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PROCEEDI NGS

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Good eveni ng,
everybody. Wl cone to the Stoneham Board of
Appeal s.

Are we ready to go? | see a red light; |
t hi nk that neans --

MR SULLI VAN: We're on.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: No. W' re not on the
air.

Good eveni ng, everybody, once again, and
wel come to the Stoneham Board of Appeal s.

Toni ght we are conveni ng the conprehensive
permt continuance of a previous hearing on 170
Franklin Street, the Wiss Farm project.

Before we get started, | think we're going
to be seeing everybody agai n next week.

Is that the 28th?

MR Cl CATELLI: 28th, M. Chairnman.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Al right.

And we probably ought to -- as long as
everybody' s Novenber schedul es are w de open right
now, we probably ought to nail down sone of the
dates i n Novenber.

You know, initially, I -- 1 was thinking
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that -- perhaps too anbitiously -- maybe doing three
nmeeti ngs next nonth. | guess, you know, one thought
| had was that we're neeting this week and next
week. It seens to nme that, you know, nuch as we
| i ke seeing each ot her, naybe -- nmaybe giving
everybody a week off, night off mght not be the
wor st thing that coul d happen, and | ook at the
foll owm ng week -- that would be Veterans Day week --
and | ook at either the 10th or the 12th that week.

Is there any -- is there anything that
woul d sl ow us down? Both good? No school the next
day after -- if you pick the 10th.

Does the 10th make sense to everybody?

MS. ROONEY: 10th would be better.

MR WTTEN. 12th would be better for ne,
Cathy. But I'll defer to --

MS. ROONEY: Ckay. No. That's fine.

MR WTTEN. | have a conflict on the 10t h.
That's all.

MR SULLIVAN: | have a conflict on the
11t h. Veterans Day.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Good. Good. As do we
all.

So 12t h going once. 12th going tw ce.
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Everybody good with the 12th? Al right.
Say no nore. The 12th it is. Thursday the 12th.

MR ROTONDI: That's the first in Novenber.

MR Cl CATELLI: M. Chairman, do you know
what the subject mght be? O do you want to see
what happens this eveni ng?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  You know, |'m guessi ng
that there is going to be a fair anmount of
di scussion of water. W can be nore specific. You
know, | recognize that, you know, the -- tonight we
may -- | was thinking that we woul d probably start
wth the architecture and | andscapi ng and end wth
the traffic. And, you know, there may be a few
Issues related to the traffic that mght require
sone further neeting.

But | would -- | would guess that we m ght
be | ooking at, you know, probably nore specific.
We'll let you know. Next week we'll see how we do.

And t hen, again before anybody | eaves, the
followm ng week, that's a full week. No Thanksgi vi ng
t hat week.

MR SULLI VAN: W have our regul ar neeti ng.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  We've got the regul ar
nmeeting on the 19th. The 18th and 17th may be w de
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open for sonebody.

Does anybody have a conflict with either of
t hose days?

MR. ENGLER: | have hearings both those
ni ghts, but I'mnot critical.

MR. ROTONDI: What date is the --

CHAI RVAN SALZTZMAN: We woul d mi ss you

sonething terribly, M. Engler, if you can't be

her e.
MR MAHONEY: |'msure we can find an
Engler to fill in.
MR. SHULMAN. Two other towns, that's why.
MR, ROTONDI: |Is that Wdnesday and
Thur sday?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Tuesday and Wednesday,
yes. That would be the 17th and 18t h.

MR, ROTONDI: Ckay. Because | think --

MS. ROONEY: Bob, the 18th woul d be better.
Jon has a conflict on the 17th.

MR WTTEN. | have a conflict,
M. Chairman, on the 17th. The 18th woul d be fi ne.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  The 18th, the
Wednesday?

MR, ROTONDI : 18th?
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CHAl RVMAN SALTZMAN: 18t h, yep.

MR. ROTONDI: That's two.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Menbers of the Board
maybe can find cots here, and -- we're here on the
18t h and the 19t h.

MR. ROTONDI: And the 19t h?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Yes, we have --

MR, SULLI VAN Regul ar neeti ngs.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  -- regul ar neeting.

MR ROTONDI: Al right.

Much |i ke next week we have Wdnesday and
Thur sday.

MR, SULLI VAN.  Who's paying for overtinme?

MR. ROTONDI : Yeah.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And the only other
t hi ng woul d be, just thinking about it now, the
Thanksgi vi ng week m ght be a week we just keep open
and -- and obviously we woul dn't be expecting
anybody to cone up here on Wednesday that week. And
it seens to ne that, you know, we m ght get enough
acconplished on the other two neetings that, you
know, if they run a little extra, well, then they
run a little extra, but you get a week.

So there is a week at the begi nning, and
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then a week toward the end, and then |I woul d expect

the fun wll resune the week after Thanksgi vi ng.
The -- one thing | noticed is that we did
not get a response to M. Houston's report. | know

there were a few things that he was asking for in
the -- sone additional information.

MR. Cl CATELLI: That's forthcom ng,

M. Chairman. And our understanding is that we'l|
be di scussing that next week.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah. That's
absolutely fine. | just --

MR, Cl CATELLI: W are working --

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Just a gentl e rem nder.

MR, Cl CATELLI: Yeah. W are working on
t hat .

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: | didn't -- 1 didn't
want to | eave here tonight and not have nenti oned
it.

There were -- I'mtrying to think, are
we -- just one other thing, and I don't know the
answer to this question, which is why |'masking it.
We all said as far as noney for everybody, the
consul tants, the stenographer, everybody --

MR Cl CATELLI: Yes. W just delivered
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anot her check to Cathy. It was a couple of weeks
ago.

M5. ROONEY: Yes. W' re good.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  We're good? Al right.

MR Cl CATELLI: M. Chairman --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  On behal f of the Board,
t hank you.

MR, Cl CATELLI: -- we delivered, as per
your request, M. Mhoney delivered this evening the
original plans that you had requested, | believe.
Cat hy received themthis evening.

CHAI RVAN SALZTZMAN: Are these thenf

MR C CATELLI: Yes. Yes.

MR. MAHONEY: Those are just plans that we
talked on the -- | think it was the 19th or --

MR Cl CATELLI: Yes.

MR MAHONEY: Early Septenber we talked
about updating the plans to reflect the state
directive for three-bedroomunits.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN:  Right. Ckay.

MR MAHONEY: So that's what these pl ans
do. Again, just building floor plan changes.
Not hi ng el se.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. Does anybody
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have anything el se before we -- we start? 1|Is there
any -- is there anything else, M. Wtten?

VMR W TTEN: No, M. Chairman.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

Menbers of the Board?

MR, Cl CATELLI: M. Chairnan, if we may,
the -- the letter fromM. D rk, as you know, we
didn't receive that until this norning. So we're
not -- we don't have all the information that's
bei ng requested. But what | would like, if
possi ble, we do have John Diaz fromGPI. He could
give a very, very brief presentation with the
understanding that that information wll be
f ort hcom ng.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And on that score, you
know, when | said that we're not done with the
traffic, that was -- that was part of it, you know,
is that | realize that, you know, a full -- a
full-fl edged response woul d probably be in order,
and we didn't expect you to get one --

MR Cl CATELLI: Certainly.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  -- on the tinme franme
t hat you had avail abl e.

MR, Cl CATELLI: But with your perm ssion,
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that will be very, very brief.

And then we can have Steve Cecil deal wth
| andscapi ng and massing. He is an architect, and he
has a presentation for the Board that addresses sone
of your prior comments.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: So -- that's fine. The
only thing is that we're -- we're -- are you queued
up to do the --

MR Cl CATELLI : ' msorry.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Does it make sense to
do the architecture and | andscaping first?

MR, ClI CATELLI: That's fine.

MR. ROTUNDI: |I've just got one question
her e.

Wien was that letter sent that you tal ked
about with the traffic? You didn't get a response
until today?

MR Cl CATELLI: W received it this
nor ni ng, around 10: 00, | think.

MR. ROTUNDI: When did you send it out?

MR MAHONEY: It was in response to our
subm ssion from-- just prior to the last -- | ast
heari ng.

MR. Cl CATELLI : | believe M. Dirk had the
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| etter done | ast week, but it --

MR, ROTONDI : And what was the probl emthat
they waited -- that we waited so long to answer the
letter?

MR WTTEN. | can explain, M. Chairman.

| received it fromM. Dirk on Friday and
didn't realize that | had it until M. D rk rem nded
nme that he sent it on Friday today. So M. Dirk
then i medi ately sent the material to the Applicant.

So if there is any blane to go around, it's
on me for not having found it in ny inbox.

MR ROTONDI: Ckay. That's all | wanted to
know.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  All right.

MR, ROTONDI: They got it out in tinme.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Al right.

So M. Cicatelli.

MR ClI CATELLI: So Steve Cecil wll be
di scussing --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Sur e.

MR Cl CATELLI: -- the presentation before
you.

MR CECIL: So there were a nunber of
questions and di scussi on about what the -- what the
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views of the project would be. The last tine | was
in -- before you, the -- we had a series of views
and tal ked about the massing and how it's organi zed.

So in response to the questions, what we've
done is an analysis by taking a | ook at the views
fromthe perineter around the project and the sites,
and -- and nodeled themw th three-di nensi onal
conput er nodeling that we have and -- and vi ews that
we had avail able from the surroundi ng areas.

And so it's a pretty interesting
evaluation. Again, | think the -- the benefits of
this site that we have been di scussing have to do
wth the degree to which -- and you can see the
perineter area there -- that it's either up against
a public street or it has significant open space
set backs that are associated with those areas.

So one of the things that we do -- and
we' ve al so pointed out sonething that's not obvi ous,
necessarily, by just |ooking at the plan, is that
there is quite a bit of topography, |evel changes
across. So one of the things that we've done is
we've taken the -- | think this works -- what we've
taken -- here's the perineter of the site and the

surroundi ng areas. Wat we've done is taken from
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each one of the street ends that -- and i nmagi ned
oursel ves at the properties and along the street, as
wel |l along Franklin Street, views of the site and

t he devel opnent that would occur. And we have two
cross sections that we created to show what sone of
the basic rel ati onshi ps are.

So again, if we take a | ook at a cross
section where on the left-hand side you see Franklin
Street -- so the cross section sort of looking this
way, and we're cutting across the site this way --
what you find is that sone of the -- here's --
here's Franklin Street, for exanple, here. There is
about a four- and five-story apartnent buil ding just
on the crest of the hill just to the other side of
Franklin Street. This is where the townhouses woul d
be. And you can see there is -- and |'m sure the
wet | ands and t he wat erways around here define kind
of a lower |evel so that the buil dings that woul d
conpose the -- the central portions of the
devel opnent would be here with their courtyards, and
then the hillside clinbs back up to Ell en Road.

So you get a sense, we have sone of the
el evati ons of what the tops of those buil di ngs and

what sone of the spaces woul d be as a reference
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poi nt .

Then what we did is we took another cross
section, and this is looking in the -- kind of in
t he other direction, where Beacon Street is on the
| eft-hand side. Beacon Street is up around an
elevation -- relative elevation of 203 feet. W see
that the el evations of the surroundi ng buil di ngs
are, again, that's kind of the ground | evel
elevation in the | ow 200, 215. The tops of these
bui | di ngs vary -- 235, 239, 230, 210 -- and are
scattered along the -- this area. And then again,
as you cone out to Franklin Street, these are the
existing -- the farm house and the edges of Franklin
Street.

So then what we did is we placed oursel ves
in an autonobile, and -- and the views that you
woul d get com ng down Franklin Street. And there is
a -- one spot, as we pointed out last tinme, this is
t he area where the -- Ms. Weiss and the farm woul d
be, so the building is going to be set back. But
there is an area here which is -- although it has
trees on the right-hand side, it is -- it opens up a
little bit as you | ook across the wetl ands.

So this is a sequence of views that are

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.
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headed down Franklin Street with the -- the houses
on the right-hand side. You' re comi ng down. There
Is quite a bit of overgrowth right next to the
roadway, but there is this one spot where you can
glinmpse through the trees back in towards the area
where the devel opnment woul d be.

Now | want to enphasi ze that the views that
we used here are taken from hi gher than what the --
what the vehicular -- what the notorist would
actually see. It's a canera that's nounted on top
of a vehicle, soit's alittle bit nore open and
generous than you would actually see if you were
wal king or driving. But it gives you a pretty good
sense of what would be invol ved.

And the thing about this approach is that
i medi ately if you pass -- pass that spot, the --
the hillside starts to change. There is kind of a
rise on the right-hand side, and this is where you
see back into the barn.

So the -- where the property is going to
remain there is really quite a strong buffer, and
you really won't see the devel opnment fromthose
angl es.

So, again, taking a look at it, the one
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spot that we could see, find where you woul d have a
bit of a view-- alittle slot view, we call it --
for a second is right in here, where you | ook over
the wetlands. And to the left-hand side you would
see -- and we have sone buffering there -- you would
see the edges of sonme of the buil dings facing you
and the townhouses. So that's the difference.
That's what you would see. That's the nost that you
woul d be able to see coming down the hill. The
ot her places it's obscured.

And that's the point that we've been naki ng
Is that we're set back quite a ways and there is an
edge of green that actually increases as we nobve
ahead.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: One | ook on that point.

Wul d there not be a driveway entering from
the road? No, not fromthis particular spot?

MR. MAHONEY: You're all the way --

MR Cl CATELLI: That's closer to Gerald,
M. Chai r man.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

MR CECIL: You're up here. So this is
where you're com ng down the hill -- of course you

can't see anything here. This is the nei ghborhood
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here. I1t's wooded, pretty -- pretty hilly. There
is alittle bit of a | ow spot where the wetl ands
opened up before all of this rises up and buffers
you. So there is one spot right in here -- again,
there is actually quite a bit --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: |Is that the punping
station area there?

MR, Cl CATELLI: Roughly where it is, yes.

MR CECIL: Yeah, roughly in there.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

MR CECIL: So, as | say, that's the spot
where we think that you'll be able to -- I'msorry.
"Il go back. W think you'll be able to glinpse it
for a second. Wile you're walking -- if you're
wal ki ng, maybe you'll see it for a little |onger,
but that's about it.

In terns of a different view that we were
asked to consider, this is a view from Franklin
Street. W had shown a view | ooking down into
the -- the entry drive where the townhouses are, so
we t ook anot her view com ng the other direction
along Franklin Street. And the thing about that
sequence, again, you can see the sequence on the --

as you cone down the hill, this is that -- that
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four- and five-story residential building that's by
the street, across the street fromthe project, and
it's -- and if you look at it our project is going
to be over on the left-hand side here, but it's
really conceal ed by the existing buildings and

| andscaping quite a ways until you hit the | ow spot
there right where the entrance to the -- the -- oh,
the -- there is a drive now.

