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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-001-001
Comment noted; detailed plans will be submitted to the appropriate City
agencies during the design development phase of the project.

L-001-002
Comment noted; detailed plans will be submitted to the appropriate City
agencies during the design development phase of the project.

L-001-003
The Proponent will adhere to BPWD guidelines and regulations.

L-001-004
The Proponent will coordinate landscape elements within the public right
-of-way during the design development phase of the project.

L-001-005
Comment noted; detailed plans will be submitted to the appropriate City
agencies during the design development phase of the project.

L-001-006
Comment noted; detailed plans will be submitted to the appropriate City
agencies during the design development phase of the project.

L-001-007

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis. The
Proponent will continue to coordinate with Boston Ground Water Trust
(BGWT) regarding the documentation of existing ground water

monitoring wells and installation of new wells that may be required for

the new work. Furthermore, ownership of new wells built within the public
right-of-way will be conveyed to BGWT.
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L-002-001

Comment noted; the Proponent will execute an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA to incorporate the transportation requirements,
mitigation and management for the new buildings.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-002-002
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR for an updated loading
dock figure with additional detail as requested.

L-002-003

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions. The Exeter Residences will
include the addition of up to 132 parking spaces in an expanded
residential nest, which will be accommodated within the existing garage
limits.

L-002-004

The type of office tenant that 888 Boylston is being designed for typically
has an urban parking ratio requirement of 1.0 parking spaces per 1,000
square feet. Because of the Prudential Center's access to public transit,
the TDM measures the Proponent has in place and its proximity to
suitable housing within walking distance, the Proponent is comfortable to
market this office space with a ratio of 0.65 parking spaces per 1,000
square feet.

L-002-005

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions. The project team has met
with the MBTA to gather more detail on Green Line capacity and planned
improvements. Detailed Green Line utilization and capacity analyses
were performed and are presented in the DPIR section referenced
above.

L-002-006

Please see Section 4.4, Existing Conditions and 4.7, Transportation
Demand Management of the DPIR for an expanded assessment of
bicycle activities and accommodation related to the proposed project.
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L-002-007

Please see Section 4.4, Existing Conditions, of the DPIR for level of
service analysis for pedestrian operations on Boyston Street, Exeter
Street, Blagden Street and Huntington Avenue in the vicinity of the
project. The Proponent has met with BTD and will continue to coordinate
efforts with BTD's on-going signal operation improvements and timing
updates.

L-002-008

Please see Section 4.4, Existing Conditions, of the DPIR for an analysis
of the Exeter/Blagden intersection. The traffic volume network figures
presented in the DPIR specifies the respective peak hours used in the
traffic analyses.

L-002-009

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR which includes revised
traffic network figures specifying the respective peak hours used in the
traffic analyses.

L-002-010
The Proponent has met with BTD and will continue to coordinate efforts
with BTD's on-going signal operation improvements and timing updates.

L-002-011
The Proponent will work with BTD to identify pavement marking
upgrades prior to the execution of the amended TAPA.

L-002-012

The Proponent will work with BTD to agree on the appropriate mitigation
for the project, which may include a PTZ camera as suggested, prior to
execution of the project TAPA amendment.
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L-002-013
An engineered site plan will be developed and submitted to BTD for
review during the design development phase of the project.

L-002-014
The Proponent will develop a construction management plan for each
building which will be subject to BTD's approval.
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L-003-001
The recipients of funds from the Community Benefits Fund will be
determined and administered by the BRA and PruPAC, not the Proponent.
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L-003-002

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This

section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the
operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.

L-003-003

Please see Chapter 7, Sustainable Design and Practices, of the DPIR for
information on recycling and solid waste management. The specifics of
the recycling system and procedures will be developed as the project
design moves forward.

L-003-004

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR for an updated wind study.
The study bases have been updated to include additional detail such as
doorway locations and street level uses.
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L-003-005
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR for an updated wind study
which also identifies mitigation measures.
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L-003-006

Detailed noise observation data is located in the appendix of the
NPC/PNF. The specific sources that resulted in the maximum sounds
levels were not identified but were likely from intermittent truck or similar
activity. The proposed buildings will incorporate the sound data into the
design of the building to ensure that the project meets City noise
requirements and standards for the respective uses.

L-003-007
Comment noted. This will be included in the final design.

L-003-008
Comment noted. This will be included in the final design.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 10
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



L-003-009

The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop a Construction
Management plan that addresses impacts on pedestrian and vehicular
operations.

L-003-010

The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA that incorporates appropriate TDM measures
to discourage single occupancy vehicles for construction workers and
encourage transit use.

L-003-011
Comment(s) noted.
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L-003-012
Comment noted, a Construction Management Plan will be developed to
address these concerns.

L-003-013

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This

section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the
operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.

L-003-014

Comment noted; the Proponent will apply to the BAPCC to update the
Prudential Center's parking permit at the appropriate time after
completion of the Article 80 process.
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L-003-015

The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA that incorporates appropriate TDM measures to
discourage single occupancy vehicles and encourage transit use.
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L-003-016
The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA following the Article 80 Process.

L-003-017

The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA that incorporates appropriate TDM measures
to discourage single occupancy vehicles and encourage transit use.

L-003-018

The Proponent will work with the BTD to develop an amendment to the
Prudential Center TAPA that incorporates appropriate TDM measures
to discourage single occupancy vehicles and encourage transit use.
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L-004-001

The proposed project is not anticipated to affect emergency access at
the Prudential Center site. The Proponent will work with the BFD on site
access in the design development phase of the project.

L-004-002
The design of proposed project will not have an impact on the availability
of hydrants or siamese connections.

L-004-003
Comment noted.

L-004-004
Comment noted.

L-004-005
The Proponent will consider this request as part of the design
development phase of the project.
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L-005-001
Comment noted. This will be addressed in the implementation of
construction phase.
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L-005-002
Comment noted. This will be defined and addressed at the design
development phase.

L-005-003
Comment noted.

L-005-004
Comment noted.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 18
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-005-005

Please see Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR for
discussion of an infiltration system to be installed as part of the project in
compliance with Groundwater Conservation Overlay District
requirements. This will be submitted to BWSC as part of the Site Plan
review process.

L-005-006
The requested detail will be included in the BWSC Site Plan Review
submission for the project.

L-005-007
The requested detail will be included in the BWSC Site Plan Review
submission for the project.

