
A t the January 
22, 2004 meet-

ing of BRPC, the 
Commission ac-
cepted an invitation 
extended by the 
Westfield River 
Wild & Scenic Ad-
visory Committee 
and approved formal 
membership in the 
Advisory Commit-
tee. 
 
In 1968, the U.S. 
Congress established 
a National Wild & 
Scenic Rivers sys-
tem to protect out-

standing rivers from harmful effects of new federal 
projects, such as dams, hydroelectric facilities, bank 
stabilization and bridges.  To be considered "wild & 
scenic" a river must have at least one "outstandingly 
remarkable" natural, cultural or recreational value  
according to definitions laid out in federal law. 
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The Berkshire Comprehensive Eco-
nomic Development Strategy gets un-
der way. (See CEDS, page 5) 

Route 8 Corridor Access Management 
Study in Cheshire and Lanesborough. (See 
Transportation, page 3) 

The Town of Richmond Completes Its 
Community Development Plan. (See Pro-
jects, page 4)   
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K urt Gaertner, Director of Growth Manage-
ment at the Executive Office of Environ-

mental Affairs (EOEA), will be a special guest at 
the March 18th BRPC meeting.  He will be discuss-
ing the new Commonwealth Capital Initiative being 
launched by the Office for Commonwealth Devel-
opment.  Under the Initiative, beginning in FY 
2005, the Office for Commonwealth Development 
will ensure coordinated administration of state capi-
tal spending programs that affect development pat-
terns so that state spending represents an investment 
in both: 
 

▪ Projects that are consistent with the Common-
wealth’s sustainable development principles, and 

▪ Partnerships with municipalities that advance the 
Commonwealth interests reflected in those prin-
ciples. 

 

The Initiative will include a number of grant pro-
grams that municipalities rely upon, including: 
 

▪ Public Works Economic Development Program 
(EOTC) 

▪ Community Development Action Grant Program 
(DHCD) 

(Continued on page 2) 

EOEA Growth Director to Speak at BRPC 
on Commonwealth Capital Initiative 

2004 Kusik Award Nominations 
 

I t’s time to nominate your favorite person or organization for the 2004 Charles Kusik Award for Out-
standing Contributions to Land Use Planning Within Berkshire County!  The Charles Kusik Award was 
instituted to recognize projects, groups or individuals.  The past several award winners have included:  

Bob Race for his leadership in management and stewardship of Onota Lake and assisting lake preserva-
tion efforts across the County; the CDC of Southern Berkshire and the Southern Berkshire Housing Coali-
tion for leadership in housing issues; and Leslie-Reed Evans for her efforts in preserving the agricultural 
heritage and landscape of Berkshire County.  Employees, delegates and alternates to BRPC are not eligi-
ble for the award.  For nomination forms, contact BRPC or visit the website. 

BRPC Joins Westfield River Wild & 
Scenic Advisory Committee 

Portions of the Westfield River in Berk-
shire County, including tributaries like 
the Shaker Mill Brook in Becket (shown 
here),  have been designated as a National 
Wild and Scenic River.  



The Westfield River Wild & Scenic designated area. 

Westfield River (Continued from page 1) 

In 1993 the Westfield River was designated as a 
National Wild & Scenic River.  The Wild & Sce-
nic designation is meant to encourage owners, re-
gional groups, citizens and all levels of govern-
ment to act as stewards by promoting and protect-
ing the river.   
 

Outstanding resources include cold water fisheries, 
recreational amenities, historic resources, historic 
villages, unique geologic features, rare and endan-
gered species and biodiversity habitat as well as be-
ing one of the largest roadless wilderness areas re-
maining in Massachusetts.  The nationally desig-
nated “wild & scenic” portions of the Westfield 
River include corridors that stretch for 43.4 miles 
along the East Branch, Middle Branch and West 
Branch of the Westfield River in Cummington, 
Chesterfield, Worthington, Middlefield, Becket and 
Chester.  In 2002, following the requests of local 
communities, former Governor Swift petitioned 
Secretary of the Interior Gale Norton to designate 
34.8 additional miles of the Westfield River as wild 
& scenic, including segments of stream in Becket, 
Savoy, Washington, and Windsor. 
 

The Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory 
Committee is composed of representatives of the 
towns of Becket, Chesterfield, Cummington, 
Huntington, Middlefield, Savoy, Washington, 
Windsor, and Worthington as well as the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetts, the National Park 
Service, Pioneer Valley Planning Commission, 
The Trustees of Reservations and the Westfield 
River Watershed Association. Representatives are 
appointed by local elected officials, the Common-
wealth or appropriate authorities in the organiza-
tions they represent. 
 

The role of BRPC as stated within a Memorandum 
of Agreement is to assist the municipalities in 
meeting their responsibilities under the Memoran-
dum.  This is expected to include enforcing the 
Wetlands Protection Act, the Rivers Protection 
Act, and any applicable river protection bylaws, 
and applying for federal or state grant funds.  Staff 
member Melissa Jette has been appointed as the 
Representative from BRPC to the Advisory Com-
mittee.  Gale LaBelle, Becket, has been appointed 
as the Alternate from BRPC to the Advisory Com-
mittee.  Contact: Melissa Jette 

Commonwealth Capital Initiative (Continued from page 1) 

▪ Transit Node Grant Program (DHCD) 
▪ Off-Street Parking Program (A&F) 
▪ State Revolving Fund (EOEA-DEP) 
▪ DEP Brownfields Funding (EOEA-DEP) 
▪ Self-Help Program (EOEA) 
▪ Urban Self-Help Program (EOEA) 
▪ Agricultural Preservation Restriction Program 

(EOEA-DAR) 
▪ Other Land Protection Programs (EOEA-DCR, 

DFG) 
▪ Energy Conservation Incentive Program (DOER) 
 

Project proposals will be evaluated using program-
specific criteria, as they have in the past in many 
cases.  However, they will also be evaluated accord-
ing to municipal policy criteria related to overall 
use of a municipality’s powers to promote sustain-
able development and, in particular, to address four 
major Commonwealth interests: 
 

▪ Redevelopment of previously developed areas 
▪ Housing production 
▪ Protection of farms, forests, and other open space 
▪ Drinking water supply protection 
 

A municipality’s demonstrated commitment to 
planning, through development of various types of 
plans and planning initiatives, will be an important 
evaluation component. 
 

Urge your municipality’s delegate and alternate to 
attend the Commission meeting in order to better 
understand this initiative and to be able to ask ques-
tions and provide comments to Mr. Gaertner.  Other 
municipal officials are certainly welcome to attend 
also.  Contact: Executive Director Nat Karns 
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ries, but there have been no fatalities. The most frequently reported types 
of accidents are angle (28%) and rear-end (24%), which, in general, are 
attributable to intersections and conflicts with private driveways.  
 

Access management strategies 
This study is evaluating several possible strategies to mitigate ex-
isting problems related to driveways and to manage future devel-
opments so that they have minimal impact on through traffic on 
the main road. These strategies include: 
▪ Acquisition of land or access rights: Land parcels are being ana-

lyzed with respect to their size, location, and present development 
in the neighborhood. Particular attention is being paid to land par-
cels between Route 8 and Ashuwilticook multi-use trail.  If the 
analysis reveals that future development of any of these parcels 
would adversely impact the capacity and safety of the main road, 
such land will be considered for outright acquisition and preser-
vation, or acquisition of access rights along the Route 8 frontage. 

▪ Zoning bylaws: Existing bylaws can be updated to include lan-
guage regulating the number, placement and layout of 
 driveways. 

▪ Curb-cut consolidation: The feasibility of several parcels  shar-
ing a common driveway is being analyzed.  

▪ Access through secondary roads: Along much of the corridor, 
there are secondary (low volume) roads that closely parallel 
Route 8.  As such, access to some land parcels can be provided 
through these roads.  

▪ Driveway spacing: This study recommends that the location of 
future driveways comply with AASHTO’s minimum driveway 
spacing guidelines.  

▪ Driveways per parcel: The conformity of existing driveways with 
FHWA guidelines is being checked. This study may recommend 
consolidation or closure of some driveways that do not meet 
FHWA warrants; moreover, permits for future driveways should 
be issued only after checking their compliance with FHWA stan-
dards. 