And so that's the one that when we take a
| ook at that, this is the spot that it will open up
to the left. O course the devel opnent woul d
| argely be back in here. And this is why we've
| ocated t he townhouses set back fromthe street in
this | ocation, where the entrance woul d be.

Now, we've provided | andscaping, so it's
simlar to the residential buil dings and houses
al ong the edge of Franklin Street, and
deli berately -- we were really thoughtful about
turning the ends of the townhouses towards the
street, but that gives you a sense of what those
bui ldings will look like. That's what the
devel opnent will | ook |Iike as you're noving al ong
Franklin Street headed in that direction.

Now, this next view takes a | ook sort of at
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the top, fromthe top of the head hill here. There
Is -- this is Gerald Road up in here, and you can
cone to the end of Gerald Road -- and we put our
view point right -- right at the end of Geral d Road
at the point that is pretty nuch the cl osest you
can, right?

MR. MAHONEY: The closest. It sits down a
little.

MR CECIL: And it sits down, because the
roadway i s droppi ng down.

So what we did is we took a | ook through
between a few -- a couple of houses where there is
sone | andscaping. Now you'll see that there is sone
| andscapi ng here, but it drops off and -- into the
area that -- where the -- the |ow ands are, and we
have shown t hat.

So this is a -- kind of at the end of that
cul de sac where you see sone trees between the
houses. There are a few houses back in there, of
cour se.

MR. WANTMAN: There aren't any houses in
t here.

MR CECIL: This is a house right here.

MR. WANTMAN:  That's the only house there.
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MR. Cl CATELLI: Steve, just conti nue.

MR CECIL: So it's a single-famly house
street, and the idea here is that as we | ook through
there, you will see -- through the trees across that
open space you will see the -- the pieces, parts of
t he buil di ngs, the conplex, through that view. And
that's about -- that's several hundred feet away.

Ckay. Now we're at the top of the hill,
and we're going to take a | ook now fromthe views at
the top of the hill -- and I'"'mforgetting the nane
of the street.

MR, Cl CATELLI : El |l en.

MR CECIL: It's Ellen Street. That's
ri ght.

MR Cl CATELLI: EIlen Road.

MR CECIL: Ellen Road.

The thing about this is that the -- you
really can't see nuch in between the houses fromthe
street. You can see a little bit, but we've been
t hought ful about the fact that if you lived in one
of these houses and you were | ooking out from let's
say, the second floor, that's the view that you
woul d be npbst sensitive to.

Normal | y when we do view i npacts, we focus
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on the views frompublic places. But we recognize
that it's inmportant to understand what the

nei ghbor -- what the nei ghboring views woul d | ook
like.

So what we did is we | ooked -- when we
| ooked fromthe street between the trees, and one of
the things that happens here is that there are trees
at the -- that clinb up the edge of that hill and
t he back of the back yards of these houses al ong
Ell en Road. And so as we take a look at this, we
| ook at a couple of different |ines.

What we are | ooking through between the
trees is these are the -- this is about the height
of the trees that -- these are kind of front yard
trees, but if you |look in the back yards, there is
-- there are trees that peek up, and they're the
hi ghest trees. And they're a little bit -- you can
see where a second floor mght be. |If you | ook out

fromthe second floor, you would | ook into those

trees. But going down the hill, what we've done is
| ooked and see where the -- the tree |ine would be
goi ng down the hill and used that to nodel what the

vi ews woul d be.

So what we did is we set the view froma --
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approxi mately the second-| evel bedroom or second

| evel room and |ooked out toward the site. So
you're seeing the hillsides beyond. |In foreground,
these taller trees would be the ones that are in the
backyard, and this is about the |line where the trees
are off the property headed down the hill.

So that what will happen is that the peak
of the roofs of the Weiss Farm project will poke up.
They' || be about at the sanme height as the treeline
is -- not the ones on the property; the ones on the
property will be above that -- but about where the
treeline is below. And what we've been | ooking for
is this kind of effect. |If you were in these
nei ghbor hoods, you woul d | ook around out ot her
w ndows, there are collections of peaked roofs and
houses in directions. And our idea has been to have
| ots of different gabl es and roof ends to have that
kind of characteristic. Again, this is several
hundred feet away and down the hill wth the open
space i n between.

The next view is Beacon, and from Beacon,
again we did the sane sort of an exercise. W took
a look towards the -- the site, and we | ooked at

where the -- the trees are relative to the houses.
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So this is the height of sonme of the taller
trees that are in the back yards. This is, of
course, a front yard tree, but the backyard trees
have these kind of views. So if I'"'mup in the
second | evel of one of those houses, ny backyard
trees wll be above the height of the roof. But if
| trace the height of the trees that are on the
crest on the property, noving down the hill, they
start to step down a little bit.

So what we've done, again, is to represent
t hat sone of the trees that are in the backyard w |
pop up above the horizon. Mst of the tree cover
wll be just below the horizon fromthat standpoint.
So agai n, when you add the housing at that distance,
accurately nodel ed, what you'll be seeing is the
pi tched roofs, the gables of the devel opnent at sone
di stance, basically the sane height as the peak of
t hose trees.

This is the last view. And any notes

about -- I'msorry, it's --
MR Cl CATELLI: Sullivan.
MR CECIL: Sullivan.
MR Cl CATELLI: Sullivan Grcle.
MR CECIL: Sullivan Crcle. That's right.
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The Sullivan Grcle view, we've done the
sane exercise. The one thing about this is that you
can see the tree cover varies in terns of its width
in the different quadrants as we nove around the
site. Here the tree cover is quite significant.

What we're | ooking at here are the approxi nate
profiles of trees that would be in the back and side
yards in the direction where we're headed. That's

t he basic direction where -- where the devel opnent
woul d be, and these lower -- this |lower blue line
represents where we believe the peak of the trees
woul d be just off the site and headed down the hill.

So again what we do is we stand up on the
second |l evel and | ook out, and you'll see the sane
effect here. The backyard trees actually nount up a
little bit nore above the horizon. It's alittle
nore gentle and there is just nore trees back in
there. So that when we add the devel opnent from
that angle, again what we're |largely seeing, in the
wntertine -- by the way, what we did, we nade sure
when we put these trees in there, they're kind of
translucent or sem -- you can see through them |If
it was full foliage in the sumertinme, you don't see

through them So we're trying to represent the fact
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that, in different seasons, you wll have sonme vi ews
t hr ough t hose trees.
But basically what's happening, again, is
that the tree lines are -- run across the mddle or

towards the top of the buil dings, so that the
overall effect, what you're really seeing against
the sky are the different pitches and different
types of roof fornms that would be part of it, again,
several hundred feet away.

MR WANTMAN: What's in the foreground
again on that picture?

MR CECIL: The foreground?

What ' s happening in the foreground is what
we' ve done is we've nodel ed, we've taken a | ook at
t he cross section and used phot ographs --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  We' I | have public
questions at the end this.

MR CECIL: Trees.

CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN:  If you can just let the
man nake his presentation.

MR CECIL: Trees. They're the trees that
are out in people' s back yards down the sl opes.
That's what you see.

And | think the point that all of this is
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making is that by locating the taller buildings in
the | owest spot on the site, and by creating
different forns and different shapes and different
pi tches of these roofs that are simlar to what the
residential areas are, we've had a way that we can
really mnim ze the changes.

Now, there are -- and one of the questions
that was raised at the last tine we canme for
di scussion was are there sone opportunities for some
addi ti onal buffering.

And what we've done is | ooked at areas that
are outside of the protected | and, and we believe
that there are sone edges here which were close to
t he buil dings, we can increase the buffering which
woul d aid, particularly fromthis -- this |ocation
along the street a little bit. So that woul d be
sonething we would be interested in -- in pursuing,
the view -- the view showed. Because that's the
area where the thinnest tree cover is.

So now there had been tal k about what coul d
occur with the parking that is between the two
courtyards, the interior courtyards. And one of the
t hi ngs we wanted to enphasize is that we have pl ay

spaces and areas that wll be set aside for safe
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areas for -- for people and kids, famlies to enjoy
in the interior side of these places, to avoid the
conflicts with vehicles as a whol e.

One of the things that we' ve al so taken --
we were asked to take a look at is the |l ength of the
si dewal ks and t he wal kways and t he anount of open
space overall that we would be providing and it
coul d be accessible. And we have nearly a mle of
sidewal ks on the -- the project -- those are
separate pedestrian paths -- plus about 875 feet of
a separate path that we have recomrended woul d be
part of the wal ki ng experience here. So when you
add it up, it's -- it's pushing towards a m |l e of
wal king area on the site; and that there would be,
in terns of usable open space, the kind of space you
could go throw a frisbee or wal k, or take -- there
woul d be about three-quarters of an acre of those
ki nds of spaces which would be created, which is
really quite generous for the scale of this project.
And renenbering that we have all of this open --
preserved open space that would be occurring on the
perineter. That's not part of these cal cul ati ons.
Qur calcul ations are just those interior spaces. So

overall we think that we are in a generous
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condi ti on.

We have taken a nunber of views to show how
t he sidewal ks and how t he organi zati on of the
bui Il dings is designed so that they're not | arge,
conti nuous bl ocks, but they turn and have different
gabled ends. This is a view as you would enter the
project, the sidewalk fromFranklin Street with
t ownhouses in the foreground, mddl e-sized building
here. This is the common building that is nodel ed
after the -- the barn that has been there. And
agai n, our job has been to try to think about how
the different gable ends and the different shapes
the buil dings could be created to have a quite --
quite varied scale through both the formand the
color and the materials that we're creating.

So once you cone into the devel opnent and
you reach a kind of crossroads right away, that's
the | ocation where the common buil di ng woul d occur,
and we've really worked on creating sidewal k-fl anked
streets with -- wth parking and distributing the
parking so certainly there is parking -- we want to
make sure there is adequate parking, but that it
conpl enents the open space. This would be a view

t hrough -- between the two courtyards, and this is
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where sone parking would be located with -- with a
crossing area in between. This is about as -- a
view that we really wanted to nmake sure that we
showed to represent what that would be so that the
bal ance of the open space, the cars and the
buildings, is what we're trying to reach.

But | ooki ng back in another direction, you
see that -- nowyou'll still see the cars in the
di stance, but the scale of these courtyards and the
wal ki ng di stances there are really -- are really
nice. On the left-hand side would be the snal
sw nm ng pool, and of course that's why the fencing
I's |ocated there.

So you see we're showi ng trees and ot her
ki nds of | andscaping that woul d be here. W' ve nade
them transl ucent so you can see through them so you
can understand the rel ati onship between the
bui | di ngs, and the open space and the wal kways.

So that represents a tour of the outside
| ooking in, the inside |ooking out, and how we've
tried to integrate wal ki ng, | andscape, building form
to create a great environnent.

MR GALLOGLY: You left them speechl ess.

MR CECIL: And | apologize for -- I'm

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

30

alnost afraid to make a m stake in saying the street
names, but | think we got that right.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: One question that |
remenber having fromthe last tine we were here was
| was wondering if we could have a view of the |arge
bui Il ding fromthe back.

Do we have any of those?

MR, Cl CATELLI: Wiy don't go to the one
from Beacon.

From Beacon Street, M. Chairnmn?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: It woul d probably be
from Beacon Street, yeah.

MR Cl CATELLI: That's one of the slides.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  You m ght have showed

it to us.

MR MAHONEY: It's five or six.

MR Cl CATELLI: It's five or six.

MR CECIL: Yeah. | think we've covered...

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  That woul d be the --

MR CECIL: Yeah. | nean, in a way --
yeah.

MR MAHONEY: One nore back.

MR CECIL: Yeah. So that's it. That's
fromthe -- that's really it. That's -- when you
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say | ooking at the back, the shape of the buil dings
and the way they're designed, they're all neant to
have features, balconies. There really -- it's not
really designed as a back side and a front side.
They're all designed to have pl easant -- because
people will be entering them It's part of the
overall environnent. But that is -- if you want to
think about it from-- fromthat angle, that's the
kind of view that you woul d have.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah. Just looking to
see just how nmuch detail there was to see. You
know, sonetines, you know, you have these buil di ngs
that | ook -- you know, all kinds of detail on the
front and you | ook on the back and it's like a wall,
you know. And | can't really | ook through the haze
here and see.

MR CECIL: OCh, | see. |If you |look at the
el evation drawi ngs that were submtted, you'll see
that the front and the back are the sane.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay.

MR CECIL: They're effectively the --
effectively the sane. The sane distribution of
wi ndows. There are units on both sides. They have

simlar scale anenities. The -- the idea of having
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the gabl ed roofs as a kind of way of breaking up
that waps all the way around and on the inside of
t he courtyards.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And just with reference
to -- | saw that there was sone play area for -- for
fam |y, Kkids.

How | arge would that -- would that area be

just in terns of square feet, if you have it?

MR CECIL: | don't have that on -- off the
top of ny head. | don't have that. W can get that
to you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Al right.

Just m ght there be an approxi mati on? Just
It was -- just seened to be the courtyard of, I|ike,

t hose buildings in the front.

MR CECIL: You probably would try to get
sonething like that to be in the nei ghborhood of 35,
40 feet by maybe 50 feet or so, 60 feet, like that.
You want to have sone, you know, open area that's
not programmed to play, places where people can sit.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ri ght.

MR CECIL: But | would have to take a | ook
at it to -- 1 just don't recall what we had laid

out .
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CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And then are there
any -- any nore facilities for kids, for famly, for
that sort of thing? | know there is -- there is
adult workout areas, there is a gym |'mjust

wonderi ng what do you have.

MR, MAHONEY: W have a community buil di ng
whi ch woul d house, you know, also the fitness room
It would al so house a | arge community room whi ch
woul d be -- you know, have TVs; then a separate
probably -- depending on the tines, usually a gane
roomw th whatever gam ng systemis the one that
everyone's playing, and additional TVs.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Just wonderi ng, you
know, like -- for the Saturday in February where
everybody's been in for the winter, where do they
go? And there is snow on the ground. |s there any
pl ace, you know, where you bring a kid where a kid
woul d do anyt hi ng?

MR, MAHONEY: Well, they al so have very
nice hones to live in, too, so they're able to
entertain there, too.

MR CECIL: But they would have that
community building with all that space inside as

recreational space available for the residents, and
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that's really designed to be year-round. But in the
summertine there is a swnmm ng pool right outside.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ri ght.

MR SULLIVAN: | just got a comment.

I have a | ot of skepticismabout you using
all these trees, which is wonderful, but al ong cones
t he dead of winter and all the doldruns, | can see
Franklin Street from Beacon Street, Sullivan Grcle.
I've lived there 50 years.