L-005-008

Please see Section 7.2, Sustainable Design and Practices, of the DPIR
for a discussion of how the project will incorporate sustainable measures
to preserve natural resources.

L-005-009
Comment noted.

L-005-010
Comment noted.
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L-005-011
The requested detail will be included in the BWSC Site Plan Review
submission for the project.

L-005-012

Please see Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR for
further information regarding the current design. The Proponent is
exploring methods for onsite water reuse. The requested detail will be
included in the BWSC Site Plan Review submission for the project.

L-005-013
Comment noted.

L-005-014
Comment noted. An NPDES submission will be prepared for the project
prior to construction.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-005-015

The project will comply with this request.

L-005-016

The project will comply with this request.

L-005-017

This will be performed prior to commencement of construction as

requested.

L-005-018
Comment noted.
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L-006-001

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The wind studies were
prepared in accordance with the BRA's standards and guidelines. The
Proponent has worked to develop a building design and street-level
features that diminishes the wind impacts from the proposed buildings.
Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project with the proposed
mitigation will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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L-006-002
The Prudential Center Arcade currently utilizes tinted glass which
alleviates the effect of solar glare for retail customers.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-006-003

Both buildings will be designed to meet applicable codes and regulations
with respect to noise. This level of design is typically completed during
the Design Development phase of the project, and will be submitted to
the relevant City agencies in accordance with the City's development
review procedures.

L-006-004

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the
DPIR which indicates the proposed foundation construction methodology
of drilled shafts/caissons. Additional detail will be provided in the
construction management plan. A pre-construction survey will be
performed on adjacent buildings and infrastructure.

L-006-005

Please see Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR
for discussion of an infiltration system design to address GCOD
requirements.
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L-006-006
Comment noted. The Proponent will work with the BWSC as the design
is developed.

L-006-007

Previous construction work at the Prudential Center has not revealed
significant oil and hazardous material contamination. Any regulated
materials encountered during construction will be addressed in
accordance with state and federal action and reporting requirements.
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L-006-008

A Notice of Project Change will be filed with MEPA after the conclusion
of Article 80. A copy of this document will be submitted to the
Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) for their review.

L-006-009

Please see Section 7.3, Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED), of the DPIR for an update to the sustainable design approach
for each building and identification of project team LEED accredited
professionals.
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L-007-001

Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context, Zoning and Permitting, of
the DPIR for an updated listing and an expanded discussion of the
anticipated permits required.
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L-008-001

Please see Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR
discussing an infiltration system that will provide groundwater recharge
in compliance with the requirements of Article 32. The Proponent will
continue to consult with the Boston Groundwater Trust in design of the
infiltration system.
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L-009-001

Please see Section 8.4, Affordable Housing, of the DPIR for additional
detail on the affordable housing proposal related to the project. The
Proponent will continue to work with the BRA to finalize the details of the
affordable housing program including the affordable tenant marketing
plan, waiting lists, affordable rents and designation of the actual
affordable apartments. The Proponent will ensure that the

affordable apartments are not distinguishable from comparable market
rate apartments in terms of finishes and square footages.
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L-010-001

Please see Section 5.4, Daylight Analysis, of the DPIR for updated
daylighting studies which include the requested additional information.
The Daylight analysis includes a review of the 155 foot zoning height and
the proposed building height.

L-010-002

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for updated
shadow studies based upon the current design. The Shadow analysis
includes a review of the 155 foot zoning height and the proposed
building height.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 34
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-010-003

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. The

updated study in the DPIR includes a specific evaluation of the shadow
impacts on the BPL courtyard wall. The current design does not
contribute any shadow to the BPL courtyard level.

L-010-004

A transparant overlay has been developed for the shadow study as part
of the DPIR preparation. This overlay set is too cumbersome to be
included in the DPIR document. A copy will be forwarded to the BRA for
their use and copies will be retained by the Proponent and made
available to the public during the DPIR public review period.

L-010-005
Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for an
updated discussion on the design of 17 stories and massing.

L-010-006

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The design
included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from PruPAC,
City agencies and members of the public. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and

provides an appropriate transition between the Prudential Tower and to
Boylston Street. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to refine the design in
cooperation with the BRA.

L-010-007

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue
to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

L-010-008

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The design
included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from PruPAC,
City agencies and members of the public. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and

provides an appropriate transition to Boylston Street. As is customary
with the City's development review procedures, the Proponent will
continue to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

L-010-009

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center, the
surounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and public review.
Specifically, the design reflects comments to create a more residential
feeling building, integrate the top of the building into the lower massing
and to simplify the proportions. The updated wind studies (Section 5.2)
include the new building design and proposed street-level mitigation
which reduces the wind impacts to statistically acceptable levels. As is
customary with the City's development review procedures, the Proponent
will continue to work with the BRA as the project progresses.

L-010-010
Comment(s) noted.
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L-011-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to
build a complete picture of street operations.

L-011-002

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, for a review of the proposed
parking for the project and the operations of the existing Prudential
Center garage.

L-011-003

Please see Section 4.7, Transportation Demand Management, in the
DPIR. The existing Prudential Center Garage is a very active Zip Car
location. The number of Zip Car parking spaces has been expanded twice
since inception and as of May 2008, there are currently 12 Zip Car

parking spaces at the Prudential Center. There is physical capacity in the
Prudential Center Garage for more Zip Cars, however, the actual

number of cars required by Zip Car is a function of their customer
demand.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

L-011-004
Please see Section 4.4, Existing Conditions, of the DPIR for a discussion
of Green Line capacity.

L-011-005

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

L-011-006
Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for a review of the
project shadow as it relates to the Boston Public Library courtyard wall.
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L-011-007

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for additional
shadow study dates (2/5, 5/5, 8/5, 10/21 and 11/5) which assess
the impacts at different times of the year.

L-011-008

See Section 5.4, Daylight Analysis, of the DPIR which includes studies
for the Exeter Residences evaluating the building at 155-feet and
proposed height.

L-011-009

See Section 5.5, Solar Glare Analysis, of the DPIR for studies of 888
Boylston at the approved height and proposed height and the Exeter
Residences evaluated at 155-feet and the proposed height. The
analysis reflects the most recent design features.

L-011-010

Since the proposed project does not result in a change in the
performance of the Exeter and Blagden Street intersection, no air quality
analysis is required.
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L-011-011

Please see Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR
information regarding conceptual design of an infiltration system which
addresses Groundwater Conservation Overlay District (GCOD)
requirements.