 

The findings of this study will be presented to towns of Lanesbor-
ough and Cheshire. In addition, BRPC plans to hold public meetings 
in the study area to discuss these proposals. BRPC expects to finalize 
the Access Management Plan and implement the proposals before 
the end of current federal fiscal year (September 30, 2004).  Contact: 
Andrew Lenton 

Route 8 Corridor Access Management Study in 
Cheshire and Lanesborough 
 

The Berkshire Regional Planning Commission (BRPC) is in the 
process of developing a set of corridor access management strategies 
to preserve capacity of the Route 8 corridor between Berkshire Mall 
Drive in Lanesborough and Lanesborough Road in Cheshire. Route 
8 is a major highway connecting the northern Berkshires and Pitts-
field. It is not uncommon to see traffic stopped due to left turn move-
ments onto private driveways.  Motorists complain of lower speeds 
along this section of the highway, which is posted for 50 mph.  There 
is potential for additional roadside development, which could further 
impede speeds and compromise safety if not properly managed. 
 

The objectives of this study include: 
▪ Identify land parcels for acquisition to prevent future roadside 

developments with emphasis on the narrow strip of land be-
tween Route 8 and the Ashuwilticook multi-use trail;  

▪ Improve and consolidate existing driveways to reduce vehicu-
lar conflicts; 

▪ Identify high accident locations and propose countermeasures; and  
▪ Revise zoning bylaws, if necessary. 
 

Intersections and driveways 
There are 22 intersections and 88 private driveways within the 5.4-mile 
study area. Three intersections are controlled by traffic signals. The ma-
jority of the driveways are located on the east side of the main road. 
About 50 percent of the driveways provide access to residential parcels, 
whereas others provide access to commercial and retail developments.  
 

Several parcels have multiple access driveways, which exceed the 
Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) guidelines pertaining 
to maximum number of driveways allowed per parcel.  Another 
observation is the closely located driveways along the main road. 
About 50 percent of the driveways on the east side of Route 8 are 
spaced 150 feet apart or less, whereas 50 percent of the driveways 
on the west side are 200 feet apart or less. The America Association 
of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) suggests 
a minimum spacing of 425 feet between driveways located along a 
50-mph arterial. The road segments at the northern and southern 
ends of the corridor have the highest concentration of driveways.  
 

Accidents 
A total of 104 accidents have occurred within the study area from 1997 
to 1999. Forty-three accidents (i.e., 43%) have resulted in personal inju-

▪ In February, the U.S. Senate passed its version of a bill to reauthorize federal transportation spending for the next six years.  
Known as SAFETEA (Safe, Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation Equity), the bill would authorize roughly $312 
billion, an increase of $1 billion over the previous six-year authorization.  Under this bill, every state would get an increase 
in transportation funding, although some states, including Massachusetts, would get bigger increases than others.  This 
would bring more road and transit improvements to the Berkshires than has been the case in recent years, and would in-
crease regional transportation planning resources as well.  The House of Representatives is still working on its version, 
which would provide even more money than the Senate version.  That bill is expected to be voted on in July.  The President 
has promised to veto both bills due to the cost. 

 

• Two major transportation studies are getting under way in Pittsfield, both of which will produce plans leading to implementa-
tion.  These two studies are part of a larger effort to improve regional north-south mobility. The first one, led by the City of 
Pittsfield, with technical support from BRPC, is the Downtown Pittsfield Circulation Study, which will seek context-sensitive 
solutions to the problems experienced by and caused by traffic in the downtown.   The other study is the South Street Alter-
natives Study, which will be led by BRPC.  It will produce alternatives to the physical constraints of South Street to mitigate 
the impacts of anticipated development in the southwest section of the city.   
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TRANSPORTATION UPDATE 



Town of Richmond Completes Community De-
velopment Plan  
 
The Town of Richmond recently adopted its Com-
munity Development Plan (CDP).  Richmond is the 
fourth town in the region to complete its CDP.  The 
Town’s Planning Board directed the planning ef-
forts over the course of the past two years.  The 
process included an initial town wide survey, a se-
ries of public meetings that focused on the topic ar-
eas of housing, transportation, natural resource pro-
tection and economic development and finally re-
view and approval of the plan. 
 
