


 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Easements: 
Any and all easements associated with this project must be processed through the PIC. 

 
Landscaping: 
Developer must seek approval from the Chief Landscape Architect with the Parks and Recreation Department for 
all landscape elements within the Public ROW.  Program must accompany a LM&I with the PIC.  
 
Street Lighting: 
Developer must seek approval from the PWD Street Lighting Division, where needed, for all proposed street 
lighting to be installed by the developer, and must be consistent with the area lighting to provide a consistent urban 
design. The developer should coordinate with the PWD Street Lighting Division for an assessment of any street 
lighting upgrades that can be considered in conjunction with this project. All existing metal street light pull box 
covers within the limits of sidewalk construction to remain shall be replaced with new composite covers per PWD 
Street Lighting standards. Metal covers should remain for pull box covers in the roadway. 
 
Roadway: 
Based on the extent of construction activity, including utility connections and taps, the Developer will be responsible 
for the full restoration of the roadway sections that immediately abut the property and, in some cases, to extend the 
limits of roadway restoration to the nearest intersection. A plan showing the extents and methods for roadway 
restoration shall be submitted to the PWD Engineering Division for review and approval. Again, the Developer shall 
coordinate with the PWD CIP 18-31 project. 
 
Project Coordination: 
All projects must be entered into the City of Boston Utility Coordination Software (COBUCS) to review for any 
conflicts with other proposed projects within the public right-of-way. The Developer must coordinate with any 
existing projects within the same limits and  receive clearance from PWD before commencing work. 
 
Green Infrastructure: 
The Developer shall work with PWD and the Boston Water and Sewer Commission (BWSC) to determine 
appropriate methods of green infrastructure and/or stormwater management systems within the public right-of-way. 
The ongoing maintenance of such systems shall require an LM&I Agreement with the PIC. 

Please note that these are the general standard and somewhat specific BPWD requirements applicable to every 
project, more detailed comments may follow and will be addressed during the PIC review process. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at zachary.wassmouth@boston.gov or at 617-635-4953. 
 
        Sincerely,   
 
        Zach Wassmouth 
        Chief Design Engineer 
        Boston Public Works Department 
        Engineering Division 
 
Enclosure 
CC: Para Jayasinghe, PWD 











5/29/2018 City of Boston Mail - 1948 1950 Washington view obstruction

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=533f66979c&jsver=-dxVNc9Y02g.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180516.06_p8&view=pt&q=1950%20washington&qs=true&search=query&th=1638f5e790f43b9c&siml=1638f5e790f43b9c

Gary Webster <gary.j.webster@boston.gov>

1948 1950 Washington view obstruction 
1 me age

Douglas Price Wed, May 23, 2018 at 7:38 PM
To: Gary.J.Webster@boston.gov

Hi Gary,
 
I am the owner of 8 Newcomb Street Unit 8 around the corner from this new development. I have sent in several letters regarding the obstruction the proposed
development will cause to my view in sunset especially, as you can see in the attached picture. I have spoken to Michael a'hearn, the neighbor who made the initial
protest in apparently the developer agreed to do something so as not to obstruct his View. I  am the only other neighbor whose view would be obstructed
completely as I am on floor 3 of the 8 Newcomb Street Building. I'm writing you to advise you of the letters we have sent and also to attach this image in hopes that
you might help navigate this situation or at least introduce me to the developer who has yet to approach me personally despite multiple letters sent.
 
Thank you,
 
Douglas Price
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1950 Washington Street Public Comments via website form

Date First Name Last Name Organization Opinion Comments
4/10/2018 Jason Kaplan Support I support this project, as it provides higher-density housing near MBTA stops. This will 

increase MBTA usage, decrease personal car usage and help limit displacement?results that 
benefit all Bostonians.

4/12/2018 Mike Fleming Direct Abutter Oppose Hello - The direct abutters to the project have not received any notification of this proposal 
until this link was released today. We learned of this proposal via a side comment during a 
neighborhood meeting last week. The project has a direct impact to me and on our directly 
abutting buildings. I would object to the variances being requested at this time. Additionally, I 
believe the project would need a side and potentially front variances which have been 
ommitted (unless the zoning rules have changed) I believe other neighbors/abutters have 
similar concerns as we were all blindsided by this proposal. Thanks, Mike

4/12/2018 Rob Dotson Oppose As an abbutter and with a rooftop and an easement to build a roof deck, our unit will be 
directly affected by a new 20ft wall blocking our views to the south, which will lower our 
property values as well as salability and impact our privacy. I also feel that it would have been 
important to have been notified of these plans before submission, so our concerns could have 
been addressed. Shouldn?t there have been an abutters meeting before a general community 
discussion?

4/13/2018 Michael Mirabile Residential 
Owner

Oppose I am concerned as an immediate abutter to the proposed lift parking garage about noise in 
such close proximity to our building. The variances required for the proposed plan are also a 
strong concern specifically on the front and side facade do not appear to have been 
requested. While I welcome development of our neighborhood I must stress there must be 
more communication and involvement from the developer to incorporate a shared vision in 
alignment with neighbors.

4/23/2018 Paul Lordan Neighbor Oppose I am an owner of a building adjacent to this proposed plan, and oppose the added height. I 
feel this would not only obstruct current views but also raise privacy concerns, since I have a 
top floor unit with an outdoor gathering space. Thanks. Paul

5/7/2018 Jacob Oppenheim Support Lower Roxbury needs housing, streetwalls, and people on the street. This is an excellent step 
forward esp bringing affordable housing to areas close to jobs.

5/7/2018 Jacob Oppenheim Support Lower Roxbury needs housing, streetwalls, and people on the street. This is an excellent step 
forward esp bringing affordable housing to areas close to jobs.

5/7/2018 Pawel Latawiec Support I suppory this project and greater density throughout the Boston area. The increase in number 
of apartments, as well as the inclusion of four income-restricted units, will serve to provide 
housing opportunity to many new families. The location near a T-stop makes this a fine 
example of transit-oriented development and smart growth.

5/7/2018 Cyrus Tehrani Support This is a great project that will turn a commercial space into 31 homes, including 4 income-
restricted affordable homes. We need to be building housing where there currently is not in 
order to discourage displacement, attracting demand away from existing multifamilies. The 
current high level of demand of existing multifamilies enables flippers and rent increases. The 
best way to deter those practices is to provide people more, better options for places to live. 
This is also close to the Ruggles T station. We need to be building dense housing near transit. 
At grade parking allows for a more affordable way to accommodate parking requirements 
without needing to construct an underground garage, which would just make these homes less 
affordable. Please approve this project as proposed.