L-011-012

Please see Section 7.2, Sustainable Design and Practices, of the DPIR
for the updated sustainability approach for each of the proposed
buildings. LEED® checklists for each building are included in the
document appendix.
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L-011-013

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR

for the revised design which takes into consideration comments received
from City agencies and members of PruPAC. This section also includes
additional ground level project views.

L-011-014

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.
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L-011-015

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR

for the revised design which takes into consideration comments received
from City agencies and members of PruPAC.

L-011-016

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR

for the revised design which takes into consideration comments received
from City agencies and members of PruPAC.

L-011-017

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences. Based on
discussions with the BRA, PruPAC and city officials, the Proponent has
redesigned the building to have a modern residential character. The
Proponent is committed to developing a design that compliments the
Prudential Center, the surrounding buildings and supports the modern
residential identity of the Exeter Residences. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures the Proponent will continue to
work with the BRA and PruPAC on the design as the project progresses.

L-011-018
Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, of the DPIR
for a discussion of this issue.
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L-011-019

Please see Chapter 3, Urban Design, of the DPIR for an analysis of the
888 Boylston Street building at approved height and proposed height
and the Exeter Residences evaluated at 155-feet and proposed height.

L-011-020

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design including the public stair and elevator.
As is customary with the City's development review procedures, the
Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the Project progresses.

L-011-021

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences. The design
included in the DPIR works to balance the site pedestrian connections,
building design and site safety. The current design has evolved
considering comments and input received during the NPC/PNF public
review process.

L-011-022

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences. The Exeter
Residences building will transform the feel of Exeter Street enlivening it
and improving the pedestrian environment. The project will include
sidewalk, landscape and related streetscape improvements in addition to
providing a retail component which will engage passing by pedestrians.

L-011-023

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
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requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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C-001-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.
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C-002-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.
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C-002-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR. The
proposed 888 Boylston cladding materials of glass and metal panel are
consistent with preliminary design approved in 2001. As is customary
with the City's development review procedures, the Proponent will
continue to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

C-002-003

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for updated
shadow studies with additional evaluation dates consistent with
discussions with PruPAC and the BRA.

C-002-004

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
the updated design. The Proponent is committed to developing a design
for the building and plaza space that compliments the Prudential Center
and provides an appropriate transition from Boylston Street to the taller
Prudential Tower and to creating the Boylston plaza as an inviting
outdoor space.

C-002-005

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for updated
shadow studies. In response to discussion during public meetings, the
updated shadow studies, which includes the revised massings,
incorporate additional shadow evaluation dates to provide a more
complete understanding of the shadow impacts. The wind analysis was
also augmented and is in Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. As mitigated,
the wind conditions will not be any more detrimental than the No Build
Conditions.

C-002-006
Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, of the
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DPIR. The proposed public Exeter stairway and public elevator is located
to the south of the Exeter/Blagden intersection so that pedestrians can
access the plaza from Exeter Street without having to travel through the
Lord and Taylor or Exeter buildings. The proposed design is a result of
discussions held at the PruPAC public meetings and with the BRA and
incorporates a number of updates including the design of this stair.

C-002-007

The Proponent has designed the buildings to reflect the needs of the
community and the City, with the 1988 PruPAC Development Guidelines
and community comments in mind. However, the needs of the
neighborhood have evolved over time and, similar to Article 41's zoning
provisions, which have been specifically amended since their adoption in
1990, guidelines should be flexible to provide for an evolving planning
process and changes in the urban context over the last 20 years.

C-002-008

Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context, Zoning and Permitting, of
the DPIR for a full discussion of zoning requirements and compliance
with applicable zoning provisions contained in Article 41 of the Code for
Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston. As was noted in the NPC/PNF, the
buildings will require a Fourth Amendment to the Development Plan for
PDA No. 37 as well as a Zoning Text Amendment to Article 41, both of
which are subject to approval by the BRA, BZC and the Mayor.
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C-002-009

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis and
Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR. The noted
groundwater wells are off the Prudential Center site and maintained by
the Boston Groundwater Trust (BGWT). The Proponent has been
working with the BGWT to develop the design and location for an
infiltration system related to the Project, as well as, a monitoring plan.
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C-002-010
Comment(s) noted.
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C-003-001

Please see Chapter 3, Urban Design, of the DPIR for updated design
information for Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston. The Proponent is
committed to developing a design that compliments the Prudential
Center and is designed to provide an appropriate transition between the
Boylston Street corridor and the existing taller buildings within the
Prudential Center. 888 Boylston can accommodate additional height due
to its generous setback from Boylston Street. The current Exeter
Residences and 888 Boylston building heights have been reduced.
Additionally, the massing and facades have been redesigned based on
feedback from City agencies, PruPAC and members of the public.
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C-003-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, and Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the
DPIR for updated wind and shadow studies based upon the current
design. The wind impacts of the Project will be similar to the wind
impacts of the No Build condition. For the shadow analysis, additional
evaluation dates have been added as requested in the Scoping
Determination. The proposed Exeter Residences building does not cast
shadow on the Boston Public Library (BPL) courtyard. While the
proposed building casts some shadow on the BPL courtyard's west
facing wall, it is relatively minor and fleeting compared to the shadow
impacts of existing buildings. Additionally, the proposed Exeter
Residences building will not be visible from the BPL courtyard.

C-003-003

The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.
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C-004-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

C-004-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.
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C-004-003

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. Additional
evaluation dates have been added as requested in the Scoping
Determination. The proposed Exeter Residences building does not cast
shadow on the Boston Public Library (BPL) courtyard. While the
proposed building casts some shadow on the BPL courtyard's west
facing wall, it is relatively minor and fleeting compared to the shadow
impacts of existing buildings. Additionally, the proposed Exeter
Residences building will not be visible from the BPL courtyard.
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C-005-001
Comment(s) noted.
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C-006-001

The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.
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C-007-001
Comment(s) noted.
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C-008-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.
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C-008-002

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. The Exeter Street
and Blagden Street corridor operations have been studied. This analysis
was based on substantial weekday and weekend data collection through
the entire day to form a comprehensive picture of volumes, curb use,
loading operations and pedestrian patterns.