One of the key issues that emerged through the 
CDP process was water quality  and public health 
concerns related to Richmond Pond.   A primary fo-
cus of the Community Development Plan was docu-
menting the need for a Sanitary Sewer System in 
the Richmond Shores area to prevent water quality 
degradation in Richmond Pond.  This need resulted 
in an application to the Massachusetts Department 
of Environmental Protection Clean Water State Re-
volving Fund for funding the design and extension 
of a sanitary sewer system from a neighboring in-
dustrial site in Pittsfield to the Richmond Shores 
area.  Recently, the Town was notified that the 
Richmond Shores Sewer Extension Project was 
placed on the State’s Intended Use Plan and would 
be eligible to apply  for a low-interest loan, of ap-
proximately $2.5 million. The project, if ultimately 
implemented, will extend sanitary sewer services to 
approximately 140 homes around Richmond Pond. 
 

Through its transportation planning efforts 
Richmond became the first town in the region 
to formally adopt an Official Map. The Offi-
cial Map provides the legal basis for deter-
mining ownership and maintenance responsi-
bilities of local roadways. It is also a valuable 
tool for Planning Boards when making land 
use decisions. The town also used a portion of 
its CDP funds to develop outreach materials 
that  provide detailed information on the 
Town’s recently adopted Home-Based Busi-
ness and Accessory Use Apartment By-Laws.  
Contact: Bryan Boeskin 
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Programs, Projects and Grants 
USDA Funding for Massachusetts Agriculture 
Increases By 65% 
Massachusetts farmers and other landowners are 
encouraged to apply for nearly $12.5 million in 
federal funding for conservation programs allo-
cated by the US Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) for Massachusetts this fiscal year, a 65% 
increase over last year. The programs are adminis-
tered by the Natural Resources Conservation Ser-
vice (NRSC) in Pittsfield.  

With financial and technical assistance from 
NRCS, farmers and other landowners will continue 
to protect prime farmland, address resource con-
cerns on farmland, promote environmental quality, 
address challenges in water quality and quantity,  
and protect valuable wetland ecosystems and wild-
life habitat on private lands.  

 “Now that these funds have been allocated, our 
field offices can begin writing contracts with local 
farmers,” said State Conservationist Cecil B. Cur-
rin. “These contracts will help ease the existing 
backlog in these popular programs.”  

The programs from which funding is available are 
the Environmental Quality Incentives Program, the 
Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program, the 
Wetlands Reserve Program and the Grasslands Re-
serve Program.  Program funds can be used for the 
purchase of development rights of farmland, as 
well as for projects to protect the environment.  For 
more information visit the Massachusetts NRCS 
website at www.ma.nrcs.usda.gov, or call 443-
1776. Contact: Lauren Gaherty 

Term of the Month 

ITS (Intelligent Transportation Systems) 
 

This term refers to a wide range of new technologies that 
can be used to improve traffic flow and provide real-time 
information to drivers and transit passengers.  ITS in-
cludes signal control systems that automatically adjust 
signal timing to actual traffic conditions, centralized traffic 
control centers, variable message highway information 
signs, in-vehicle navigation aids, and “next bus” indicators 
at transit shelters, to name but a few.  ITS is seen as a 
way to reduce traffic congestion without widening or build-
ing new roads.   
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Berkshire Work Force: Residents & Commuters  

1 Fenn Street, Suite 201, Pittsfield, MA 01201-6207    Ph: (413) 442-1521    Fax: (413) 442-1523 

ANOTHER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVE? 
 

Over the next few months a group of people representing 
a wide swath of interests and organizations will meet in 
committee to develop a Comprehensive Economic 
Development Strategy (CEDS) for Berkshire County, 
following guidelines of the federal Economic 
Development Administration (EDA).   
 

This effort will dovetail with a resurgence of interest in 
improving economic conditions in regions across the state 
coming from several directions: from Regional 
Competitiveness Councils convened by Governor 
Romney, to the Northern Tier Study spearheaded by 
Congressmen Olver focusing on the economic situation of 
a “northwestern” strip of communities from Gardner to 
Williamstown along Route 2, to Mayor Ruberto’s “Jobs 
for Pittsfield” initiative. 
 

Key partners in the CEDS process are represented in the 
box at right below.  The 2004 CEDS Committee, chaired 
by Richard Vinette (Director of the Lee Community 
Development Corporation), will draw upon 
representatives of the key groups noted and local 
government, business, industry, finance, agriculture, 
workforce and labor organizations, neighborhood and 
downtown groups.  At the Committee table will be a 
diverse group of men and women whose perspective on 
the region can enrich the discussion of strategies and 
goals to create jobs, strengthen the regional economy, and 
improve living conditions in the Berkshires. BRPC will 
provide staff support and the CEDS document -- outlining 
regional priorities and an Action Plan -- will be submitted 
to EDA for approval in June of this year. 
 