MR CECIL: That's why we showed the trees
as translucent as opposed to solid, because in the
summertine you really won't be able to see through
them So we showed them as translucent, we nmade
thempartially visible, to represent the fact that
you will be able to see sonething through that. It
won't be conplete, but it's alnost |like a screen as

opposed to blocking it.

O herwise, this is a pretty dense -- dense
deci duous -- there is sone evergreen up in there,
but a |l ot of deciduous. |In the sumertine, you
know, it's different. But we wanted to represent

t hat .
But the other thing is we got up in the

bui l dings to | ook out, not fromthe ground fl oor.
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The ground floor is a very different matter because
you're so -- at such a lower elevation. So we took
what we thought was the nost you would be able to
see, understanding that there woul d be concern about
t he accuracy of what we're doing.

MR, SULLI VAN: Beacon Street sits, what,

about a little over 25 feet above Franklin Street?

MR CECIL: | think that's in cross section
t wo.

MR, SULLI VAN: 203 versus 175, 177.

MR CECIL: 1It's about -- yeah. It's
about -- that's right. |It's about 20 -- it | ooks
like -- it depends on where you are, but it's, |ike,

25, 26 feet, sonething |like that, dependi ng on
your -- and so --

MR SULLIVAN: And the roof |ine of the
structure is --

MR CECIL: And because we're a little bit
bel ow Franklin Street --

MR SULLI VAN -- 212, 215 --

MR CECIL: Excuse ne?

MR SULLIVAN: -- you'll find the
structures?

MR CECIL: The roof line varies up to
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about 235.

MR, SULLI VAN: Ckay.

MR CECIL: So if you're up on, you know,
Beacon Street, and you're on a house, you would add
sone height on that, too.

MR, SULLIVAN. So at grade |evel you're
| ooking right into the top floor?

MR CECIL: You're basically, instead of,
| i ke, looking into -- you're |ooking at the upper
story straight across with a roof. So it's not
unlike -- in the way we | ook at this, we're | ooking
towards what's now an open space. But if you | ook
out fromthe houses to the other houses in the
nei ghborhood, it's that sane kind, except it's
further away. |It's at sort of the sane |evel.
You're not | ooking up so much as you're | ooking
straight across. And that's the advantage of having
the site be down a little bit fromthe surroundi ngs.

MR, SULLI VAN: Ckay.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: M. Wtten.

VMR W TTEN: Thank you, M. Chairnan.

M. Cecil, when was the presentation you've
just presented to the Board, when was that prepared?

VMR CECI L: Over the |last two weeks in
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response to the questions we received.

MR WTTEN. And the plans that you're
referring to you prepared in June of 20147

MR CECIL: The ones that are submtted,
yes.

MR WTTEN. D d you collaborate with the
architect in preparation of the | andscape pl ans?

MR CECIL: W were very integrally
i nvol ved in actually working the site plan, the
| ocati on of the buildings, the massing of the
bui | di ngs, the integration of the | andscape, the
orientation of the buildings, the way the site
circulation, that was a teameffort throughout
the -- the design of the plans you see in front of
you.

MR MAHONEY: Unfortunately, the architect,
Hugh Russel, sits on the planning board of another
town. He had a neeting tonight, so he couldn't nake
it.

MR WTTEN. R ght, but -- Peter, thank
you. The architect wasn't your firm it was a
different firm is that right?

MR CECIL: Right. But | should say |I'm an

architect as well as a | andscape architect, and our
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role is to work together to help craft what the
overall site developnent will | ook |ike.

MR WTTEN. So a question | asked the
architect last tine is whether you were aware of the
financi al aspects of the plan when you devel oped
t hese.

MR CECIL: Typically that's not our
char ge.

MR WTTEN. So in this case you weren't
aware of the cost inplications?

MR CI CATELLI: It's the sane question as
| ast tine.

MR WTTEN:. M. Ccatelli, I"'mentitled to
ask that question.

MR CI CATELLI: I'"mnot talking to you,

M. Wtten. | was talking to --

MR. MAHONEY: You asked himthe same
question the last tine, too.

MR, Cl CATELLI: That question was asked and
answer ed.

MR WTTEN. Thank you both, gentl enen.

M. Cecil, are you aware of the financi al
i nplications of the plans that you have drawn?

MR, CECIL: No, not specifically.
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MR WTTEN. Ckay. Thank you.

MR. SHULMAN. One of the questions that we
asked | ast tinme was about elimnating sone of the
par ki ng spaces, at least in the central courtyard,
to connect those spaces. It sounds |like from your
presentation -- yeah, that. That area. Wich |
realize is a | arge nunber of parking spaces. You
certainly can't get rid of all of them But the
courtyard itself, to connect those two green spaces,
would just -- it looks like it would take about 20
par ki ng spaces away, if you took just -- just the
section that would directly connect the green
spaces.

MR CECIL: Well, there is a bal ance --
there is a bal ance here between providi ng adequat e
parking to serve the project with protecting -- |
think the thing that is inportant to | ook at, that's
good open space, of course, and we're trying to
create a broad connection, and we can enhance
special paving to make sure that it's pedestrian.
But the bal ance that we have when you | ook at the
site is all that open space that's all around this
project, and to provide enough parking so that it

really serves the fol ks that are here.
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So we recogni ze that, as nuch as possi bl e,
we're trying to integrate the pedestrian wal kways,

t he open spaces, and have each one of the open
spaces adequately sized to do that so that we can
have all of that green space. But that's one of
those tradeoffs that happens when you have a program
and par ki ng requirenents.

MR MAHONEY: |If | could add to that, we
did discuss, and | think, you know, sonething we
think is probably a good idea, you pointed out an
area where we can focus nore, and | think Steve's
nmention is treating the pavenent differently there
so that it doesn't feel |ike every other driveway in
t he devel opnment. It would hel p, you know, to point
that out, that it's not the sane; that it's
pedestrians. |It's kind of shared space.

MR SHULMAN: Sur e.

MR CECIL: R ght. Designing the shared
space.

MR. SHULMAN. | guess ny concern is that --
this may just be ny view, but that the open space
around the perineter of the property, it has sone
buf fering value to the adjacent nei ghborhood, but

it's -- it's wet, and it's wooded, and it's probably
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got ticks -- | don't know, but -- that's

specul ation, but it's not -- the value of that space
is less than a devel oped park-like setting in the

m ddl e of these buil di ngs.

Al t hough | did grow up in New Hanpshire and
enjoyed playing in the woods, |I think |I can al so
recogni ze that a park, devel oped kind of park
setting has nore to offer a community than just
wet | ands.

MR CECIL: Unh-huh. Uh-huh.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Is there a -- is there
a path or a sidewal k that goes through the perineter
of the property?

MR CECIL: No. The only path that --
there is no path along the perineter. There is a
path where there is a -- a crossing of the drainage
swal e there. There is a snall area where it | ooks
| i ke we could put a pleasant path up in where there
Is actually an openi ng today, so that there woul d be
alittle bit of a circuit that would get away from
t he edges. The perineter wal kway would be really
around the perineter of the -- of the -- of this
area and woul dn't cross out into these other areas.

So that's the one area where that -- that wal k woul d
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be, and if you're --
CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN:  What woul d you estimate
to be the distance; naybe quarter mle?
MR CECIL: A quarter mle?
CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Around that perineter.
MR CECIL: Well, that would be about that

875 feet.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Not even.

MR CECIL: Yeah. Yeah. O course to walKk
there you would have to walk -- so you're just

saying this is about 875 feet, this little | oop up
I n here.

MR. MAHONEY: I ncl udi ng?

MR CECIL: Including the connection where
it hits the sidewal k here, that's about 875 feet
additionally. And the idea was not to get up into
these -- as nmuch fun as it is -- and | grewup in a
nei ghbor hood where there were -- there were -- |
don't know who owned them but forests and woods.
That may happen. But we're trying to keep it, you
know, within the -- the devel opnent itself. And
that is to say, overall there is about a mle if you
really wanted to wal k back and forth.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: There was a -- a
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suggestion | believe last tine that the -- the top
two floors on the five-floor buildings, five-story
buil dings, if those were to be elimnated, what
woul d be the height of the buildings? W're at 235
ri ght now \Wat would they be at if there were --

1 f, instead of five floors, there were three floors?

MR CECI L: It woul d be about 20 feet

shorter.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: 20 feet?

MR CECI L: Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  So they woul d be at
215 feet?

MR CECIL: Like that.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: I n that nei ghbor hood?

Just wonderi ng what woul d be the effect of
that in ternms of the view fromthe vari ous
surroundi ng streets? That would be a significant
drop for people that are looking at it from Beacon
Street; would that be the case?

Probably sticks up the nost from Beacon
Street, would you not agree?

MR, ENGLER: Beacon is 700 feet away,
t hough.

MR CECIL: From Beacon Street, again
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you're seeing a portion of it. But if you |ower the
bui I di ngs, you'll see |less of the buil dings.

CHAI RVAN SALZNMAN: ' msorry?

MR CECIL: If you lower the buildings, you
woul d see | ess of the buildings, dependi ng upon your
vant age poi nt.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  I'mjust -- |I'mjust
wondering. W see what the 235 feet |ooks |Iike and
you know, there it is. And | just wonder, you know,
it's 235 feet conpared to what? You know, what does
it look like conpared to 215? | don't know.

MR CECIL: Well, I think if you | ook at
the cross section, and you | ook at the
surroundi ngs -- and part of this is understanding
what the rel ationship of the surroundi ngs and what
Vi ews are.

If you | ook at the housing that's around
the area, the views fromthat housing there are
relatively few units that face -- there are
certainly sonme, but the views of these units, if you
| ook out the wi ndows, are of other units and other
roof s at about that sane el evation, but they're
really pretty close to you.

What we're saying is if you nmake the roof
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t ops about that same el evation, but it's hundreds of

feet way, the overall inpact of being a nei ghbor
is -- is consistent with what that nei ghborhood is,
and, in fact, |less than sone of the buildings that

are nearby. So from our perspective, we think that
this is about creating a circunstance which is
fundanmentally conpatible with the -- the

rel ati onships that are there because we're at a
sonewhat | ower el evati on.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN:  Actual ly, | was just

|l ooking to see if it could be entertained. |'m
not -- nobody's nmandating anything right now | was
just looking at it and sayi ng, what would -- what

woul d the effect be if it were reduced? You showed
significant -- you showed the buildings in relation
to the horizon, up or down in relation to the
horizon. I1'mlooking at it in trying to determ ne
what difference would 20 feet nuke.

I know there was a suggestion the last tine
from M. Houston that 20 feet woul d nake a
significant difference, and | just wonder if that
coul d be entertained.

MR MAHONEY: You're aski ng whet her we

can -- can redesign buildings to drop them by 20
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feet?

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN: 1" m aski ng what t hat
would look like if that were to be done. | nean,

t hese are hypot hetical buil dings that we're | ooking
at right now.

MR. MAHONEY: No. They're designed
bui | di ngs, M. Chairnman.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: | understand that. But
they're not up yet. And before they go up, | was
just wondering what they would | ook like if they
were snaller? Oher than that they woul d be
smal | er.

MR CECIL: Well, that's the answer is that
t hey woul d | ook small er.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: But in relation to the
surroundings, | think it's significant. You're
t al ki ng about how they | ook right now, as designed,
I n conparison to surroundings. |'masking what they
would like if M. Houston's suggestion were to be
taken and they were to be 20 feet |ess, would that
make a significant enough of a difference?

MR ENGLER: 1'Il be the hard guy,

M. Chai r man.
THE WTNESS: | never doubted that for a
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m nute, M. Engler.

MR. ENGLER: As | earned counsel m ght agree
wth me on this, that you're -- you're | ooking at
t he existing plan that we submtted, and that's the
plan we submtted, and we think it works. And to
ask howit would |l ook with two stories |ess, or four
stories |l ess wuld be great, or for all townhouses
woul d be great, but we don't have an obligation to
do various nodels of things that m ght be better or
m ght be worse, unless we choose to.

But basically we're suggesting, in as
pl easant a way as | can be, that you're supposed to
revi ew what we've given you. And you can ask for
that, or you can saw, you know, it would | ook | ess
if you had two stories off, or one, but |I don't
think we want to redesign the whol e devel opnent j ust
to see howit | ooks with one story |less, two stories
| ess, three stories | ess, because, frankly, we think
iIt's appropriate, and it's contextual, and it works,
and we would like you to review what we have.
Unl ess the team says, "No, no. W!'Il| do that." But
I think that's not what we're supposed to be doi ng.

VMR W TTEN: M. Chairman, | think the

Chai rman' s question couldn't be nore clear.
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MR ENGLER It's very clear.

MR WTTEN. The question to the teamis
w |l you prepare a schematic illustrating a
reduction in height by 20 feet? The Board has the
ri ght, under the regul ations, to request revisions
that will be less inpactful on the community.

MR. ENGLER: And we have the right to say,
"No, you have to review what we have."

MR WTTEN. So if the Board -- if the
Board hears fromthe Applicant that you' re saying
no, because it's uneconomc, then the Applicant --

MR. ENGLER: Never nentioned that word.

MR WTTEN. Well, if we're going to play a

gane, M. Engler, then the gane is the Board has the
right to request a reduction in inpact, a reduction
i n density, a reduction in visual effect on the
community. |If the Applicant chooses to say no, then
you shoul d say no; and the Board can decide how to
nove forward. But the Applicant has been asked by
the Chairman at | east twice to provide a plan
showi ng a reduction in height pursuant to
M. Houston's comments fromtwo weeks ago.

It's up to the Applicant to decide what to
do.
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MR. ENGLER: Yeah, we agree. And at the
end of the day, if the Board -- the sense of the
Board are conditions that we can't live with, that's
when we get into what you're tal king about. But
ri ght now, fromwhat we've heard -- and we're just
one-third through the whol e debate, you know, |
don't think we need to start nodeling different --

The Chai rman knows what it would | ook |ike
wth 20 feet less. It will ook 20 feet | ess. But
you guys can decide to show that 20 feet less. |I'm
just saying we don't have to do that.

MR CECIL: As a professional that does a
| ot of environnental inpact assessnents, we think

that the question is not a nmargi nal one about what's

| ess. The question is nore about is the -- what is
the inmpact. And our -- our working on this nodel,
and -- and in expressing what we incorporated into

our design concept is that the inpacts are very
limted here. They're very limted because you have
buildings that are on a | ower plateau and set so
significantly back fromthe surroundi ng areas, and
that there is significant tree cover to start wth,
that the i npacts, we don't believe, are significant,

and that's what we're trying to express.
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MR WTTEN. M. Chairnman, the Board --
CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Just very quickly on
this, I would -- | recognize you |l ook |ike an honest

man, and |I'minclined to believe you, and I don't
think you're telling lies here; but | would like to
see what it | ooks |ike because it does seemto be a
poi nt which reasonable m nds could differ.