C-008-003

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The NPC/PNF included a
complete wind study for both of the proposed buildings. The DPIR
updates and expands this wind study by comparing three scenarios: 1)
No Build, 2) 155-feet, and 3) Proposed Heights. The wind impacts of the
Project, with mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build
condition.

C-008-004

The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.
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C-009-001

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.
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C-009-002

Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context, Zoning & Permitting, and
Section 3.6, Conformance with Specific Design Requirements of the
Huntington Avenue Prudential Center District Zoning, of the DPIR for a
discussion of compliance with the zoning provisions contained in Article
41 of the Code.

C-009-003

A Fourth Amendment to the Development Plan for PDA No. 37 will be
submitted following the DPIR. Additionally, a zoning text amendment will
be provided to permit the height of the proposed buildings and the
floorplate size for stories greater than 155-feet for 888 Boylston. Previous
amendments are matters of public record and can be obtained through
the City.

C-009-004
Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context, Zoning & Permitting, of the
DPIR for an expanded discussion of anticipated permits required.

C-009-005

Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context & Permitting, of this DPIR for
an expanded discussion and calculation of FAR for PDA No. 37, including
a breakdown of area by phase and the size of the Prudential Center site.
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C-009-006

The Exeter Residences will be the only development component of
Phase 6. Following this DPIR, the Proponent will submit a Fourth
Amendment to the Development Plan for approval by the BRA, Boston
Zoning Commission, and the Mayor.

C-009-007

Please see Chapter 5, Environmental Protection, of the DPIR. The DPIR
is responsive to the environmental review parameters established by the
BRA to evaluate the proposed Project.

C-009-008

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. The NPC/PNF
included a complete shadow study for both of the proposed buildings as
set forth by the BRA's guidelines. The DPIR updates and expands

this shadow study by comparing three scenarios: 1) No Build, 2) 155-feet,
and 3) Proposed Heights and includes the study of shadow on the
Boston Public Library courtyard wall, the existing pedesrian plaza spaces
within the Prudential Center.
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C-009-009

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. The original and
updated shadow studies include the Boston Public Library (BPL) in its
locus. The proposed Exeter Residences building does not cast shadow
on the BPL courtyard. While the proposed building casts some shadow
on the BPL courtyard's west facing wall, it is relatively minor compared to
the impacts of existing buildings. Additional evaluation dates have been
added beyond those mandated by the BRA and design review guidelines.
Also, per the BRA Scoping Determination, the Exeter Residences was
examined at the 155-feet zoning height and the proposed height for
shadow impacts.
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C-009-010

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR for detail on the Exeter
Street and BLagen Street corridors and the Exeter/Blagden Street
intersection. The NPC/PNF included a comprehensive review of the local
traffic network utilizing guidelines established by the Boston
Transportation Department.

C-009-011
Please see Section 4.3, Study Methodology, of the DPIR.
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C-009-012

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. The Transportation
chapter includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and
Blagden Street corridor as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection.
Observations were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity
in order to build a complete picture of street operations. Curb uses were
reviewed and proposed curb use was projected given the observed
operations and anticipated activity from the Exeter Residences.

C-009-013

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. In accordance with
BTD guidelines, the NPC/PNF study focused on peak hour performance
as this is considered the most restrictive condition. In response to this
comment the DPIR provides data that observes and evaluates the
Exeter Street corridor performance throughout the day.

C-009-014
Please see the NPC/PNF traffic study which provides an analysis
comparing the Approved Plan to the proposed plan.

C-009-015

The traffic studies for the Prudential Center are not cumulative, meaning
that new studies are based on older studies. The current evaluation
utilized new existing conditions data to paint the most accurate picture of
current operations. It also revealed that Boylston Street and Huntington
Avenue traffic volumes have decreased since the Prudential Center
Development Plan was initially approved in 1990.

C-009-016

At a meeting on September 27, 2007, the PruPAC
Transportation/Access and Mitigation Subcommittee requested Vanasse
Hangen Brustlin, Inc. (VHB) to expand the projected impacts from the
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1990 Prudential Center Master Plan to the actual conditions today. VHB
performed a detailed evaluation to compare the proposed “Build” 1999
conditions (which included 1988 existing volumes and projected new
trips) included under the 1989 Development Plan with the existing 2006
and current “Approved” projections (2011) to determine if the traffic
growth and operational levels anticipated in 1999 were realized.

Comparing the 1988 existing traffic volumes with the 2006 existing
volumes during the evening peak period indicated that peak hour
volumes have reduced by 17% within the Prudential Center roadway
network from the projected impacts. Similarly, comparing the projected
impacts for the 1999 Build condition with 2011 FEIR Approved
developments indicated a reduction of 22% in the overall traffic volumes
during the weekday evening peak period.

C-009-017
No public parking spaces will be lost as a result of the proposed project.

C-009-018

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. The wind
impacts of the Project will be similar to the the wind impacts of the No
Build condition. As discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in
conformance with zoning requirements. Additionally, Trinity Place was
included in the wind study locus in both the original wind analysis
included in the NPC/PNF and the updated wind analysis included in the
DPIR.
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C-009-019
Additional detail has been added to the study base maps to identify
building entries, street crossings and bus stops.

C-009-020

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The NPC/PNF included a
complete wind study for both of the proposed buildings. The DPIR
updates and expands this wind study by comparing three scenarios: 1)
No Build, 2) 155-feet, and 3) Proposed Heights. The wind impacts of the
Project, with mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build
condition.

C-009-021
Please see Section 5.5, Solar Glare Analysis, of the DPIR.

C-009-022
The proposed buildings will be designed to conform to City of Boston
noise guidelines.

C-009-023

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis and
Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR for detail on concerns
regarding diminishing groundwater levels and development of an
infiltration system design as part of the project that will re-introduce
stormwater runoff to the groundwater table.
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C-009-024

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.
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C-009-025

This DPIR responds to the comments and concerns raised in the
NPC/PNF review process and provides additional detail and further
study of impacts of the Project. The publication of this DPIR, and the
related public process, provides additional opportunity to provide input on
the proposed Project.

C-009-026

The requested amendments are a part of the public record and are can
be obtained from the BRA. A summary of site approvals can be found in
Chapter 2, Project Description.
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B-001-001

Saunders Hotel Group

www.saundershotelgroup.net

Telephone 617-861-9000 November 5, 2007
info@saundershotelgroup net

Facsimile §17-425-0901

M. John F. O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Ore City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201-1007 Via: Hand Delivery

Re:  PNF - Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

Tear Mr. O’Bren:
8 would like to express our support for the proposed development at 888 Boylston Strect.

