The following questions have been asked concerning the Salisbury Sharon Resource Recovery Authority.

1) Q – How would the Transfer Station Advisory Committee (TRAC) function with the new SSRRA?

A -- The TRAC Committee is an advisory group with representatives from each town. It provides guidance and policy recommendations to help the towns manage the TS. TRAC would continue to be an important advisory group for the SSRRA, and some of the voting representatives for SSRRA might be chosen from the TRAC committee.

2) Q – Why can’t Salisbury simply lease the property and thus retain ownership?

A- This would involve a very different arrangement than the towns have negotiated. A goal of Salisbury’s Luke-Fitting Committee was to have Sharon join us in a more formal partnership and to contribute equally to the costs. A principle of our negotiations with Sharon was that the percentage of control would mirror the percentage of cost sharing. Why would Sharon agree to have only a 50% voice in the management if they were contributing 50% of the land cost while Salisbury was merely being paid to lease property that it continued to own? Finally, in the event that SSRRA is disbanded, Salisbury is contractually guaranteed to get the land back.

3)   
Q- What is an "elector"?
A-- An "elector" is a citizen who is registered to vote in his or her town. The draft ordinance provides that Voting Representatives on the SSRRA must be electors in their towns.  This provision was proposed by the Town's attorneys based on their experience drafting Resource Recovery Authority ordinances for other towns.

4) Q- How will Sharon’s $700,000 share be transferred to        Salisbury?

A-Under the terms of the draft ordinance, Salisbury will contribute the Rt. 44 property to SSRRA, and Sharon will contribute $700,000 to SSRRA. The SSRRA will then refund the Sharon contribution to Salisbury [(pg.5,#8)].

5) Q- What if the two towns end the SSRRA – will Sharon own some of the land in Salisbury?

A-If the SSRRA ends, the property will revert to Salisbury, with appropriate compensation to Sharon [(pg.5,#8)].

6) Q- Is the SSRRA restricted to the two towns, or can it expand in the future?

A-The SSRRA is being formed to take care of the waste management within the two towns [(pg.2#3)], but it would be able to contract with other towns to manage their trash in the future. However, this would probably be restricted to management of other towns’ transfer stations in order to protect neighborhood and residential values around the Rt. 44 site. Addition of other towns as members of SSRRA would require a town meeting vote to amend the ordinance.

7) Q - Will the new SSRRA be able to have similar insurance policies as we currently have?

A-The insurance would be as a separate policy but might be a part of a town policy, and thus enjoy a more favorable cost, much as several of the not-for-profits are.

8) Q - If there are more qualified people than some of the Selectmen to serve as Voting Representatives on the SSRRA, why not wait to appoint Voting Representatives or appoint these people now?  

A – The statute says that specific Voting Representatives must be named in the ordinance when it is enacted.  Choosing the two boards of selectmen seems logical as a way to finish the negotiations that the boards have undertaken.  The next important steps after approving the ordinance are to arrange for the transfer of funds and real estate, and then to appoint a building committee for the new site.  Sharon voters have unanimously approved the appointment of their three Selectmen.

9)      Q- Why provide for the removal of Voting Representatives by the Selectmen “without cause” rather than “with cause”?  

A – Three town attorneys from Salisbury and Sharon have advised that the authority to remove “without  cause” will lead to fewer legal suits and less legal expense than “with cause”, which always involves ambiguity and uncertainly.  The Selectmen are ultimately responsible for waste management in the two towns.  They must face reelection every two years, which provides political accountability.       

10) Q -- Why is there no provision for at least one of the Voting Representatives from each town to be elected by the citizens?

A – Other equally important municipal bodies appointed by the Selectmen (e.g., the Water Pollution Control Authority) do not have any elected members.  We do not see any reason for the SSRRA to be different.  Also, requiring Voting Representatives to campaign for public office might limit the pool of technically knowledgeable citizens we could choose from.

11) Q – One citizen asked, “Why the SSRRA ordinance keeps changing; when will a final version would be available?”

A – The final version, will be voted on in Town Meeting on April 3, has been available in Town Hall and on the Town website since March 9.

12) Q – One citizen asked, “When will all the information be available for intelligent discussion and when will informational meetings be held to do so?”

A – An informational meeting was held in Town Hall on March 3.  At the end of that meeting, only one attendee expressed interest in further informational meetings.  The questions raised at that meeting, and answers to them, have been posted on the Town website.  Since then, no one has approached the Selectmen with additional questions.  At the April 3 Town Meeting, the Selectmen will answer any additional questions before the citizens vote on the ordinance.  