Woul d that not appear to be the case?

MR CECIL: | think that when we | ook at
things like this, as | say, | think the question is
what's the standard that's to be used, and the
standards here that we've been using is to try to
make sure that the inpacts are limted and -- and
not significant. And it gets to be a question of
significance. And we think that we' ve done a very
good job in terns of trying to reach that point.

MR WTTEN. M. Chairnman --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  So -- but you can --
you woul d agree with ne that it's not an existenti al
fact that it has no significant inpact. | nean,
this is sonething that's in the eyes of the
behol der, right?

MR CECIL: Not entirely, no. That's why

we try to study these things with as nuch
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i nformati on about what's actually there as we can.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  So the answer is no,
you woul d not prepare such a nodel ?

MR CECIL: It would depend on --

MR, MAHONEY: Let's talk about it after the
hearing, M. Chairnman.

CHAlI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Actual |y, you know, at
sone point in this, it does nake sense that maybe
we' |l take a break between one presentation and the
next. That m ght make sone sense.

MR MAHONEY: Ckay.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  And, you know, if you
want to take one now. | nean, it's 8:30 right now,
and --

MR ClI CATELLI: That woul d be fine,

M. Chai r man.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  -- we've been wal tzing
around for an hour. So maybe we can take a break
and cone back in ten m nutes.

MR, Cl CATELLI: Thank you, M. Chairman.

MR. ENGLER  Very good.

(Recess taken)

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  We're back. Al right.
W' re back.
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Look who has the m crophone.

This can't be good.

MR ENGLER | do.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: | know. | know. W
were hoping for a better answer than we're going to
get .

MR ENGLER That's putting ne in a bad
l'ight, M. Chairnan.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: W know who delivers

the bad news fromthat side of the room

MR- ENGLER: |'m speaking for the team not
just ne.

I think that the focus on inpacts is a
little bit off target. [It's inportant, but it's
not -- it's not the focus. The focus is, is this an

appropriate site, an appropriate use of the site,
what we have. That's the test. And we've gone
pretty far along, in nmy experience, show ng you
these cuts and these views and everything else from
t he nei ghbor hood.

We believe it is appropriate. W believe
t hat we pass that test, and we're very confortable
wi th what we've shown you and shown everybody, that

this is a plan that works, and so that's what --
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we're going to stay with that plan at this point in
time, unless sonething cones up down the road | ater
on where we have to | ook at other things. But at

this point in tinme, froma pure design point of

view, we think it's -- it passes the test of, you
know, what we're doing and how -- how it works on
the site.

And how it | ooks from 500 feet, and
300 feet, and 700 feet away, all that's very useful
and hel pful, but to ask us to do what does it | ook
like with 20 feet less, or 30 feet |less, is saying,
"Wel |, what about these alternative plans?" W
think the plan we have works, and that's where we're
going to stay.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  You know we're -- we're
actually not disputing that, but, again, the
question was, conpared to what? And we -- we had
sinply asked -- | had sinply asked for a conpari son
that would be in line with what M. Houston had said
the last time he was here, that a three-story
bui | di ng woul d have far |ess inpact on the area.

Now, one thing that does occur to nme, on
this very point, is that if we have a five-story

bui I ding that reaches 235 feet, and the net effect
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of reducing two floors off that building is 20 feet,
| would then have to say that, to get to the ground
| evel, we're | ooking at being 185 feet off the
ground. Because if each floor is ten feet, what's
goi ng under this buil ding?

| guess that's the question | would have is
if all we | ose when we subtract two floors is
20 feet, what are we doing with all the rest of this
If we're --

MR, ENGLER: What do you nean, what are we
doing -- you're | osing ne.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  How do we -- how do we
wi nd up 185 feet off the ground to start? |Is that
t he ground | evel ?

MR, ENGLER: You're tal king about the
basel i ne right now?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Basel i ne, yeah. How do
we get. ..

MR ENGLER [I'Il let the expert answer
t hat .

MR CECIL: Yes.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Much as | would like to
hear nmore fromyou, M. Engler.

MR CECIL: The new building elevations are
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about 175 feet.

MR. MAHONEY: Ground fl oor.

MR CECIL: Gound floor.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. And that's
ground | evel ?

MR CECIL: Yeah.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay.

MR WTTEN:. Could I ask, M. Chairman, is
t hat preconstruction, or is that postconstruction
with fill?

MR CECIL: That's postconstruction.
That's as construct ed.

MR WTTEN. Wth fill?

MR CECIL: Wth buil dings.

MR WTTEN. Wth fill?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  \Where is it today?
What's the ground | evel we're starting at?

MR CECIL: It varies. It's running
bet ween 165 feet and 170 feet.

So the idea is to level that, to | evel the
area and create a base for the...

MR WTTEN. Could I ask, M. Chairman, are
you saying that there is approximately five to

six feet of fill?

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

56

MR CECIL: In sone areas.

MR WTTEN. And what about in other areas?

MR CECIL: Well, it will be the difference
bet ween another five feet -- it would be two feet in
sone areas, and it would be seven feet in other
ar eas.

MR WTTEN. So, M. Cecil, your testinony
iIs that the nost, or the greatest depth of fill on
the site beneath the buildings is seven feet?

MR. MAHONEY: Qur civil engineer is going
to be here next week

MR WTTEN. Can M. Cecil answer the
questi on?

MR Cl CATELLI: He doesn't know, Jon.

MR WTTEN. M. Cecil has to answer the
question, Attorney Ci catelli, not Attorney
Cicatelli.

MR CECIL: It's an approxi mate nunber. |
don't have the specific nunbers. That wll give you
an approximate idea, but the civil engineer would be
t he proper person to give you that answer.

MR WTTEN:. But your understanding is it's
seven feet of fill?

MR CECIL: It's approxinmately.
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MR WTTEN:. Approximately seven feet of
fill?

MR CECIL: Seven feet of fill in sone
| ocati ons.

MR WTTEN. Wat's the maxi mum nunber
extent of fill i n sone | ocations, approxinmtely?

MR CECIL: | don't know that answer.

MR WTTEN:. Is it nore than seven feet?

MR CECIL: | don't -- again, we're working

off of averages to establish a basic understandi ng
of where these things are, in terns of understanding
what the views would be we're looking at it as it
woul d be designed and not as it is today. So
that's -- that's why we use these ground fl oor
el evati ons.

MR WTTEN: Okay.

MR CECIL: And the underlying |and vari es.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And just in answer to
the earlier question, the answer is you're not going
to provide us with nodels as to what it would | ook
like if there were two floors reduced off the top
just so that we could at |east conpare, w thout
deciding or rejecting on any particul ar plan, just

sinply adopting what M. Houston had suggested?
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You're not interested in doing that at all?

MR. ENGLER: Well, M. Houston was
attenpting to redesign the project as well. W
don't feel it needs to be redesigned. W showed
you -- we spent a lot of tinme show ng you what we
have, and that's what we're confortable with. So
we're not into a redesign node. You could do a
nunmber of things and nmake it a different site plan.
That's not what we feel |ike we have to do, nor you

have to do.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Sure. Ckay.

MR. ENGLER: But you can put any conditions
on at the end of the day, and we'll have to deal
wth that, so...

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  All right.

Have you anyt hing else to say?

Any ot her questions fromthe Board?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. And | ask --
there is going to be a -- a public tinme -- a tine

for public questions and then public comment at the

end of this. | would just ask if you could stick
around t hrough our next segnent and -- before we get
to the traffic issue, | believe M. Houston is

prepared to potentially say sonething.
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MR, HOUSTON: | could certainly say
sonet hi ng.

MR WTTEN:. Tom Tom Tom

MR, HOUSTON: | think, first of all, the
sections are hel pful in understanding the site. |
realize there is a good deal of work involved in
preparing them but one issue or concern | would
raise, | believe that the worst case section happens

to be one that is not depicted. M recollection is
that the high point on Ellen Road is crudely in |ine
with the east/west parking bay that divides the
courtyard there, so Section 4, the actual high point
of Ellen Road -- and therefore the point which has
the | east obstructed views of these buildings -- is
pr obabl y about 800 feet south of Point 4, again
crudely in line with that central parking area.

So | think, just in terns of accurately
show ng the -- the existing plan that is before us,
I think a section through that point would be --
woul d be hel pful.

A second comment -- and M. Cecil can
correct ne if I"'mwong -- but ny own experience in
preparing sections of this nature, the Board should

be aware that there is a good deal of subjectivity
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I nvolved in preparing the sections. Wat is usually
done -- and it nay not be the case here -- but
what's usually done is a visual estimte nade by the
person who's preparing the sections with respect to
where that tree line is and the height of the crown
of the trees.

The other issue is that you' re not | ooking
at surveyed locations of trees. Having nade the
assunption of crudely where the crown of the trees
are, the actual type and |ocations of the trees are
essentially added to the view, and they're not
really real world based. They're just the
preparer's understandi ng of where these trees may
be.

So for each of these views, there may be a
considerably distinct difference between the
sections as presented and what a person wl|
actually see. It may be nore visually obvious or
|l ess, but it's probably quite a bit different than
the particul ar section.

The final comrent that | woul d nake, just,
again on the east/west parking area that divides the
courtyard. | think -- and we comented on this in

our report. | think that courtyard is a very strong
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design statenment. | think it's a key feature of the
project, and I think that that whole idea is just
degraded by havi ng that east/west parking | ot
dividing that -- that courtyard in two.

| understand there are pragnmatic reasons in
terms of parking count and things |ike that, but |
think that's one thing -- not so nuch for the
nei ghbors or the town, but just for the benefit of
the future residents here, if that could be
reexam ned, | think the design could be
significantly upgraded.

Thank you, M. Chairnman.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Thank you.

M. -- so on the issue of the height of the
trees, that's -- that is, at best, a good faith
guess?

MR HOUSTON: It's a person's best
estimate, | guess.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay.

Wth reference to the first point from
M. Houston, is it a possibility that we could have
the view fromEl |l en Road that M. Houston had
I ndi cat ed?

MR MAHONEY: Yes.
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MR CECIL: D d you understand that?

MR MAHONEY: We will get you --

MR CECIL: | see what you're saying.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Any ot her questi ons?

MR. HOUSTON: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Thank you.

Now everybody's favorite topic, traffic.

MR Cl CATELLI: M. Chairman, we don't
really have a presentation, as | nentioned, so maybe
if Jeff wants to just do a summary of his letter and
t hen --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Sure.

MR, Cl CATELLI: -- we can respond, | guess.
But we really don't have a presentation,
unf ortunatel y.

MR DI RK: Good evening, M. Chairnman.

For the record, Jeffrey Dirk of Vinasse &
Associ ates, the traffic engineers for the town on
this project.

So we did have an opportunity since the
| ast hearing to review the responses to our original
coments. It was that big packet of information
t hat you' ve received at the | ast hearing.

And in going through the responses, they
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were -- it was responsive to our comments, and that
t hey addressed each and every one of the additional
requests for informati on that we had asked, and they
subm tted sone updated traffic counts, sone
addi ti onal analyses, and then a little bit nore
closely at sone of the mtigation neasures, and
specifically |l ooking at the access into the property
and sone comments that we had on that.

So on bal ance, what we have really
outstanding are sone comments relative to the
mtigation programfor the project, fairly getting
to sone of the specifics on that. And one of the
t hi ngs that we thought m ght be hel pful for you at
the last neeting was for the Applicant, in ternms of
the traffic studies -- because we have a | arge
traffic study and then a | arge response to comments,
and that what woul d be hel pful for the Board is to
see what exactly the full package of the mtigation
Is that they' re proposing froma transportation
perspective so that you' ve got all of that in one
area and you don't have to wade through the big
docunent, because | think there have been sone
refi nements that have taken place since the original

submttal.
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So the comments that we had nade of
substance since -- since the last filing, and in
response to the additional infornation, dealt wth,
as | said, mtigation, the access into the property,
and then we have sone cl eanup comments relative to
parking as well that | alluded to at -- at the | ast
heari ng.

So in looking at the mtigation el enents,
the first thing that is really new fromthe
st andpoi nt of what they | ooked at, as you m ght
recall, we had asked themto | ook at sone additi onal
I ntersections along Pleasant Street, extending all
the way up to including the Spring Street
I ntersections, and up to Sunmer Street, and then all
the way down Spring Street and Main Street.

So they had gone -- they had gone through
sonme supplenental analysis in | ooking at those
| ocations and, as a part of that, we had al so asked
themto |l ook at their -- how they were assigning
traffic. It was our opinion that nore traffic nay
want to turn and go up Spring Street to get to --

' msorry, Pleasant Street to get to Main Street,
and then ultimately traveling north of the site up

to Montval e and headi ng over towards 128.
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nodel i ng, assigned nore traffic up to Pl easant
Street, and then they perforned the anal ysis of the
t hree additional intersections we had asked themto
| ook at: At Pleasant and Summrer, Pleasant and
Spring, and then Spring and Main Street.

As they did that analysis, what they were
showing is basically during the commuter peak hours
there i s del ays that happen at those |locations wth

or without the project. And specifically |ooking at

65

the Spring -- I"'msorry, the Spring and Pl easant and

the Summer at Pl easant Street intersections, those
are where they were show ng that there were | ong

del ays for the side street novenents, and those

del ays translated i nto queuing. Those conditions --

t hose conditions occurred with or wi thout the

project. So it was a preexisting condition that the

Applicant was adding traffic to that situation and
t hen was show ng what their inpacts woul d be.
Where we saw t he nobst pronounced i npact

occurred was at the Pleasant Street/Spring Street

intersection. That location had a failing condition

i f you were headi ng up Pl easant Street maki ng the

| eft-hand turn on to Spring Street to head towards
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Main Street. And there was | ong queues that were
happening as a result of that.

So one of the things that we had | ooked at
i's whether or not that intersection was in need of
| mprovenents. And again, this would be independent
of the project. W dididentify, if you | ooked at
the existing traffic volunes at that location in the
norning, they're quite high, and that's one of the
reasons why you have | ong queues that are happening
on sone of the approaches to that -- to that
intersection. There is also the geonetry of the
Intersectionis a little awkward, you know. It
doesn't have a high crash rate, but it's kind of a
non-standard intersection if you | ook at the way
it's laid out.