We strongly endorse a more pedestrian-friendly consumer retail use along Exeter Street. In its current
configuration, with the exception of our Lenox Hotel, the entire western side of Exeter Street is a service
entrance for the adjacent area of Prudential Center — Shaw’s Supermarket, the Prudential Garage, and Lord &
Taylor.

In contrast to that support, we have many concerns and issues in regard to the proposed residential tower
development (Exeter) that would be located on Exeter Street

First and foremost; The Lenox is the closest abutter to Exeter, approximately 60 feet away as currently
configured. As a result, we have a number of concerns and issues that-we feel would materially impact Gur
property, its business, the guests from all over the world that stay at our hotel.

Tn no particular order we raise the following issues:

1 Height: Being so close to The Lenox, Exeter is out of scale not enly with our structure, but also
with all of the neighboring structures on the other side of Exeter Street (the Boston Public Library, the
Courtyard Hotel, and the Copley Square Hotel). Nonc of the aforementioned buildings exceeds
approximately 1/3 of the proposed Exeter building height.

Appearance: The exterior architecture is out of context with essentially every building in the vicinity of
Exeter. We believe the exterior appearance should be complimentary to other architecture in the
immediate area (such as 88 Exeter, the Copley Square Hotel, the Boston Public Library, and the Lenox
Hotel). We do not feel that Exeter’s exterior materials achieve this standard.

240 Newbury Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02116-2564

Project progresses.

@ Printed om 40% past-consumer recycled paper

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
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B-001-002

B-001-003

B-001-004

B-001-005

B-001-006

3. ‘Wind: Despite wind studies done some years ago for what is now the Mandarin, there is 2 marked
increase in the wind along Boylston Street resulting from that project. We, ther?fore, are concerned
about the accuracy of the wind studies in the PNF, especially at the proposed heights.

4. Shadows: We are unable to interpret the impact of the height of any improvement such as Exeter
because the PNF does not include 3-dimensional drawings.

5. Construction Management: We have yet to see a construction management plan to include details
related to noise, traffic and groundwater, and the impact of the construction activity on
rodents and the like. The construction process poses significant risk to disturbing guests of the Lenox,
which operates a 24 hour/7 days per week business. We hasten to point out that because of Boston’s
attraction as an international destination, our percentage of foreign visitors, many of whom are still are
on Enropean or Asian time, the existence of noise and/or vibration which would be a by-prodact of
construction activity within 60 feet of the building, all pose significant risk to the Lenox’s business. The
rights of the hotel guests to a peaceful and quiet environment conducive to sleep and resting regardless
of the time of day is a material issue. Increased traffic bottle necks are a serious concern.

Utilities: We are concerned that the existing demands on underground infrastructure may be

impacted by Exeter. The addition of a large number of residential dwelling units utilizing the same
domestic water source, sewer and other infrastructure may pose a demand that cannot be met without
significant impact on the area’s water pressure and sewer systems. It should be noted that the existing
storm drains and sewer systems have difficulty handling the demands of the existing needs of The Lenox
Hotel during periods of high use/demand.

“

‘Groundwater: Despite its size, The Lenox is built on wood pilings, perhaps one of )

the heaviest buildings in Back Bay to be supported in such a fashion. We would ask that any and all
meastires which need to be taken to maintain groundwater levels in the immediate area be integrated into
any constraction activity, and that water table readings be provided on an ongoing basis during and post
construction.

% Any new structure erected near the Lenox in Prudential Center must be located so as not to interfere
with the hotel’s existing satellite t.v. reception or our rooftop cellular transmitter installations.

1Summary, we have concerns about the height and architectural exterior design of the proposed development,
s impact in regard to construction activity and traffic, its interference with round-the-clock guest use and with
1¢ existing uses on Thé Lenox rooftop, the impact of increased winds and understanding where new shadows
reated by Exeter would fall, and the impact of both post construction traffic and utility infrastructure.

/e thank you for this opportunity to share with you our concerns and comments regarding Exeter.

Sincerely,

A

Gary 1. Saunders, Chairman

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

B-001-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The wind studies prepared
for this Project utilize a predictive wind tunnel method that is more
descriptive and more accurate than the method used in the original
Prudential Development Plan assessment. Furthermore, three additional
wind sensor points were added in the alleys surrounding the Lenox
Hotel. We anticipate that the model will accurately predict future wind
conditions.

B-001-003

The Boston Transportation Department has guidelines related to
construction management that are outlined in the NPC/PNF. The
Proponent will apply to the BTD for review and approval of a
Construction Management Plan (CMP) prior to the commencement of
construction. The CMP will take into consideration the needs of the

surrounding properties.

B-001-004

Base on a review of the infrastructure systems and coordination with the
Boston Water and Sewer Commission there is adequate capacity to
serve the proposed project. Please see the Infrastructure section of the

NPC/PNF.

B-001-005

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis and
Section 6.1, Stormwater Management, of the DPIR. The Proponent is
working with the Boston Groundwater Trust and the Boston Water and
Sewer Commission on development of an infiltration system design as
part of the Project that will re-introduce stormwater runoff to the
groundwater table.
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B-001-006
The Project will meet any applicable requirements of the Federal
Communication Commission and other public agencies.
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[-001-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

[-001-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.

[-001-003

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

Page 81
DPIR Response to Comments



Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 82
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



[-002-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-003-001
The Proponent does not have the right to build over the Lord and Taylor
site beyond the limit of the current design.
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[-003-002

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.
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[-004-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008
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[-005-001

The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.

[-005-002

Please see Chapter 5, Environmental Protection, of the DPIR for
updated environmental studies based upon the current design. The
DPIR is subject to the Article 80 Large Project Review and Comment
Period.

[-005-003

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

Please see Chapter 5, Environmental Protection, of the DPIR for
updated studies related to daylight, wind and shadow.
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[-006-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008
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[-007-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

[-007-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

[-007-003

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 91
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



[-007-004
Please see Chapter 3, Urban Design, of the DPIR for additional street
level views of the proposed buildings.

[-007-005

Please see Section 7.3, LEED, of the DPIR. The Proponent intends to
submit 888 Boylston to the USGBC for LEED Silver certification, which
exceeds the City's requirements for sustainability.