An online “Summary of EDA Investment Awards” from 
February to October, 2003 lists numerous projects in New 
England selected to receive funding including:  

•    an investment grant of $258,0000 to construct the 
Holyoke Latino Professional Business Center; 

•    $501,360 from EDA to make improvements in a 
water supply system serving two towns in rural 
Maine; 

•    $432,840 to supplement funding for construction 
of infrastructure for the Fairfield (Maine) Biotech 
Park and Research facility; 

•    $44,000 to prepare a structural analysis and 
feasibility study regarding the possible reuse of 
three industrial facilities in downtown New 
Haven (CT). 

WHY NOT?   
To maintain eligibility to submit projects for funding 
consideration the EDA requires that a region have: 

•    A continuous economic development planning 
Process; 

•    A CEDS Committee representing the entire 
region and diverse in its members’ backgrounds 
and interests; 

•    A Document detailing the Committee’s planning 
process with annual updates as the Committee 
evaluates regional priorities and actions. 

 

Though this region compiled an Overall Economic 
Development Program in 1993 (predecessor to the CEDS) 
and its first CEDS in 2001, staying the course has been 
problematic.  Few funds exist to support the Committee’s 
work on an ongoing basis and to keep the many varied 
strands of economic development planning together: 
developing projects; assessing feasibility, financing, and 
infrastructure; working with and coordinating on projects 
with other agencies (ex. Berkshire County Regional 
Employment Board on workforce needs).  Many (perhaps 
50 or so) public and private individuals and organizations 

(Continued on page 2) 
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Berkshire Economic Development: CEDS, 2004 
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No Berkshire County projects were eligible for 
consideration by EDA for investment funds in 2003 – or 
have been for the past decade since the South Mountain 
Technology Park (now Gordon Rose Tech Park) on Dan 
Fox Drive in Pittsfield received EDA development 
funding in 1993/4).   

Key Regional Economic Development Groups

Berkshire 
CEDS Committee 

2004

Evaluates Regional 
Needs and Prioritizes 

Projects

Berkshire 
Chamber

Of Commerce

Markets the Region 
and  Advocates for 

Business

Berkshire County
Regional 

Employment Board

Leads Workforce 
Development and 
Training in Region

Berkshire Regional 
Planning 

Commission

Prepares and 
Implements Plans for 

the Region and its 
Communities

Berkshire Regional
Competitiveness

Council

Sets Direction for
Regional Economic

Development

Municipal Government
Adams, North Adams, Pittsfield, 
etc.

Implementors
Berkshire Enterprises, 
Plastics Network, BATC, 
Berkshire Housing 
Development Corp, etc.

Nonprofit  & Quasi-Gov’t. 
Organizations
CDC’s, PERC, PEDA, 
MASS MoCA, etc.
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What areas in Berkshire County are eligible 
for project funding from EDA? 
 

NORTH ADAMS   ADAMS    FLORIDA  
PITTSFIELD (SEVERAL TRACTS)  

at the community, regional, and state level are part of the 
mosaic involved in economic development activity in the 
Berkshire region – each operating with its own mission 
and goals.   
 

While great starts, neither the Program in 1993 or the 
Strategy in 2001 underwent an annual update (as required 
by EDA) by a regional Committee as part of a 
“continuous” process.   
 

THAT IS ABOUT TO CHANGE. 
The 2004 CEDS Committee is 
committed to jump this hurdle because 
the region can no longer afford to miss 
out on funding opportunities at any 
level from any sources.  Failing to 
maintain the process of strategic 
planning for regional economic development is  — 
and has been — a costly mistake.   
 

As state funding is increasingly pinched by an 
uncertain economy and communities struggle to 
maintain vital services, resources for development 
will be ever more cautiously doled out and 
distributed.   They will be targeted to well-thought-
out priority projects backed by regional consensus and a 
demonstrated ability to carry them out and follow through 
on a regional Action Plan.    
 

The Berkshire region must have a singular focus to get its 
priority projects on the table for funding.  To do this will 
require a multi-partner CEDS Committee: a cohesion of 
economic development interests and regional stakeholders 
working from consensus on regional goals according to 
an Action Plan, prioritizing projects for implementation 
and linking public and private investment with 
opportunities.    