So in quickly looking at the traffic
volunes, it appeared that that intersection would
neet the criteria for signalization. Now
recogni zing that it's a preexisting condition, what
the typical approach is, is that the Applicant woul d
| ook at contributing a fair share cost towards those
I nprovenents. So they would determ ne what the
I nprovenents would |l ook |Iike. They would assign a

cost and a value to those inprovenents, and then,
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because it's a preexisting condition, they assess
what their net inpact is over conditions wthout the
project, and by doing that they can cone up with
what a percentage inpact is, and they can apply it
to acost. So it cones up with a fair share
contribution that they would contribute to the town
for the inplenentation of inprovenents.

So we' ve asked, because it's preexisting,
because it's sonething that they are adding traffic
to a preexisting condition, that they | ook at
potentially contributing a fair share cost towards
defi ned i nprovenents there.

CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN:.  Jeff, is that sonething
that can be cal cul ated mat hematical ly?

MR DIRK: Yes. There is several
approaches to it. |It's fairly straightforward. The
nost sinplistic approach is to say what is your
percent increase in traffic volune? So if you
I ncrease the volunes by 5, 10, 15 percent, you can
define the cost -- the cost, say, is $250,000, let's
say, to inprove the intersection -- then the fair
share cost woul d be 15 percent of the cost of that,
and that would go to the town to be held in escrow

for inprovenents at the | ocation.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

MR DIRK: So it's fairly straightforward,
and the Applicant can do those cal cul ati ons, and we
can val i date those.

The other thing that we asked themto | ook
at, as you mght recall, the traffic study was
fairly dated, and so were the traffic counts in the
traffic study, so we had asked themto go back and
do sone supplenental traffic counts and then conpare
the 2015 traffic volunes to what they had in the
original traffic study, which | believe was 2013
traffic vol unes.

So they did go and do that, and what the
net result of that was is it validated the use of
t hose values. So if we | ooked at the variations --
so between conparing the 2015 to the 2013 traffic
counts -- what was generally found is that the
vari ati on was about ten percent. And the way that |
kind of characterize that is if you did traffic
counts every day of this week -- let's say Monday
t hrough Friday -- and you conpared the traffic
vol unes over the course of the week, they're going
to fluctuate about ten percent. And so Thursday is

going to be your high traffic volunes, and Monday is
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going to be a little bit lower, but what | wanted to
basically say is that their variation was about ten
percent variation, if you |look at the volunes. And
so what we said is 2013 volunes are valid because
this ten percent variation is what you woul d have
over the course of a week, so it's not significant.

The next thing --

CHAI RVAN SALZTZMAN:  Just backing up for
one second.

You did indicate that the -- a light, a
traffic signal would be necessary at the
I ntersection of Spring and Pleasant. |Is that where
you had --

MR DIRK: That's correct.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  \What about Pl easant and
Franklin? | nean, | know that, you know, there is
one already at Summer and Franklin. But what, if
any, inprovenents could be nade at that
I ntersection? Because if you're going from Pl easant
to Franklin in the norning, that's -- that's a
pretty rough spot.

MR DIRK | nean, that's --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  That has a huge queue.

MR DIRK: Yeah. It's a simlar thing that
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the Applicant can |look at it, that | ocation.

One of the benefits is you have -- at | east
on the Franklin Street corridor, is you do have a
signal to kind of break up during sone tine
periods --

CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah.

MR DIRK: -- and create sone gaps. So
there is some benefits to the existing signal
systens that are operating in the corridor there
that create sone gaps. The inprovenment woul d be
installing a traffic signal if it warrants there.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: It seens to ne that one
of the problens you have there, if you're trying to
get off of Franklin -- off of Pleasant and onto
Franklin, is that when Franklin backs up --

MR DIRK: Right.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: -- across the
I ntersection, there is no hope. You know, you're
just waiting for a nice person to cone along and hit
t he brakes for you.

MR DIRK: A courtesy gap, right

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: | didn't know if there
was any renedy that woul d be possible at that spot.

MR DIRK: That would be the renedy,
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essentially, if you want to force gaps --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Waiting for a nice
per son?

MR DIRK: Well, install a signal to
enforce the niceness, let's say, to happen in the
corridor, would break up the queuing. And again,
it's sonething the Applicant can | ook at, and it
would be simlar -- along the simlar lines, a fair

share contri buti on.

If you're getting to that point where
you're | ooking at several fair share contri butions,
let's say, for two intersections, it nmay be
sonet hing, in discussion with the Applicant and how
the Board feels about it, that may be sonething wth
a pooling of that nobney would result in a singul ar
I mprovenent that provides sone benefit. So naybe
the fair share contribution at the two i ntersections
woul d be conbi ned, and the decision is nade to nake
significant inprovenent at one |location rather than
having the Applicant put a little bit of noney here,
alittle bit of noney there. So | think that's a
subsequent di scussion that you have, can have with
t he Applicant as well.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN:  Ckay.
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MR DIRK: So in |looking at the -- the next
itemwas the crash history that we had asked themto
go back and take a | ook at, and specifically the
Franklin Street/Main Street/Central Street
I nt ersecti on.

They did go back, and we had asked themto
prepare what's known as a notor vehicle collision
di agram

So what they physically do is they take a
picture of the intersection and they plot on that
pi cture where all the crashes are happeni ng and what
t he causes of those crashes are. They did go ahead
and do that.

And the other thing they did was they
updat ed the crash history based on the nobst
recently -- there was nore data available. And so
as they | ooked at that, what ended up happeni ng at
that location is the crash rate now, crashes have
actually gone down. So what has happened is that
| ocati on no | onger exceeds the crash rate.

That was the one | ocation that the nunber
of crashes that was occurring was di sproporti onate
to the volune of traffic going through the

I ntersection. Wat they found with the new data is
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t he nunber of crashes have actually gone down over

t he past several years, and so now the crash rate is
actually below the state average. So it didn't rise
to the | evel of significance.

It does have -- it's still listed on the
state's high crash |location for pedestrian
collisions, and it's a location that's been
identified for potential inprovenents on the state's
l'isting.

The Applicant is still commtted to making
sone i nprovenents there, and so what we did ask is
just for themto reiterate the fact that they are
going to make i nprovenents, and we've asked themto,
just as a part of reiterating their commtnent to
t hose i nprovenents, specific things that we've asked
themto | ook at are | ooking at the traffic signal
timng and the yellow and the all-red tines.

That's the tine when you have vehi cl es
are -- if you're already in the intersection and you
need to clear the intersection, and then when it's
all red you shouldn't be in there.

So we' ve asked themto nmake sure that those
two portions of the traffic signal timng, they neet

current standards, because the standards have
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changed. So we want to nmake sure that that's been
updat ed.

The other thing in that intersection -- |I'm
sure you're very famliar with it -- the yell ow and

the all-red tine is neant to al so have you, if you
cross into the intersection, and you need to clear
that intersection -- that intersection is quite

w de, and so we've asked themto | ook at those tines
as well to make sure that the clearance tine is
actually correct, because it's not |ike a standard

i ntersection where you can cross it very quickly.

And so we've asked themto -- just to
conmmt to inplenenting those i nprovenents as part of
this project, and then | ooking at the pedestrian
tines as well, because it is a high -- it's been
identified as a location that is -- has a high
I nci dence of pedestrian crashes. So they need to
| ook at that as well as a part of those
I mprovenents.

They've committed to do those, so this is
really refining that commtnent to make sure they're
actually going to be | ooking at those el enents.

MR SHULMAN: So I'msorry. Quick question

on that, M. Chairnan.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZNMAN: Ri ght.

MR. SHULMAN: But the actual -- who
actually controls the timng of the signal s?

MR DIRK: The town controls --

MR, SHULMAN: So the town has a conputer
sonewhere that says, "This is how long it's red,;
this is howlong it's yellow'?

MR DIRK: Correct. R ght. Exactly.
There is a conputer at that intersection.

MR SHULMAN: | just don't know how this
wor ks.

MR DIRK: Yeah, that's exactly how it

works. There is a conputer at the intersection in a

big netal box that's there. |If you sand at the
i ntersection, you'll see a big box on one of the
corners.

MR SHULMAN:. Ckay.

MR DIRK: Wthin that box is a conputer
that controls all of that. Wat the Applicant woul d
do, with the permssion fromthe town, is they would
desi gn physi cal changes to how that conputer is
controlling the intersection and then inpl enent
t hose, again with perm ssion fromthe town.

MR. SHULMAN. So -- but the obligation of
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the town in that case would solely be to grant
perm ssion --
MR DIRK: Right.
MR SHULMAN:. -- for themto do so, but the

desi gn and execution of making those signal timngs
happen would be the responsibility of the Applicant?

MR DIRK: That's correct. The Applicant
would submt plans to the town with a request for
perm ssion to enter into that control --

MR, SHULMAN: Open the box and ness with
t hat ?

MR DIRK: Yes. And the town would review
the plans and i ssue the necessary permts to do
t hat .

MR SHULMAN: Ckay. And that is, in fact,
what the Applicant's proposing to do. That's all --

MR DI AZ: Yes.

MR, SHULMAN. Ckay. Just nmaking sure |
under st and.

MR DIRK: Yeah. All of the signalized
intersections within the study area, the Applicant
has proposed to make specific inprovenents in those
| ocati ons.

Again, that's where | think the thing of
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getting away fromthese 13-page letters and these
big reports is for you to get, you know, a two-page
summary of everything that the Applicant is
committing to do, so that it will stand out. And
then as we review that, we can offer, simlar to
that one intersection, specifically what we think

t he Applicant should be focusing in on those

I mprovenents.

MR, SHULMAN: Yeah. A summary of
everything that they're commtting to do woul d be
hel pful to ne to under st and.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: When can we | ook
forward to a two-page docunent in this case agai n?

MR Dl RK: W' ve asked themto do that as

part of the next round, | guess, on this as we're
kind of drilling down on details on the traffic
aspect.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: | appreciate the
advanced notice. | don't know what | would do if

sonet hi ng showed up with two pages.

MR DIRK: So the next itemis we're kind
of getting closer nowinto -- to the site itself,
was dealing with the access into the property. And

the two things that we were | ooking at, the bigger

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

78

thing is the inprovenents that they're going to nake
at the location of adding the left turn-lane. A

m nor but inportant conponent as well is the sight

di stances at the driveway. And these we'll get nore
towards areas of conditions, if and when you get to
t hat point.

So we've asked themto conmmit to sone
certain things at the driveway to nake sure that
sight lines are always kept clear, and that has to
do with not only the design of the driveway with
signs and the plantings and things there as well,
but that within the public right of way. As, you
know, we go through the winter nonths and sim |l ar
to, you know, what we had | ast year, through no
fault of a | ot of honeowners, piles of snow end up
getting close by to their driveways.

So what we're suggesting nowis that the
Applicant make a commtnent that they will renove
snow, even if it's in the public right of way. That
as they look at the sight triangles, that if there
Is any conditions where the snow piles woul d exceed
three feet in height at the driveways, even if it's
within the public right of way, they need to push

t hat back and clear it. We know there i1 s sidewal ks
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on both sides of the street, so the Applicant is
going to be plow ng; the town's going to be plow ng;
and then at sone point the town's going to conme and
clear the sidewalks. So that's going to create a
| ot of snow right there on those corners as well.

So what we al ways want to see in terns of
conditions of approval is that there is a commtnent
on the Applicant's part to get in there and nove

that snow away. So it's a benefit to their

residents, but also to any pedestrians as well in
the area, so that we've got clear sight lines in the
ar ea.

MR. SHULMAN. Does that require any kind of
easenent on the public way? |Is there any -- how
does that work | egally?

MR DIRK: | think as a condition of your
approval that the Applicant does it and they agree
to do that. | don't know that there is any other
rights --

MR. SHULMAN: There is no other --

MR DIRK: -- that would be required.

When the town grants whatever permts are
required for the construction of the driveway, that

can be a part of it as well --
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MR SHULMAN: Ckay.

MR DIRK: -- that gets entered into it.

So now agai n focusing on the driveway
itself, the mpjor inprovenent that's being done at
that | ocation is provision of a left-turn | ane goi ng
into the property, and sone of the discussion we had
at the last neeting was how they were acconpli shing
t hat .

In all instances what they're proposing is
there will be a sidewal k on both sides of Franklin
Street. They're not proposing to change that. What
they are proposing to do that is wthin the paved
limts that are there today, they're proposing to do
sone restriping. And essentially what they're doing
is they're going to take fromthe shoul der areas
that are out there today and cut a little bit on
either side of the shoul ders and then add that to
create a left-turn lane in the center.

What we had asked themto do was to
I nventory the shoulders along the entire | ength of
Franklin Street. W wanted to know where are
si dewal ks; how wi de are they; where are shoul ders,
and how wi de are the shoul ders.

So the Applicant went and did that
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anal ysis, and what they showed was that in the
vicinity of the site, the shoulder width on the
project side is about seven to eight feet, and sone
of it's used for a parking | ane today. On the
opposite side fromthe site, the shoul der varies
sonmewhere between three and a half to four feet.
think it's generally around three to three and a
half feet in that area there.

What they' re proposing to do is to take the
sidewal k on the project side and bring that down
from seven to eight feet --

MR DI AZ: Jeff, not the sidewal k. The
shoul der.

MR DIRK: |I'msorry. The shoul der.

They're going to take the shoul der.

Good -- good point.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Ni ce catch.

MR DI RK: Yeah. Because | think there was
a comment. They're not reducing the wdth of the
sidewal ks at all. The sidewal ks will stay exactly
where they are.

So the shoul der on the project side is
going to go fromseven to eight feet down to about

three feet, | believe, and then opposite the project
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site the shoul der, instead of being about three to
three and a half feet, they're taking it down two
feet. They're going to take the additional w dth,
and that's going to get flipped over to create about
a ten-foot wde left-turn | ane going through that --

t hrough t hat area.

So what -- what they're showing is in terns
of -- if you |look up and down the corridor there
itself, what you'll see, if you go to each of the

i ntersections where there is a turn | ane, added a
left-turn | ane, the shoulders do exactly the sane
thing. So you have w de shoul ders, and then as you
get to where the turn | anes are, the shoul ders get
narrowed. The section of Franklin Street stays the
same wdth curb to curb, and the way these turn

| anes were created is by narrowi ng the shoul ders.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN: Excuse ne one second.

M. Sullivan?

MR, SULLI VAN | have a question.

Where that proposed left-turn | ane i s going
into the project, the shoulder in front of the Wiss
Farmisn't w de enough, like, after Wiss Farm
That's where the parking is. There is no room --

you don't have no seven, eight feet of shoul der
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t here, do you?

MR DIRK: No. It varies, and it tapers
back basically is what happens.

MR SULLIVAN: Right. But that's where
that | ane would be. That's where you woul d be
taking it out, and you don't have seven feet that
you're taking out. | nean, you only get a coupl e of
feet between the curb, and it's actually a white
line that's marked. |If it's three feet, | would be
shocked.