[-007-006

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts in surrouding pedstrian areas including the
Boylston Street plaza adjacent 888 Boylston. The wind impacts of the
Project, with mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build
condition.

[-007-007

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

[-007-008

Please see Section 4.6, Proposed Improvements, of the DPIR. The
traffic impact on the operations of the street network is reasonably small
due to the the availability of transit and the capacity of the street system.
The proposed mitigation measures for the Boylston Street, Huntington
Avenue and Exeter Street corridors will mitigate the effect of the
additional project traffic.
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[-007-009

The proposed project will not reduce the number of existing public
spaces, commercial spaces or residential spaces in the Prudential Center
garage.

[-007-010

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

[-007-011
There are no future plans for the Lord and Taylor site at this time. The
building is subject to a long term lease.

[-007-012
Please see Chapter 2, Project Description, of the DPIR for the current
building program and description.

[-007-013

Please see Section 7.3, LEED, of the DPIR. The proposed building will
incorporate sustainable features which are outlined in the text. Exeter
Residences will comply with the requirements of Article 37 and utilize
LEED standards in development of the building design.

-007-014
Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, of the
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DPIR. The proposed public Exeter stairway and public elevator are
located to the south of the Exeter/Blagden intersection so that
pedestrians can access the plaza from Exeter Street without having to
travel through the Lord and Taylor or Exeter buildings. The design is a
result of discussions held at the PruPAC public meetings and with the
BRA and incorporates a humber of updates including the design of this
stair.
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[-008-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
plans and a description of the features of the new Boylston Street plaza.
The Development Plan for the Prudential Center contemplated a plaza
space in front of the site for 888 Boylston. The current proposal is in
keeping with the Development Plan.
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[-009-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.
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[-010-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008
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[-010-002

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.
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[-011-001

Please see Chapter 3, Urban Design, of the DPIR for rationale of the
urban form. Shadow studies were completed as part of the NPC/PNF in
compliance with BRA guidelines for Large Project Review. Additional
shadow study information can be found in Section 5.3, Shadow

Analysis, of the DPIR. The shadow studies included in the DPIR conclude
the the proposed Exeter Residences contributes no shadow to the
Boston Public Library courtyard. Impacts in ths space are limited to
fleeting partial shadows on the west facing wall alone, at the third floor
level.
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[-012-001

Please see Section 2.2, Regulatory Context, Zoning and Permitting, of the
DPIR for an expanded discussion of compliance with the zoning
provisions contained in Article 41 of the Code and calculation of FAR for
PDA No. 37, including a breakdown of area by phase.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 101
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



[-012-002

The Proponent was not involved in any of the Chapter 121A process, as
this occurred before the Proponent owned the property. For further
information, please contact the City of Boston - Collector Treasurer /
Assessing Department. For questions regarding excise tax, please

contact the State.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 102
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 103
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



[-013-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-014-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-015-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-016-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.
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1-016-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR. The
design included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from
PruPAC, City agencies and members of the public. The facade materials
currently proposed on the 888 Boylston Building are consistent with
those approved in the 2001 preliminary design. The Proponent will
continue to work with the BRA on development of the design details.

[-016-003

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. Updated
environmental studies, including a shadow analysis, were prepared
based upon the current design.

1-016-004

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses. The shadow studies in the DPIR conclude the the
proposed Exeter Residences contributes no shadow to the Boston Public
Library courtyard. Impacts in this space are limited to fleeting partial
shadows on the west facing wall alone, at the third floor level.

[-016-005

The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.
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[-017-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.

[-017-002

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

In addition, please see Chapter 4, Transportation and Chapter 5,
Environmental Protection, for further information on the proposed design.
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[-018-001

The design included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions
from PruPAC, City agencies and members of the public. The Proponent
will continue to work with the BRA as the Project progresses.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

[-018-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

[-018-003

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR. Updated
environmental studies were prepared based upon the current design.
These studies include an assessment of shadow impacts on the Boston
Public Library (BPL) courtyard western facing wall and the
Commonwealth Avenue Mall. The shadow studies included in the DPIR
conclude that the proposed Exeter Residences contributes no shadow to
the BPL courtyard. Impacts in the BPL courtyard space are limited to
fleeting partial shadows on the west facing wall alone, at the third floor
level. New shadow on the Commonwealth Avenue Mall is limited to the
December 21st at 9 AM evaluation period and only fall on the north side
of the street.
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[-019-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-020-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.
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August 2008

[-020-002

The Proponent does not have the right to develop over the Lord and
Taylor site beyond what is currently proposed. The design included

within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from PruPAC, City
agencies and members of the public. The Proponent will continue to work
with the BRA as the project progresses.

[-020-003

The project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The
publication of the DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed project. Each building is studied in the
DPIR, with respect to environmental impacts that were of concern during
the public review process, at the zoning height of 155-feet and at the
proposed Project height.

[-020-004

A comprehensive traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF and can
be found in Volume | and Il. Updates to this study include an analysis for
the Exeter and Blagden Street corridors and are located in Chapter 4
Transportation of this DPIR. This section also includes a pedestrian
Level of Service study for the Boylston Street corridor to assess
pedestrian operations and accomodation.

[-020-005
No public parking spaces with be lost as a result of the proposed project.

[-020-006

The analyses for unsignalized intersections provide results for delays
and level-of-service (LOS) for the critical movements which are usually
the left turns on the main street and side street. The impacts or effects of
the side street are accounted for in the analyses.
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

The Boston Transportation Department is currently in the process of re-
programming the signal timing and phasing for the entire Back Bay area.
It is anticipated that these changes will improve the vehicular and
pedestrian operations in the area. The revised analyses performed in the
DPIR include the recent changes made to signal timing and phasing in
the Back Bay area. The intersections of Huntington Avenue will operate
at LOS D in the future with the proposed two buildings in place.

[-020-007

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The wind studies have been
conducted in accordance with the BRA's standards and guidelines. The
wind analysis includes evaluation points throughout the year and predicts
conditions at each point for each season. Please see the Technical
Appendix for additional information related to wind data breakdown by
season. The wind impacts of the proposed Project will be similar to the
wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-020-008

Please see Section 5.3, 5.4, and 5.5, of the DPIR for an

updated discussion related to shadow, daylight and solar glare,
respectively. Updated environmental studies were prepared based upon
the current design including an evaluation of the 155 foot zoning height
and the proposed height for the Exeter Residences and 888

Boylston buildings.
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[-021-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.