HOW WILL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
GET  INTO THE CEDS ACTION PLAN? 
 
Regional communities which participated in the 
Community Development Plan (Executive Order 418) 
process over the past two years have an array of ideas and 
plans to direct and manage development in their 
communities.  Community-defined potential economic 
development projects range from  

• redevelopment and rehabilitation of 
former mills or other industrial sites to  

• agricultural pursuits and preservation 
of farming,  

• village and downtown improvements, or 
commercial infill 

• business assistance geared to micro-enterprises,  
• establishing a site selection database. 

 
These, as well as infrastructure projects identified in some 
communities to improve water, sewer, or 
telecommunications capabilities, and a major interest in 
housing rehabilitation region-wide provide a base of 
community ideas and projects for development.   
 

In October, 2003, the CDP 
team met with a broad group 
of potential regional partners 
to discuss implementation of 

these projects: Berkshire Housing Development 
Corporation, Berkshire Grown, Berkshire Enterprises, 
Construct, and the region’s Community Development 
Corporations and representatives of municipal community 
development offices.   
 

These projects, initiated at the grassroots level, form a 
core of economic and community development activity 
responsive to community and regional needs -- the base 
on which a comprehensive  regional strategy can be 
formulated.   
 

Community-based economic development initiatives 
include projects identified by PEDA for  redevelopment 
of the GE site, considered a regional priority for 
economic development in the 2001 CEDS, or by other of 
the region’s CDC’s, or other non-profits.   Project 
proposals are also likely to come from  the new “Jobs for 
Pittsfield” task force in addition to the community-
defined projects culminating from Executive Order 418 
funding of Community Development Planning (economic 
development, housing, and transportation-related) in 24 of 
the region’s 32 communities.   
 

The CEDS process will provide the framework for 
consideration of these and other local and regional 
projects, and coordination of expertise and resources from  

WHERE ARE WE NOW? 
Indicators of Regional Economic Prosperity and  

Community Well-Being.  

Income & Poverty Indicators Status Trend
Household Income (2000) $39,047 Falling further from MA level
Family Income (2000) $50,162 Falling further from MA level
Per Capita Income (2000) $21,807 Only 84% of MA per capita income
Households in Poverty 5,688 Increasing share of all households

WHO CAN APPLY FOR EDA ASSISTANCE? 
• Units of state and local government 
• Public and private non-profits in cooperation with local gov-

ernment with jurisdiction over the project area 

Population Indicators Status  Trend (vs. MA, US)
Diversity (Race & Ethnicity) 5.9% Current %; far below MA & US levels
Population Stability (1990-2000) -3.2% Only MA region still in decline
    Population < 18 -4.9% Shrinking; MA & US growing
    19 to 44 years -17.0% Key workforce cohort: sharp decline
    65 and over (total) 18% Current share; sharply above MA & US
    85+ +27% Significant growth in share   
  Births -27% Drop from 1990
   Net Migration (2000-02) -500 Continuing negative trend
Median Age 40.5 10% higher than MA and US



 
the region to move them forward by priority.  The 
Committee deliberations and consensus are designed to 
promote funding partnerships enabling projects to attract 
funding from sources both public and private, at the local, 
regional, state, and federal EDA level (if eligible).   
 
The CEDS Committee, working in concert with the 
regional partners noted, will have the specific 
responsibility of establishing a prioritized list of key 
physical projects, and an Action Plan and timeframe for 
implementation.   The Committee will oversee projects 
through appropriate preliminary stages, guiding projects 
(as necessary) from concept to feasibility and financial 
assessments into full development.  The Berkshire CEDS 
Committee will utilize the expertise, analysis, and 
partnership opportunities of regional stakeholders to forge 
a vision of where the region wants to be in the future and 
what it will take to get there.  ٱ 
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CEDS 2001 GOALS  — STILL ON TARGET? 
 
An important role that the 2004 CEDS Committee will take on is reevaluating the goals set in 2001 and refocusing the region’s 
Vision: where we want to be in the next 10 to 20 years.  Check out the following 6 goals: 
 
Goal 1: Maintain, strengthen, and expand economic base industries in the region, especially manufacturing, and new technology 
businesses or industries. 
 