MR DIRK | think -- so there is a
conbi nati on of added shoul der width that they're
reducing, and then I think the travel |anes are al so
bei ng reduced slightly as well.

If you have wi de travel |anes that are on
the order of 12, 13, 14 feet in that area, they're
com ng down to 11 feet. So it's -- it's kind of a
shaving a little bit here, alittle bit there, and
by doing a little bit of shaving travel | ane,
shoul der, they can gain about ten feet to create
this left-turn | ane and then narrow back after that,
so tapering.

MR SULLI VAN:. So where that proposed

left-turn lane is, you're -- in your discussions
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with them and what you viewed, there is enough space
there, side lines, to be mninmumof three feet was
it, that you were saying on the shoul ders?

MR DIRK On the project side, that's
correct. There will be alittle bit less on the
ot her side.

MR SULLIVAN: A little bit less on the
other side. And you have room for two-way traffic
plus a left-hand turn | ane?

MR DIRK: Plus the |left-hand turn | ane.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  So what happens if you
have a car taking a left turn, a truck comng by it

on the right and a bicycle next to the truck, who

W ns?

MR DIRK: So what ends up happeni ng on
this corridor here, is there is not -- so you're
| osing the bicycle accommbdation in this -- in this
segnent .

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay.

MR DIRK: But | think the reason we had
asked themto | ook at the entirety of the corridor
is that if you're riding a bike, it's discontinuous
along that corridor. So there would be areas where

you' ve got plenty of room and a shoul der, and a
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truck could go by; and you've got plenty of room
And then you cone to an intersection, and now you're
in the travel |ane.

So what -- what that neans is that you --
you couldn't post this as a bicycle travel lane. |If
soneone wants to ride a bike there, they can do
that. There is no legal restrictions on riding a
bi ke. But fromthe standpoint of a bicyclist being
able to have a usabl e shoul der wi dth and not have to
interact with vehicles, along this corridor they
have to interact with vehicles. [It's discontinuous.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Ckay. So how -- how
| ong a passage would this be where the bicycle would
be -- bicycle traffic would be interrupted?

MR DIRK It's -- | think the turn lane is
about 100 feet.

MR DIAZ: The turn |lane itself is about
100 feet, and then we're tapering, essentially, from
t here.

MR DIRK: And then what ends up happeni ng
Is that when they cone -- so then it would -- after
this section, the shoul der wi dens out again, and
t hen when you get to the driveway to the high

school, it narrows again. So the bicyclist conmes
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back out into the travel |ine.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN:  Now, is this -- this is
100 feet on both sides you would be wi thout a
bi cycle lane; is that correct?

MR DIRK: You never had -- you never had
bi cycl e accommopdati ons opposite the site. The
shoul der was not w de enough to have a bicycle
accommodat i on.

So the bicycle accommopdation, if you wanted
to look at it, was only in one direction, and it was
headi ng towards the downtown and towards the high
school in this section of roadway. So you really
only --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: So it's not a -- it's
not a --

MR Dl RK: It's not two-way.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: It's not a listed --
it's not on the road at this tine.

What about -- what about Mass. Hi ghway? |Is
there any regulations fromthemas far as bicycle
access to a community? Wuld we be -- would they
support us on this, or would they be -- what's their
posture on this?

MR DIRK: So Mass. -- Mass. DOT's policy

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

87

Is that you have to acconmbdat e pedestri ans and
bicycles in all inprovenents that are done. |If you
can't accommobdat e pedestrians and bicycles, you have
to ask for what's known as a design waiver. And so
there is a process that you would go through to get
the granting of -- of that design. | believe it's a
desi gn exception, because you're not able to
accommodat e t hose nodes.

So Mass. DOI's policy is you have to
accommodate all nodes of transportation within any
| provenents that are nade. So if this were a Mass.
DOT project, they would have to request a design
exception for not accommpbdati ng bicycles. And one
of the reasons for their design exception request
woul d be that the rest of the corridor doesn't
accommobdate that. And |I'm not sure whether or not
Mass. DOT would grant that. | nean typically they
woul d say you need to provide the shoul ders.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  What -- let ne ask you
t his:

How -- what size would the project have to
be in order for this left turn not to be necessary?
To acconmpbdat e everybody --

MR DI RK: Right.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZNMAN: -- right now

MR DIRK: So what ends up happening -- the
determ nation of a left-turn | ane, whether you need
it or not, is based on -- it's based on the speed
and the volune of traffic. And the way that it's
eval uated is basically you |l ook at -- you first
start with the speed. So the speed is roughly about
40 ml es an hour based on what they neasured. And
t hen, as you mght imagine, it's -- what you try to
do is you want to have a turn | ane where the nunber
of left turns that wants to go into the site, the
volune of traffic that's opposing it in the other
direction creates delays, so that if you have a
certain volume of left turns trying to get into the
site, it causes backup that happens. And then, if
people can't get by, it just kind of -- as you m ght
I magi ne, it kind of steanrollers.

So the general guidance that's provided
that -- it basically says if five percent of the
traffic that is trying to go by the site wants to
make a | eft-hand turn, then you want to provide a
left-turn | ane.

So if you look at the volune of traffic

that's on the roadway both going by the site and
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headi ng towards Mal den/ Mel rose, and then the vol unme
of traffic that's going in the opposite direction,

and -- and you | ook at those volunes and the speed
of traffic, what it would say is that the maxi mum

nunber of left turns would be sonewhere around 60.

You need to have 60 or fewer left turns in order to
not need a left-turn | ane.

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN: 60 or fewer over what --
over what tinme frane?

MR DIRK: During the peak traffic vol une
hour of the project.

So what that would translate into for the
project is it would roughly have to be cut in half.
The nunber of units could not exceed sonewhere
bet ween 100 -- 120 or 125 units based on their trip
di stri bution, because about 70 percent of their
traffic nowis comng froma left-hand turn. So
It's traveling southbound, | guess, on Franklin
Street wants to nake a | eft-hand turn.

So in know ng that about 70 percent of the
traffic wants to nake a left-hand turn, what we're
saying is that in the left turn novenent that's
t here, you can only have 60 vehicles during the peak

hour wanting to nmake a left-hand turn comng into
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the site. And that peak hour was the eveni ng peak
hour. So we're able to correlate 60 left turns,
that being 70 percent of the traffic, results in the
maxi mum peak hour vol une coul d be somewhere around
90 trips, and that translates into about 120 or

125 units. At that |evel you would fall bel ow that

five percent criteria.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Just on -- Iin terns of
t he peak hour, what -- the 60 |eft-hand turns, what
woul d that -- what hour would that start; what hour

woul d t hat end?

MR DIRK: It's actually -- it's in the
evening, so it would be an hour sonewhere between
4:00 and 6:00. So let's just say it's 5:00 to 6:00,
or 4:30/5: 30.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  So it woul d be the peak
60 m nutes during that period of tine?

MR DIRK: Correct.

And at that tine period, if | recall, there
I's about 1100 vehicles that are headi ng northbound,
and so that's the novenent that the left turns are
opposing. So the left turns, they've got about 1100
vehicles --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  They' re goi ng
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east bound, or westbound?

MR DIRK: They're headi ng towards your
downt own.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN.  Ckay. That's
west bound.

MR DIRK: So they're headi ng west bound.

So you' ve got 1100 vehicl es headi ng
west bound. The vol une that's headi ng eastbound is
sonmewhere around 500 to 511. And of that nunber,
about 60 of them would be turning left to go into
the site. So at that volune, the conflicting vol une
and the volume that's trying to head out of town, if
you had about 60 left turners, it would suggest that
there is enough gaps to be able to have those turns
happen w t hout causi ng excessive del ay and backups
happeni ng towards Main Street, let's say.

So again, it's about half the size of the
project that's there today.

CHAl RVAN SALTZMAN:  So if you' ve got --
during that stretch of tinme you' ve got 1100 vehicles
during an hour's tine heading toward the square, and
500, you say --

MR. DI RK: Roughly.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  -- headi ng the ot her
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directi on?

MR DIRK: Correct.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And let's say, for the
sake of argunent, that the left-hand | ane, the |eft
| ane is there, so you' ve got three |anes of traffic.

Woul d you have a recommendation as to foot
traffic? Wuld there be a necessity for a --

MR DI RK: Yeah.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: -- pedestrian |ight?

MR DIRK Yeah. And | think that's --

t hat's i ndependent of, really, the nunber of --

nunmber of units. And the reason | say that is

because you' ve created -- you've created a

devel opnent on the opposite -- you've got a school
on one side -- actually two schools on the other
si de.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah.

MR DI RK: You ve got a devel opnent that's
conpl etely opposite of that. So the sidewal k that
t hese children, or anyone who wants to go to these
schools, is they've got to cross the street. So
gi ven the speed of traffic and the volune of traffic
that's on the roadway, you know, crossing is

sonething that's needed in close proximty to the
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site. The Applicant has proposed to install such a
crossing, and | agree with where they're trying to
| ocate it in ternms of the sight line. So it's going
to be to the east of the site, about 560 feet, |
bel i eve, roughly, where you' ve got good sight |ines
I n the road.

And they propose to install that crossing
With sone bunp ups in the curb lines, which we think
IS appropriate because it gets the pedestri ans out
to where they've got the sight lines, as well as
not ori sts havi ng good sight |ines of the
pedestrians. So actually that shoul der area we're
speaking of, they're pulling the curb lines out into
t hat shoul der area, still |leaving sone offset to
vehicles, but it gives good sight lines for vehicles
and pedestrians. And then they're installing a
crossing systemthat's there. And what they had
proposed at the initial neeting, or when they had
proposed this at the | ast hearing, was a pedestrian
beacon where, on the sides of the crossing, there
woul d be sone signs, and within those signs would be
yell ow fl ashi ng beacons. And when a pedestri an
pushed the button, those beacons would start

flashing so a notorist would know that there is a
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pedestrian crossing.

And we | ooked at that, and I think one of
the things we would |ike the Applicant to try to
achieve is actually a red light to stop the traffic
whil e the pedestrians are trying to cross there. So
we suggested that instead of just the flashing
beacon installation, that the Applicant | ook at
installing what's known as a -- it's called a
hi gh-intensity activated crosswal k, which is that
HAVWK syst em

So the HAWK systemis basically sonething
that -- it does the sane type of thing with the
flashing |ights, although when a pedestrian is
physically going to cross, there is a solid red
light for the notorists on Franklin Street. So the
notori st actually physically has to stop. And then
as the pedestrian is crossing, the lights start
flashing, simlar to the flashing "don't wal k" that
t he pedestrian gets as they're crossing the roadway.
The vehi cl es have stopped; then it changes to a
flashing red light. And then the pedestrian
crosses, and when there is sufficient tinme has been
gi ven for the pedestrian to nake the crossing, then

the lights blank out, they turn dark. So if there
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Is not a pedestrian there, what a notorist sees is
basi cally dark signal indications there.

So the only thing that the notorist sees is
when a pedestrian is crossing, the button gets
pushed. It starts with a flashing yellow, that
changes to a solid red; that changes to a fl ashing
red; and then it darks out. But in that instance,
the notorist is given positive guidance that they
physically have to stop because the pedestrian is
crossing rather than just these flashing yell ow
i ghts.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: M. Sullivan.

MR SULLIVAN: Is that simlar to the one
at Franklin and Perkins Street? That has a green

i ght, and when the pedestrian crosses, it turns

red.

MR ROTONDI: It's a button.

MR DIRK: Yeah. There is a button at
these as well. It's alittle bit different than

that. That type of installation you actually
couldn't do at this location just because you don't
have the pedestrian crossing volunes. So it's a
little bit different fromthat. This is --

basically if you don't neet the criteria to install
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allowed to be installed to try to achi eve the sane
type of effect. But | think what we wanted to have
here, because of the fact of the speed and the

vol unme on the roadway, and that it's a m d-Dbl ock
crossing, what we really wanted to achieve is
sonet hi ng where there is a physical red signal out
there. And that, in this case as well, the signals
are actually over the roadway rather than being off
to the side. So I think some of the things we

t al ked about was visibility of these with sunlight
and things |ike that. Having these actually
physically over the road as well as on the side of
the road | think provides a little bit nore
visibility to notorists. And, again, with the red
i ght, they physically have to stop.

MR SHULMAN: |s there evidence that that
Is nore effective than the alternative, which was
just the flashing yell ow?

MR DIRK: Wll, the flashing yell ow, what
it does is it's telling the notorist -- it's
basically saying to you that there is a pedestrian
in the crosswal k and that you need to obey the state

law, which is to yield to a pedestrian that's in the
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cr osswal k.

MR, SHULMAN: Uh- huh.

MR DIRK: This provides a little bit nore
stringent standard to it. Because of the red |ight,
you physically have to stop. So it's not a -- it's
not a yield condition. You physically have to stop.
So it acts nore like a traffic signal, so | think it
provides a little bit nore positive reenforcenent
that there is a pedestrian and you need to stop.

MR SHULMAN: Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: So it's the difference
bet ween an advi sory and a requirenent?

MR DI RK: Yeah. Between a warni ng and
sonething that's physically -- | nean, a police
officer can issue a ticket if you don't stop for a
pedestrian that's in the crosswal k. But | think
nost notorists are aware that when there is a red
| ight, you need to stop. And so | think this kind
of brings that type of standard enphasis on the
crossing a little bit nore than just the flashing
yell ow | i ght.

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN:  Just so that | have this
right, did you indicate, when | asked you earlier

what would -- what would it take to negate the need
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for the -- for the left-hand turn | ane, you
indicated that -- did | have this right -- that it
woul d be a project of between 120 and 125 --

MR DIRK: Correct. Roughly about half the
size of the project that's proposed.

CHAlI RVAN SALZMAN:  And, in any event, to
have the proposed | eft-hand | ane would require that
the town seek a waiver fromthe Mass. Hi ghway?

MR DIRK: In this case, because it's a
town road, there is no design exceptions that are
required. If it were -- the question was what Mass.
DOT require?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah.

MR DIRK: Mass. DOT would require a design
exception for this type of inprovenent.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

MR DIRK: So the next --

MR. SHULMAN.  Sorry. Just -- and -- and
havi ng anot her driveway on the site wouldn't i npact
that at all?

MR DIRK: No. It would. You disperse --
right. |f you had another access point --

MR, SHULMAN: And, | nean, would it have to

be anot her access point to an adjacent road, or
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woul d further down Franklin Street -- for exanple,
If there were a U access to Franklin Street, would
t hat make a difference?

MR DIRK Well, it would disperse the
traffic nore. The question would be whether you
woul d - -

MR SHULMAN. Is it far enough?