[-021-002

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.
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[-022-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

[-022-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The design
included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from PruPAC,
City agencies and members of the public. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and

provides an appropriate transition between the Prudential Tower and to
Boylston Street. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to refine the design in
cooperation with the BRA.
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1-022-003

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.

[-022-004
The Proponent does not have the right to build over the Lord and Taylor
site beyond the limit of the current design.

1-022-005

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses. The DPIR includes updated enviropnmental studies
which evaluate the proposed buildings at a 155 foot zoning height and
the proposed height.
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[-023-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-024-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous

setback from Boylston Street.
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[-025-001
Comment(s) noted.
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1-026-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review
of the two buildings be done together.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008
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[-026-002

Please see Chapter 5, Environmental Protection, of the DPIR for
updated environmental studies, including shadow and daylight, based
upon the current design.
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[-027-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden
intersection.
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[-028-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-029-001
Comment(s) noted.
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[-030-001
Comment(s) noted.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 130
August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



[-031-001
Comment(s) noted.

Sarah al Tobaishi
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue — Unit 1702
Boston, MA 02116

1-031-001 |
29 October 2007

Mr. John Q'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
| am a resident of Trinity Place Condominium. |am writing this letter to strongly object
to the construction of the proposed 35 story tower on Exeter Street.

This proposed building will have a very négative impact for many reasons:

The additional traffic will be intolerable as this area is already very congested
-The building is massive and out of proportion with the neighborhood

_This area is being severely overdeveloped (Mandarin, Shaw’s, etc.)

-Our property values are being negatively impacted by these developments
This biiilding will cast large shadows throughout the neighborhood

-The additional wind that this building will create will be very dangerous

Mr. O'Brien, the BRA must unequivocally reject this proposal in its entirety.

Thank you,

Sdnd

Sarah ai Tobaishi

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008 i
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[-032-001
Comment(s) noted.

Nancy Amer
One Huntington Avenue
No. 1504
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

1-032-001 |

November 2, 2007

M. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
I am writing to object to the proposed tower on Exeter Street.

The tower is too big and too tall for this neighborhood. It would block too much light,
create too much shadow, produce too much traffic, and generate too much wind. It
would make this neighborhood a much less pleasant place to live, work or stay.
Ultimately, it would damage the values of the surrounding hotels and residential

properties, including my home at Trinity Place.

The proposed tower would be highly detrimental to the neighborheod and should not be
built.

Sinc 4

Né#ily Amer
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I-033-001

Cathy Angelini

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

31 October 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

| am a resident of Trinity Place Condominiums and I hope you will understand what a serious negative
impact the Exeter Street Tower proposed by Boston Properties will have on this building and on our
neighborhood.

First, the area is already suffering from the stress related to too much building. We've been through
enough construction and all the problems it presents. | would be happy to elaborate at another time.
Second, the noise from increased traffic and related concems like parking, and air polilution cannot be
denied.

“Third, ificréased wind is a fact and we already have serious wind issues in Copley Square that present

dangerous conditions especially for children and older people.

Fourth, | am concerned about my investment in this building. The dark shadows, blocked views, wind,
traffic and noise will surely reduce property values. May | remind you that lowered appraisals will lead to
lowered assessments and lowered assessments will lead to fowered taxes. Perhaps this is something the
City of Boston might want to consider. In addition, the proposal is an egregious violation of Zoning
Ordinances. This is most interesting!

| strongly object to the construction of the Tower.

Sincerely yours,

(athy fogetinic

Cathy Angelini

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-033-001

A comprehensive traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF and can
be found in Volume | and Il. Updates to this study include an analysis for
the Exeter and Blagden Street corridors included in Chapter 4,

Transportation, of the DPIR.

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR for updated wind studies. The
wind impacts of the proposed Project will be similar to the wind impacts
of the No Build condition.
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I1-034-001

Catherine Austin
One Huntington Avenue
No. 907
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 29, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am a long time resident of the Back Bay and for the most part am delighted that there
has been an investment in housing and commercial properties in the immediate area. It
has made the Back Bay vibrant and I can only assume that there has been a positive
impact on the financial health of the city as a whole.

1 am concerned though that with the eagemess to catch the building boom, developers are
overlooking quality of life issues for people living and working in the city. The most
dramatic result of tall buildings has been the decrease in sunlight and wind. There are
times when trying to walk around Copley Square is almost impossible from the wind
created by the tall buildings. To add another would just make the windy corridor even
latger. The lack of sunlight as you walk down the sidewalks of Back Bay is also
disheartening. Too continue down a path that decreases light to its inhabitants is
depressing (literally).

1live in a building that will be affected by such a large building being built across the
street. But I don’t like it when someone has the attitude “not in my backyard”. Idon’t
like the prospect of the building there for what it will do to my quality of life but I am
honestly much more concerned with what the developers are doing to the quality of life
for everyone who lives or works in the Back Back.

Sincerely,

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-034-001

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, of the DPIR. The wind analysis was
conducted based on the standards and guidelines set forth by the BRA.
Per the BRA guidelines, the pedestrian level wind conditions at the
Prudential Center are not directly comparable to the Copley Square
conditions (or other geographic areas of the City). Rather, the
assessment is based on the activity comfort standards established by
the BRA. The wind analysis includes evaluation points throughout the
year and predicts conditions at each point for each season. The wind
impacts of the proposed Project will be similar to the wind impacts of the
No Build condition.
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[-035-001
Comment(s) noted.

Arnold S. Barron
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 506
Boston, MA 02116

1-035-001 |

QOcteber 31, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

I am writing this letter to strongly oppose the construction of the proposed “Exeter
Residences” on Exeter Street.

Below are some of the reasons this project should be stopped:

e This new building will have a negative impact on the market value of my

home at Trinity Place.
This building will create large areas of dark shadows in our neighborhood.

This building will cause additional traffic and congestion.
e This area is already overdeveloped and there are serious concerns about the

Back Bay’s ground water situation.
e This building will create additional dangerous wind tunnels.

Please take every action to stop this project from moving further.

Arnold S. Barron

flk
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I-036-001

Meredith Barron
One Huntington Avenue
Apt. 506
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
1 am very much opposed to the high-rise on Exeter.