Goal 2: Promote and expand workforce development strategies to meet the needs of industries and businesses and to offer diverse 
and increased opportunities to the workforce. 
 
Goal 3: Increase regional capacity for strategic planning and problem-solving, and for developing partnerships and linkages to 
develop strategies to meet a wide variety of needs. 
 
Goal 4: Improve the region’s economic competitiveness through site and building development and reuse, and through targeted 
infrastructure improvements. 
 
Goal 5: Provide adequate/expanded financial support and develop management capacity for a full range of economic development 
activities from incubator businesses to established industries to promote continuous innovation and expansion. 
 
Goal 6: Strengthen and expand growing regional economic cooperation to serve as the foundation for successful internal and 
external marketing and outreach. 

Workforce Indicators Status Trend
High School Graduate or above (2000) 85% On target with state level
College or Professional Degree (2000) 26% Higher, but further below state rate
Labor Force (2002, DET) 69,022 Increasing from 1990 level
Unemployment Rate, 2003* 4.9% Lower than MA rate, but also increasing

*Annual Average -- Not Seasonally Adjusted

What Types of Projects are funded by EDA? 
 
Projects that will create and retain private-sector jobs and 
leverage public and private investment in distressed areas. 
 
• Planning and technical assistance to build local capacity for 

economic development programs, including  
•       initial capital for Revolving Loan Funds, 
•       grants for feasibility studies   

• Public works and development facilities to support indus-
trial, commercial, and technology-based employment in eli-
gible areas experiencing significant economic distress. 

 
Eligibility for project funding from the EDA requires that the 
project area meet one of two conditions related to unemployment 
rate or  per capita income compared to the national average.   

  Economic Indicators Status Trend
Job Gains (1990-2000) 1% Lowest rate in MA
Real Wage & Salary Gains (1990-2000) 6% 15th of 16 MA SDA's* 
Average Annual Wages & Salaries (2000) $31,277 12th of 16; Losing ground 1985-2000
% Growth in Exports (among MSA's 1993-99) 184% Ranked 22nd; far outperforming region's size
Workers Commuting In/Out region (1990-2000) -9.4% Ratio of in-commuting dropped from1990

* SDA: Service Delivery Area: Berkshire County



Clearinghouse Reviews 
 

The following comments were submitted under the di-
rection of the Clearinghouse Review Committee be-
tween December 12 and February 4, 2004. 
 
• Bousquet (Pittsfield).  Water Withdrawal Permit and 

ENF comments submitted Jan. 7, 2004. 
 
• BFI Waste Transfer Station (Pittsfield).  ENF com-

ments submitted Jan. 7, 2004. 
 
• Silver Maple (Dalton).  Sewer extension comments 

submitted Dec. 31, 2003. 
 
• Reconstruction of Berkshire Mall Road 

(Lanesborough).  ENF comments submitted Jan. 
27, 2004. 

 
• Stockbridge Road (Lee).  Sewer extension permit 

comments submitted Feb. 9, 2004. 
 
• Tower Ventures II (Hinsdale).  ENF comments sub-

mitted Feb. 9, 2004.  
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BRPConnections 
Web Site                        www.berkshireplanning.org 
Electronic Mail          BRPC@berkshireplanning.org 
Chair                                   Samuel Haupt 
Executive Director              Nathaniel W. Karns, AICP  
Assistant Director               Thomas Matuszko, AICP 
Transportation Manager     Andrew Lenton 
Senior Planners                  Joellyn Warren 
                                           Bryan Boeskin  
                                           Lauren Gaherty 
Planner                               Melissa Jette 
Traffic Planner                    Ravindra Wijesundera 
GIS Coordinator                 Mark Maloy 
Associate Planners             Pete Falcier 
                                           Leigh Anne Adams 
Planning Associate             Kate McNulty-Vaughan 
Bookkeeper                        Carolyn LeBlanc 
Secretary                            Debbie Polito 
Office Administrator            Joyce McGuire 
Planning Interns                 Sari Calame 
                                           Ben McCrary         

     Date                                             CALENDAR OF EVENTS  
  

 Wed—March 3—Executive Committee meeting—BRPC offices— 3:30 PM 
Thurs—March 18—Full Commission meeting—BRPC offices— 7:30 PM 
Wed—April 7—Executive Committee meeting—BRPC offices—3:30 PM 