MR DI RK: Yeah. Depending on where it's
| ocated and how the project itself is laid out.
Peopl e are generally going to turn at the
| ocation -- their first inclination is going to be
to turn at the first opportunity that they have.
How t hat woul d be influenced is how the project is
laid out in terms of its circulation. So you can
kind of force sonme decisions by the way the
bui | dings are laid out, because you would want to
also try to get to your unit the quickest way that
you can. So you may choose to nove, go further down
the road, let's say, beyond where this access is if
there is another driveway. So you do get sone
di spersal of traffic, so that can al so | ower --

MR SHULMAN: | realize that is probably
not feasible with the wetlands and everyt hi ng.

MR DIRK: But that is an option as well --
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MR SHULMAN: Ckay.

MR DIRK: -- to disperse the traffic.

MR, SHULMAN:. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Any ot her questi ons
fromthe Board?

Is there anything else you would like to
tell us?

MR DIRK: The |ast couple of points, we
did ask themto nake sone changes on the access into
the project. And specifically we had seen the truck
turning analysis. So we had asked themto | ook at
t he corner radius, because we want to nake sure
trucks don't swwng in the center line as they are
exi ting.

And then the very final point was the
parking information. You may recall at the | ast
meeting they presented conparable sites and said
"here's how much parking's provided,"” which we think
I's a good baseline, but what we actually need to
know is, is that parking sufficient to accommbdate
t he needs of those residential communities? So we
need to know, there is a certain supply; what is the
actual demand for parking, to make sure that, if

they are parking, let's say, 1.5 spaces per
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residential unit, if that's what's provided, is that
sufficient for all the residents? O are people
actually parking off site? So what that woul d say
is there is not enough parking on site. So even
t hough we have the supply, we need to know is that
sufficient.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Thank you.

On that happy note, M. Cicatelli.

VR Dl AZ: For the record, John Diaz with

GPI .

As was nentioned earlier, we just got this
letter this norning. W read through it. | don't
really have any -- | nean, | think the three points

basically that Jeff brought up about the -- the --
t he | ast one we just tal ked about, the HAW signal,
t he pedestrian treatnent for the crosswal k, we are
commtted to doing a crosswal k across Franklin
Street. W'lIl ook at both options, and -- and
see -- |l ook at the HAW system

Bot h systens are acceptabl e systens.
They're both fairly new technology that's -- that's
probably within the last five, ten years at the nost
that's -- they're both kind of in different areas of

the state you'll see themin different -- Mass. DOT
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approves the rapid flashi ng beacon.

It's actually a much -- it's not the
typi cal beacon that you would see, just a yellow
ball. It's actually a pair of high intensity
strobes simlar to what you see on a police vehicle.
You'll see themin the sunlight; you' ll see them at
night. They're very -- they're very apparent when
soneone presses that button.

The ot her di scussions that we had,
certainly the driver radius we have no -- no issue
with that.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Just on -- just on that
prior point, on the issue of a pedestrian red |ight,
you're not conmmtted to that at this tine?

MR DIAZ: Like | said, we just got this

t oday.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: That's fine. That's
fine. You know what -- and I'mnot -- you know, I'm
just -- just so you -- you can -- you can take the

time you need in order to go over that.

MR DIAZ: W're going to |l ook at both the
opti ons.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  No, no problem

MR DIAZ: W are definitely commtted to
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providi ng not only a crosswal k but sone type of
enhanced crossi ng.

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN:  Sur e.

VR Dl AZ: The fair share comm t nent,
obviously that's sonething we have to discuss. W
have to, you know, | ook at the intersections and
what that mtigation mght |ook |Iike there before we
can really answer that.

| don't think there was -- the parking, you
guys, we'll get that information to Jeff. The rest
of it's fairly m nor comments. W don't really --
really have any issues wth them

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  Fai r enough.

Ckay. Questions fromthe Board?

Thank you.

Questions fromthe Board?

All right. Go ahead.

MR SHULMAN: It's not on traffic, but
since we're going to open up to the public pretty
soon - -

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Sur e.

MR, SHULMAN:. -- one nore question on the
architecture, if we can get back into that.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: You know, he's been
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anxiously awaiting this very question.

MR. SHULMAN:. Because | was | ooking at the
new pl ans during the break, and the -- | just wanted
to understand quickly the -- | think the buil ding
section, and the pitched roof area doesn't appear to
have anything in it.

What -- what is in that attic space? |Is
t hat just nmechani cal equi pnent and duct wor k?

MR MAHONEY: Pipes, ducts and insul ati on.

MR SHULMAN. That's it?

MR MAHONEY: A catwal k probably.

MR. SHULMAN: And | see a note on here that
says "Construction Type 5A" which | was just
wondering if you could just discuss what you nean by
that a little nore.

MR, MAHONEY: That's probably a better
question for Hugh Russell, who is the architect of
record.

MR. SHULMAN:  Fair enough.

MR CECIL: It refers to the building code
classification in terns of the -- the type of
construction.

MR SHULMAN: Uh- huh.

So materials that woul d be used?
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MR CECIL: The materials and the way
they're put together to nmeet buil ding code
standards. You have certain choices in terns of
conbi nati ons that you could use and so that would --

MR, SHULMAN:. And that's mandated by the
size of the building? By the --

MR CECIL: So there are a lot of different
factors that go into it, but it's inportant to sort
of disclose that because there are choices in terns
of the materials that get used, the way exiting
wor ks, things like sprinklering, types of
construction, ratings of walls. So you al ways have
to fall into one of the classifications that the
bui I di ng code offers you in order to have a conpl ete
saf e package. So this would be a Type 5A

MR SHULMAN: Ckay. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  All right.

Now, what we're going to do at this point
Is open the -- the hearing up to public -- questions

from nmenbers of the public, have them

individually -- and I would just ask that the
questions -- first off, that they be questions.
There will be an opportunity for a public coment.

We don't want comments maski ng thensel ves as
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questions. W want real questions.

And | would al so point out that, you know,
for everybody that there are both the -- the
Applicant's experts as well as those who have been
hired on behalf of the town -- and renenber,

M. Dirk and M. Houston are still here. Although
they are hiding in plain view in the audi ence, they
can be -- we would -- they certainly would be
prepared to entertain any questions.

During the question period, | would sinply
ask that ground rule is identify yourself, name and
address, and | would ask that the question be
directed to the Chair, all right, not directly to
t he individual, through the Chair, and -- and we'l|
go fromthere.

You know, the other thing is, at this
poi nt, given the fact that we have a nunber of
peopl e and that we are expecting to do public
comment, and the fact that we only have one fl oor,
woul d ask that the -- one question to a custoner,
okay?

So on that happy note, let's get started.

Ch, ny God.

MR. MANG NO  Angel o Mangi no, 22 Landers
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Road.

I have one question regarding traffic, but
it's sort of three questions within that.

Can | ask those three questions?

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN:  Three questions within
that. Fire off the question.

MR MANG NO So did the traffic study
anal yze at all the Steven Street/ Franklin Street
intersection? | used to drive ny daughter there,
and that really gets queued up in the norning. So |
was just wondering if that was addressed in the
traffic study.

The second point is, | believe | heard from
the traffic study that at rush hour, the traffic
study that we did, or the estimate, or the
proj ection was 1100 vehicles traveling westbound.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  That's in the
af t er noon.

MR. MANG NO And 500 are headi ng east bound
to Melrose? | think --

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  From -- yeah. Toward
Mel rose. That's what they --

MR MANG NO That doesn't sound

r easonabl e.
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MR DI AZ: That is what -- he quoted w ong.
We have it -- it's the opposite in the study.

MR MANG NO  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  They counted them

You wanted a question on -- you wanted an
answer on the Stevens Street issue?

MR MANG NO Ri ght.

MR DI AZ: Yes, we exam ned that
i ntersection. W went through the mtigation, the
analysis. It was reviewed by Jeff, and we are where
we are.

CHAlI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. And as long as
you're up there, if you have an architecture
question, you can ask that as well.

MR. MANG NO Just getting back to the
traffic, so with the lanes turning -- the |left-hand

turn, | just find it really hard to believe -- and
bel i eve one of the gentlenen on the Board nenti oned
as well -- that if you have -- there is heavy
trucking that travels on Franklin Street. |If you
have two trucks going both in opposite directions
and you have a car that's turning left, | just can't
i magi ne those three vehicles can fit on Franklin

Street.
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So that's all.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Putting that in the
formof a question, has that question been addressed
as part of the mtigation?

MR DIAZ: Yes, it has. The design plans
that we did, we're using standard | ane w dths, and
it's been reviewed by your peer consultant.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  And specifically you
can have a truck going in each direction and a car
in the mddle, and a bicycle traveling nowhere at
all. Is that -- is that what | amto understand?

MR. DI AZ: You have an 11-foot travel | ane,
which is the standard. You have at |east a m ni nrum
t wo- f oot shoul der, and your left turn lane is ten
feet. So you have 26, 36 feet of pavenent curb to
curb.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Ckay.

Questions? Sure.

MS. COLARUSSO M/ nane is Caroline
Col arusso. |I'mon the Board of Sel ectnen.

And after five hours of hearing fromthe
Applicant and the Board, | have one question and a
coupl e of comments.

MR DI AZ: Comments in the public comrents
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secti on.

MS. COLARUSSO WI I these plans be
avai l able for the public to view?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Question for the --

MR. MAHONEY: The presentation?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  The sl i des.

MR MAHONEY: | think it's on the website.

CHAI RMAN SALTZMVAN: l'"'msorry?

MR, MAHONEY: The videos fromtonight would
be available, right? | nean, we can nake these
avai l able. Sure.

M5. COLARUSSO  Ckay.

MR MAHONEY: Sure.

MS. COLARUSSO M. Chairnman, would you
like me to hold off on the comments and cone back?

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Sure. W'Ill do the
questions and then -- sure.

M5. COLARUSSO  Ckay.

CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN:  Yeah.

| don't think you're going to have to wait
very | ong.

M5. HEM NGMY: G ndy Hem ngway, 14 Fells
Road.

Wondering about the -- 1'll use the term
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| oosely -- | andscapi ng by the punp house al ong
Franklin Street. That | ooked pretty poor, and I
don't think that's been | andscaped. | think those
trees are just, like, growing there. They weren't
| andscaped. They weren't planted. And it's
unsightly, and I was wondering if there was going to
be any inprovenent on the tree line and the
| andscapi ng al ong that section of Franklin Street.

MR MAHONEY: | think the section you're
referring to is right out where the punp station,
which is -- which is within the wetlands. So there
IS no work proposed within there.

The | andscapi ng we were proposi ng was
further inboard to the site. So those trees, |
t hi nk, probably nost are actually within the wetl and
area, so we can't work in there.

MS. HEM NGMY: So you woul dn't do anyt hi ng
to inmprove the --

MR Cl CATELLI: There is sone additional
| andscaping that's being planted closer to the
bui | dings that's shown on one of the other slides.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Cone on up.

M5. LEMRE: Joan Lamire, 12 Fairvi ew Road.

I thought there was sonmeone going to | ook
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at the intersection that is Main Street and Sunmer
Street, and also Marble Street, and | don't renenber
hearing the result of that.

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: I f you coul d.

M5. LEMRE: It's next to South School .

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Actually Marble is on

t he ot her side of Main. Sumer is on the east side

of Mai n. Summer and Main is a -- that | believe
the -- the cars were counted there.
VR, ROTONDI : | believe so.

MR DI AZ: That was part of our study
I nt ersecti ons.

MS. LEM RE: And what happened?

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Coul d you conment on
it?

M5. LEMRE: D dit neet standards? O not
meet standards?

MR DIAZ: | mean, | can go back through.
Thi s was, obviously, hashed out in the peer view,
when we |isted the inpacts at all the intersections,
and that wasn't identified as one that had any
significant inpacts.

MR MAHONEY: M. Chairman, nmaybe we could

cone back next tinme and specifically speak to that
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I ntersection, rather than going through.

Is that all right?

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN:  And, you know, when they
say that it doesn't have a disproportionate inpact,
t hat doesn't nean that it's a conveni ent pl ace.

M5. LAMRE: Yes. |It's a bad intersection.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ri ght.

M5. LEMRE: | think it's bad in that
direction. Man Street -- actually every tinme a
light cycles, Main Street clears. The other streets
don't clear when their |ight cycles.

CHAl RMAN SALTZMAN: Right. Right. The
Marble Street side is sitting there waiting as the
Summer Street goes through.

M5. LEMRE: And the Summer Street waits,
too. Wiat |I'msaying is that the cars, there is --
not all the cars get out in a light cycle.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: No.

MS. LEM RE: Wereas Main Street they do.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Far fromit.

And the one -- the one blessing is
everybody gets to take a left that wants to.

M5. LEM RE: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: M. Want man.
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MR. WANTMAN:  Ch, gosh.

MR MAHONEY: M. Chairnman, found it.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Go ahead. G ve thema
m nut e.

MR DI AZ: Yeah. Overall in the norning we
have about a three-second increase in delay. W
have, at worst, one to two vehicle increase in gqueue
bet ween the build and no-build condition on any of
t he approaches. And in the afternoon we have about
|l ess than a three second increase in delay overall
and again that sane thing: At worst two vehicles
added to any approach.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Thank you.

MS. LEMRE: But you didn't |like say this
is a -- already so many -- you don't have a grade,
| etter grade.

MR DIAZ: It's a |level service C overal
exi sting, or under the 2018 no-build conditions.
It's a level service Din 2018 build. And again
that differential, that just happens to be the
cutoff is 35 seconds, and we're at 35.5 conpared to
33.

M5. LEM RE: Ckay. Thank you.

MR DI AZ: Ckay.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZNMAN: M. Want man.
MR WANTMAN:. Hello. M nane is Martin
Wantman. |'ve lived on CGerald Road since 1984.
That's a direct abutter to the property. | have way
nmore than one question, but I'mgoing to limt it to
one question tonight. | don't knowif | could ask

t he question w thout a coment.

| interjected earlier in the evening
because the picture was shown taken from Geral d Road
that was not a realistic picture of what | see from
Cerald Road. There are no tree buffer protection
for Gerald Road on Weiss Farm  The buffer that |
have presently is a pile of what | would call rough
fill that is called a berm by Wiss Farmthat has
been suggested that it is in place to -- for visua
and auditory protection for Gerald Road. Wre that
bermnot to be there, I would have an unobstructed
view of the project. And from what | understand,
you' re proposing that you're going to raise the
| evel of the devel opnent by nine feet and then
you're going to be putting a five-story structure on
it, so |l would like to have sone realistic
vi ewpoi nts of what this project is going to | ook

| i ke from Geral d Road.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Now, just on that
point, if you recall, when M. Houston was speaki ng,
he was addressing that very question. And the
Applicant, in response to ny question, indicated
t hat they would be providing us with viewpoints from
that area. And | would ask you if -- if it makes
sense, fromyour |ocation, if you wsh to take
pi ctures, take pictures.

