind Valentine Tools 
• Former bogs on Newland St (current proposed Comprehensive permit site) 
• 25 acres on Reservoir near Tsangs and the island 

 
Most residents felt that the community character of Norton is changing for the better but not by much. 
56% said it was better to the 43% who felt it was changing for the worse.  
 
Question 8 asked residents to explain why.  
 
Question 9 asked residents to rank ways Norton can keep its community character. The responses are 
shown below in order: 

1. Adopt bylaws that protect scenic ways/wetlands 
2. Encourage creation of local parks to create neighborhoods 
3. Plant shade trees, hang flags, use decorative lighting 
4. Design road entrances to preserve unique features of a parcel 
5. Encourage cluster development 
6. Allow common driveways 
 
Residents took the opportunity to write additional suggestions for keeping Norton’s community 
character. Creating neighborhoods, walkable areas between developments and buffers with trails 
were listed as ways to keep the community feel. Limiting the amount of trees that can be cut on a 
lot and required replanting was one suggestion. Other respondents suggested changing the style 
of crosswalks near Wheaton College and developing a town center.  
 

Question 10 asked residents if they would be willing to pay a small fee to use a boat ramp or recreation 
facility. Most residents said yes (79%).  
 
Residents were most willing to pay 0-$5.00 (61%), thirty percent said they would pay $6-$10.00 and 8% 
said they would pay more than $11.00.  
 
In question 11, residents were asked to rate in importance activities they would like to see improved or 
provided at local lakes/ponds. The responses are listed in order below: 

1. Picnic/scenic view areas 
2. Canoe/kayak car-top access 
3. Bird watching areas 
4. Fishing piers 
5. Motorized boat access 
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In question 13 residents stated that in order to acquire open space residents are willing to: 
1. Vote for town meeting articles to purchase land  
2. Vote to increase a department’s budget 
3. Donate money, serve on commission/board 
4. Donate land/conservation restrictions 
5. Sell land at “below market value” 
 

Sixty percent (60%) of residents said that they had done one or more of the above activities in the last 
five years.  
 
Question 15 asked residents to rank the most important areas to acquire. The responses are ranked in 
order below: 

1. Aquifer land 
2. Recreation land 
3. Wildlife habitat 
4. Historic/archaeological areas 
5. Agricultural land 
 

In question 16 residents listed the following activities/facilities they felt were lacking. An excerpt of the 
list is below:  

• “neighborhood parks scattered throughout town or in areas with the densest development” 
• “access to fresh water swimming” 
• “bike trails, skate board park” 
• “safe trails with lights and picnic areas” 
• “scenic views for picnicking” 
• “town track and golf programs (facilities here, no or little access, no formal programs that 

I’m aware of” 
• “multi-use public parks” 
• “boat launch areas” 
• “recreational programs for 20-30 age bracket” 
• Senior-friendly walking areas 

 
In question 17 residents ranked activities they and family members enjoyed the most. The top five 
answers are listed below: 

1. Hiking/walking (86.8%) 
2. Ice skating (64.5%) 
3. Swimming (63.2%) 
4. Picnicking (56.6%) 
5. Canoeing/kayaking (52.6%) 

 
Sledding was listed twice in the additional comments section; no other comments were made. 
The activities respondents least enjoyed were downhill skiing, horseback riding, hunting, dirt 
bike/4 wheel, motor sports. 
 

Residents felt they had convenient access to the following (top five answers): 
1. Conservation areas (55.1%) 
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2. Children’s play areas (49.3%) 
3. Ball fields (44.9%) 
4. Hiking trails (40.6%) 
5. Golf courses (33.3%) 
 

Residents are only “somewhat” satisfied with available recreation opportunities for all age groups of 
question 19 including seniors, adults, young adults and students.  
 
In question 20 residents ranked reasons that hindered recreation opportunities in town. The responses are 
listed in order below: 

1. Lack of facilities available in town (85.2%) 
2. Lack of amenities (restrooms, trash receptacles) at recreation facilities (51.9%) 
3. Lack of activities (46.3%) 
4. Lack of affordable recreational opportunities (29.6%) 
5. Lack of lighting at recreational facilities (24.1%) 
6. Lack of maintenance of ballfields and parks (16.7%) 
 
Respondents listed several other reasons that hinder their recreation potential. Lack of sidewalks 
and safe routes to get from one place to another was listed a few times. Lack of funding, time, 
parking, information about recreation programs and areas were also listed frequently. Concern 
over hunting and invasive plant control in water bodies was also voiced.  
 

Only 36.6% of respondents have seen the 2005-2010 Open Space and Recreation Plan.  
 
When asked how well the goals of the OSRP had been reached, people responded that the goals of the 
plan were accomplished: 

1. somewhat well (42.9%) 
2. 27.1% did not know 
3. 20 % said not well enough 
4. 10% said very well 
 

Residents were then asked how the town could better achieve those goals. A few are mentioned below: 
• “we need better ways of getting information to people about programs but then again people 

seem to want to be spoon-fed and not take an active role in finding activities themselves or 
participating”  

• “offer maps to town people showing all the open space/rec places and explain its amenities 
(sic)” 

• “more publicity” 
• Communication and getting more people involved was mentioned quite a few times 
• “Its apparent that this town does not want to adequately fund initiatives to support the plan” 
• restore library funding 
• “better volunteer program and participation of residents” 
• “find a way to get people to read and understand what the plan is all about” 
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