MR WANTMAN: | woul d wel come the Applicant
to cone back to ny property and take pictures from
t here.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Sure.

MR WANTMAN:. So I'Il limt it to that. |
would sinply like to have a realistic appraisal of
what the project is going to | ook like.

CHAI RVAN SALZMAN:  That's in the works.
Thank you.

During this lull in the questions, | know
we did hit a spot here with reference to the left
turn, left-hand lane. And the left-hand | ane I
submt is an issue that | did not foresee nyself
arising until the last neeting. And | would just --
| don't knowif it's within the scope of the

authority of this Board to permt that |eft-hand

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

117

| ane to the exclusion of bicycle traffic that's
proposed. And I would just ask, if -- if the -- you
know, is -- if that left-hand | ane were not to be
adopted, or if any request for a waiver were to be
ref used, what would be the Applicant's position with
respect to reducing the size and scope of the
project in response to sane? And you don't have to
answer that question in the next 30 seconds.

MR ENGLER |'m not going to answer that
NOW.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  But it is a fair
questi on.

And, you know, we are com ng back next
week, so, you know, if you want to think about it,
you can sleep on it a couple of nights and get back
to us.

MR Cl CATELLI: Certainly.

MR ENGLER  Yep.

MR DI AZ: Does anybody el se have a
questi on?

All right. Now, as far as public comment,
all right, we were opening it to public comrent, and
I would sinply again ask that the comment go through

the Chair and not directly to the Applicant, or to
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the experts that are here on behalf of the town.

And | would just say that, in connection with this,
if there are coments that the -- the Applicant

W shes to respond to, the Applicant will be given

t hat opportunity. However, there really -- tine
will not permit a back and forth between a single
comment ator and the nenbers of the Board. Each one,
you get one shot; they get one answer, and we go to
t he next person.

All right? That seens fair enough.

Al right.

That said, M. Wantnan, do you have a
public coment ?

MR. WANTMAN:  Very good. | do. Real quick
coment .

On the |l andscaping plan, | don't notice any
wet features to include the pond that generally
occurs after heavy rain storns in the sout heast
section or the ditches, and the comment woul d be how
does the Applicant plan to protect their children
fromfalling into the freetown nuck, the swanp, or
t he ditches.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Fair question. It

sounds |i ke sonething that requires a response.
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MR MAHONEY: | think it's sonething
M. Houston nay have raised, or we've -- it's on our
list of things we're planning to respond to with our
|l etter forthcom ng.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. And in fairness
to the Applicant, | would al so point out that there
are going to be a nunber of public hearings devoted
specifically, alnost exclusively to the question of
water, and that is a -- that's a -- we'll be
di scussing that, and I would hope that you would --
if we don't raise the question, | would hope you
woul d do so in the future.

MR. WANTMAN:  Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Anyone el se?

M5. COLARUSSO As | said, Caroline
Col arusso, 4 Patrick Crcle, Board of Sel ectnen.

My comment - -

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Excuse ne. There is a
question fromthe Board.

MR SULLIVAN: 1've just got a question.

Caroline, | understand you're a sel ectnan.
I have comments | get frompeople. | don't believe
you' re speaki ng on behal f of the Board of Sel ectnen,

so | would just ask, if that is the case, that you
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identify that you' re a nenber of the Board of
Sel ect men speaking as a private citizen.

M5. COLARUSSO. Sure.

Carol i ne Col arusso, 4 Patrick Grcle, also
a nmenber of the Board of Sel ectnen.

Sone of the feedback that I'mgetting
regarding -- and ny comments are directed towards
the Board of Appeals -- are on the Applicant's
traffic study, pertinent to the reducti on of parking
on Franklin Street. There -- there are concerns
from parents who have children at Teachabl e Monents
Day Care Center that those parking spots are
i mportant. They use those parking spots daily.

Al so the | ocal congregation there, the church that
al so uses on-street parking at Franklin Street would
have a detrinental effect.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: That's the Ki ngdom Hal
of Jehovah's Wtnesses?

M5. COLARUSSO. Yes. Yes.

Woul d be a detrinental effect to the public
in |losing those spots.

Al so, additionally, the town's current
parking requirenment is 2.1 spaces, not 1.6 as

di scussed | ast neeting. The difference there is 537
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spaces versus 409 spaces, a net difference of 128
spaces. Now | think that's significant because
there is no public transportation but a nmle each
way .

And anot her comment from | ast neeting was
that the MBTA was thinking about putting a stop
there. | can tell you | attended a neeting with
ot her Stonehamresidents with the general nanager of
the MBTA, and there are no plans to put any
addi ti onal MBTA stops in Stoneham So | want to
make sure that's clarified.

And al so, lastly, because there is no
public transportation but for a mle each way, |
think it's inportant the Board considers the safety
of cyclists and pedestrians. And if there is not
going to be bike |l anes going in both ways, that's
going to hinder folks from Melrose Hi ghl ands, and
al so hinder them from bus stops up on Main Street.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Thank you.

M5. COLARUSSO.  Yep.

MR MAHONEY: |'Il try to go backwards.

There is currently no bike lane -- there is
a parking lane on Franklin Street, but there is no

bi ke l anes. As both our consultant and your
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consultant point out, at every intersection al ong
Franklin Street it gets narrowed down, so...

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Just one thing on that
point is that we have an application in with the
state to fund a bi ke path with other communiti es.
It's a tri-comunity bike path, which wll be
starting in Recreation Park, which is a little
further -- it's just off of Franklin Street. It is
an i ssue because we -- we are -- we're bound by the
requi rements on that score.

MR MAHONEY: Under st ood.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:  So, you know, it's a
bi gger deal than neets the eye today, you know.

MR. MAHONEY: Sure. No. W understand.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Pardon the
i nterruption.

MR MAHONEY: Wth respect to the parking
along Franklin Street, | think what -- we wll take
that into consideration. As we |look at this
pedestrian crosswal k, | think that's kind of the
i npact that would be down there.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Then there is the
par ki ng on --

MR. MAHONEY: OCh, the parking ratio. W've
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been through the parking ratio. W've provided --
we manage a | ot of these properties. W feel the
parking ratio is adequate for a proposed project of
this size. W've |ooked at conparabl e projects of
this size with simlar access to transportation.

I think the next step that M. D rk asked
us to do was to go to those projects that we've
cited and actually confirmw th the property
managers that that parking is -- that the parking
they're providing on site is adequate for their --
for their popul ati on.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  And, | nean, one thing
that | believe you guys had nentioned earlier was
that there would be the -- the parking would be
al nost enforced through | eases, right? That that
woul d be how you would try to thin the herd, as it
were, on cars.

MR. MAHONEY: Yes. Enforced through
| eases. You know, eventually, it's a -- you know,
it's a marketing thing. So we have -- we're able --
only able to offer so many parking spaces per
apartnent, and that, you know, our judgnent call is
that there is enough people with that nmany cars that

would i ke to |ive here.
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CHAI RVAN SALZTZMAN:  You know, and on t hat
poi nt, you know, just -- it occurs to ne that what
about Mass. Housing? | nean, you know, they -- you
had -- you had a project designed that had no
three-unit -- no three-bedroomunits, and they
overruled that. They said "Hey, that's" -- "that's
not famly friendly enough.™

What if you had a | ease requirenent that
restricted the nunber of cars that could be brought
onto the site, just across the board. Is that
sonething that they could require, nore cars?

MR ENGLER: M. Chairnman, | think Mss.
Housing |l ets the zoning board at the | ocal |evel
deal with that 1issue. They don't get into that
specificity.

If you're suggesting there would be
sonmething -- I'mjust making this up
hypothetically -- that would actually restrict the
t hr ee- bedroom use because of car restriction, |
don't know what that would be. But they could
say -- |'ve never heard them say anything other than
t hat you' ve got to have ten percent threes, and
don't nake it a two with a den, make it a

t hr ee- bedroom uni t.
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CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  |I'm just wonderi ng,
if -- you know, if -- obviously if sonebody has a
t hree-bedroomunit, they would be expected to have
probably nore than one car

MR ENGLER Well, typically it's still a
mar keting issue. It could be two cars for a
t hree- bedroom unit, one and a half cars for a
t wo- bedroom and one car for one. | nean, it all
depends on what all the conpetition shows, and
that's what we're going to investigate and let you
know, i ncluding three-bedroomunits.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Ckay. That's fair
enough.

MR DIAZ: | just want to nake -- if |
could, | just want to --

CHAI RMAN SALTZNMAN: Go ahead.

MR DI AZ: -- make one quick clarification.

The -- the eastbound shoul der that Jeff was

tal king about earlier is about three, three and a
half feet along the entire corridor.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  That's on the opposite
side of the street?

MR DIAZ: On the opposite side.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Going toward Mel rose,

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

126

yep.
MR DIAZ: Right. On our side of the

street, it's a seven- or eight-foot shoulder that's

basically a parking |lane. So neither of those

are -- are really bike facilities. Because if

you' ve got a car parked there in any -- anywhere

along that road, it's not a bike | ane.

Three feet isn't sufficient to define it as

a bi ke | ane. It has to be five feet to be
consi dered a bi ke | ane. W're not -- we're not
taking any wdth fromthe shoul der on -- opposite

our side. W're keeping three feet there. What
we're doing is we're using that shoul der area, and
we're basically making a two-foot shoul der on that
side. So that's where we're getting the w dth.

Il just wanted to clarify, we're not --
we're keeping three feet on the -- | guess it would
be the eastbound side, which is what's there now.

CHAI RMAN SALTZMAN: My under st andi ng was on
t he eastbound side, that once the lines were drawn,

t hat we're | ooking at sonething between two feet and
two and a half feet.

That isn't the case?

VR Dl AZ: No, we have three feet there.

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

127

We have an 11-foot travel |ane, a 10-foot turn | ane,
an 11-foot |ane, and then plus or m nus -- plus,
actually, alittle over two feet on the shoul der on
our side of the project.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN: Is that -- is that
accurate?

MR DIRK: | believe they were -- | thought
they were taking it down to two to two and a half
feet on the other side, but that in no case would it
drop below two feet | believe is what it is.

MR DI AZ: W' Ill doubl e-check.

MR DIRK W will doubl e-check.

MR DIAZ: Yeah. |'mpretty sure we're
holding it at three feet across that.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Coul d that be a gap
t hat we cl ose between now and the next tinme?

MR DIRK: Ch, nost definitely. It's a
qui ck thing, a quick exercise.

CHAI RMVAN SALTZMAN:. Ckay. Any other public
comment s? Speak now.

M. Wtten.

MR WTTEN. M. Chairman, | just have two
questions just prior to the Board's closing. You

don't have to -- | don't have to do it right now.
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It's at the Board's pl easure.

MR, SULLIVAN. Go for it.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  All right. At this
time the Chair will entertain a notion.

MR, SHULMAN. Mbve to close the public

heari ng.

MR. ROTONDI: No, adjourn. Mdtion to
adj our n.

MR WTTEN. M. Chairnman, before the Board
adjourns, if | could.

So, M. Chairman, if | could just, through
you - -

MR, SHULMAN:. That's why | was closing the
publ i c heari ng.

MR WTTEN: Just through you,
M. Chairman, to Attorney Cicatelli.

Attorney Cicatelli, have you filed with
MEPA for this project yet?

MR, Cl CATELLI : Not vyet.

MR WTTEN. And do you have an anti ci pated
date of filing?

MR MAHONEY: W thin weeks.

MR WTTEN. Prior to the next hearing?

MR, MAHONEY: No.
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MR, Cl CATELLI: Well, the next hearing is
Wednesday.

MR MAHONEY: No.

MR WTTEN: M second questi on,
M. Chairman, through you is what was the total
nunmber of bedroons before DHCD required the
t hr ee- bedroom uni ts?

MR. MAHONEY: Top of ny head, | don't know
t he answer.

MR WTTEN. How many additional bedroons
have you added since DHCD required the three
bedr oons?

MR. MAHONEY: Honestly, | would have to
find -- look at the unit mx from our prior
pr oposal .

MR WTTEN:. Are there nore bedroons now
t han there were then?

MR. MAHONEY: Yes, there are nore bedroons
NOW.

MR WTTEN. And do you know, is it greater
t han ten?

MR MAHONEY: Quite honestly, | couldn't
say.

MR WTTEN. Do you know, has your traffic

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.
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engi neer factored in the three-bedroomcount in
traffic flow as well as parking?

MR MAHONEY: | don't know. We will check

that in his nunbers. That's a fair point.

MR WTTEN. Do you know if the traffic
study was based on the two- and one-bedroomunits as
opposed to the three-bedroom count?

MR, MAHONEY: It was based on the app --
the unit mx in the original application.

MR WTTEN. And the unit m x has changed,

correct?

MR. MAHONEY: Slightly, yes.

MR WTTEN:. So the traffic count needs to
change?

MR MAHONEY: We will check with our
engi neer.

MR DIAZ: We will verify.

MR WTTEN. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Now we're really going
to entertain a notion.

MS. McBRI DE: ' msorry.

CHAl RMVAN SALTZNMAN:  Yes.

M5. McBRIDE: Can | just ask a quick

question?
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CHAI RVAN SALTZNMAN: Go ahead.

M5. McBRIDE: H . Ellen MBride, 30 Butler
Ave.

What triggers do you hit for MEPA filing?
Just curi ous.

MR. MAHONEY: CQur request for a superseding
order of conditions.

Just to clarify on the three-bedroomi ssue,

we had three bedroons in the original proposal, in
the original application. It was just that we
didn't hit the ten percent threshold. | think it

was seven percent or sonmething |like that.
"Il confirmthe bedroom count. W'l|
doubl e-check. It's a fair point on the traffic.

CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Fair enough. All

right.
MR ROTONDI: | make a notion to adjourn.
MR SHULMAN:  Second.
CHAI RVAN SALZNVAN: Al right.
All those in favor that we adjourn, signify
by saying "aye."

(Chorus of ayes)
CHAI RVAN SALTZMAN:  Those opposed?
Al right.

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs were

adj ourned at 9:51 p.m)

132

Doris O. Wong Associates, Inc.




© o0 ~N oo o b~ w N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O ©O OO N OO O »d W DN -~ O

Public Hearing, Volume VII - October 20, 2015
Comprehensive Permit Request

133

CERTI FI CATE
I, Alexander K. Loos, Registered D plomate
Reporter, do hereby certify that the foregoing
transcript, Volune VI, is a true and accurate
transcription of nmy stenographic notes taken on

Cct ober 20, 2015.
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