‘Wind is already a real problem on this block. When the Mariott Courtyard next door
added on five stories, the wind conditions worsened very noticeably. I can just imagine
what the addition of thirty stories would do!

Of course, wind is only one of the many problems this high-rise would cause on this
block. A building that big or that tall just doesn't belong here. Please do not let them

build it.

Sincgrely,
Nosdpp——

Mefedith Barron

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-036-001

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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[-037-001

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
fesstion Bussautlan mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study

One Huntington Avenue, Unit 311 which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and

Boston, MA 02116 - .

proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As

discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning

P requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

Mpr. John O’Brien
Senior Project Manager
. Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

I am a resident of Trinity Place Condominium. I am writing this letter to object
to the construction of the proposed 35 story tower on Exeter Street.

We do not need another skyscraper in our neighborhood that will add to the
already bad traffic situation that exists. The traffic effects that were mentioned
in the Project Notification Form were utterly ridiculous. Perhaps you can come
see the traffic yourself on the corner of Exeter and Blagden. I am certain you will
agree that we cannot add another huge building to the mix.

Also, while you are here, please see for your self how bad the wind tunnels are.
They became worse when the additional 3 stories were added to the Marriott.

1-037-001 |TTis proposed building will create additional wind tunnels that will no doubt
ke it unsafe for the elderly, handicapped or children to walk in this

eighborhood. This is unacceptable.

My, O'Brien, I am asking for your assistance to stop the development of this
building.

Thank you, Z

Jessica Barsamian
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[-038-001
Comment(s) noted.

Meryl Bralower

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1-038-001 |
October 31, 2007
Mr. John O'Brlen
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment
One City Hall Square
Baston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. O'Brien:
1 am writing to nofify you of my concems regarding the new development proposed by Boston Properies, Inc.

Itis my understanding that this Is proposad as a 35 story tower that will include 200 rental units and some retail businesses.

Authority

This plan will disturb the entira neighborhood with additional traffic congestion, increased noise levels, increasad levals of
exhaust fumes, fearsome wind tunnels, unwelcoms shadows, blocked views, decreased property values and, a pemmanent
change to the fabric of our historic and beloved Copley Square.

| consider this project to be 2n outragecus attempt to squesze more dovelopment into an area that simply cannot withstand the
additional pressures.
P!aasemferbﬂxsappliwablelodngCodesandstrikemispmposﬁdwnasltlsavidaﬁondoodesandgoodsanse‘

%ﬁyé b

Meryl Bralower
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1-039-001 |

[-039-001
. Comment(s) noted.
MICHAEL BRALOWER MD

Trinity Placs
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

Novainber 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Sertior. Project Manager

Baston Redavelopmart Authority
One City Hall Squera

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

It is with great concemn that | write to you with regard to the proposal that has been presented to you by Boston Properties, Inc.
The 35 story, 200 rental unit/ retail tower is fo b Jammed into e space at the end of Blagden Streat. This tower will obliterate
tha westem sky from the Blagden Sreet vantage point and obstruct light and views. | hopa you can appreciala the fact that we

ara concamed ahout dimirished property values and general quality of life Issues. W now experience long waiting periods
when driving on Blagden and Exater Strests which result fram traffic being Impeded by defiveries to Shaw’s, Soreflina, Doman,

“The Marriott Courtyard, and others.

1 woudd also like to point out that since we moved to Trinity Place In 2000 the buliding that is now the Marot Courtyard Hotel
d and the 7 story a 10 story bufiding. The addition of 3 stories caused a significant shift in wind

was
patterns resuffing In fiercely windy conditions i our caport and In tha general area, It certalnly doesr't requira an in depth wind
study to imaging what the wind funnet in the area will ba if 2 35 story tower s erected:

Wa must be mindiul of the Impact the propased tower would have on trafic, noiss, and alr qualfty.
1 encourage you to join ma In my objection fo the construction of this tower.

Sincerely yours,
\\'

A '

Michas! Bralower

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I-040-001

I1-040-002

I1-040-003

Annabeth ten Broeck
_Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenus
Boston, MA 02116

2 November 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 have leamed that the BRA is reviewing yet another development in Back Bay, a 350 foot tower
that will loom at the end of Blagden Street on Exeter Street. | have many serious concems
about this project but for now [ would like te bring your attention to the short list.

First, the wind in the area is already devastating at times. | have observed that even able bodied
adults, are often stopped in their tracks on especially windy days. How can the BRA consider
another tower in this already crowded area? | can't begin to comprehend the struggle that
pedestrians will have as they attempt to walk through the various wind tunnels of Back Bay.

Second, what provisicns have been made for all the additional cars that will accompany our new
reighbors that will feside in the tower? We simply don't have enough parking as itis and the
public garages are often filled to capacity. | read something in the documents about *managed
parking techniques”, just exactly what are these “techniques® that will be used to "manage”
parking? Let’'s not mince words here, where will all the additional cars be parking?

Third, how will the additional traffic on Blagden and Exeter Streets be handled? Do you have
some mysterious “traffic manag 1t techniques® that you've not yet disclosed? For your
general information these streets are now suffering backups and fong delays which make
driving in and out of our carport accessed via Blagden Street very difficult.

1 object to this project and hope you will support us by not giving the tower project further
consideration.

Sincerely yours,

Sidetl o Lot

Annabeth ten Broeck

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

1-040-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-040-002
Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This
section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the

operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.

[-040-003

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.
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[-041-001
Comment(s) noted.

Lorenzo Cerullo
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1-041-001 |
1 November 2007

Mr. John O’'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 write this letter to voice my firm objection to the addition of the 350 ft. tower on
Exeter Street. We have had enough building, enough development, and enough
construction in this limited area of Back Bay. The new tower will bring more traffic,
more noise, more pollution, more wind, more shadow, less light, destroyed views,
lowered property values, and compromised quality of life for those of us who have

made this our home.

Please have Boston Properties consider another site in another neighborhood for their
architectural creation. Let's share the redevelopment efforts and take the tower

elsewhere.

Lorenzo Cerullo
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I1-042-001

JUDITH F. CHAMBERLAIN
One Huntington Aveane
Boston, MA 02116

30 October 2007

M. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Squate

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Btien,

As 2 20 year resident of Back Bay, and a 7 year resident of Trinity Place; [ in writing
to you to oppose the current plan for Boston Properties 35 stoty tower on Exeter

Street.

My first objection has to do with the visual, architectural and actual sense of space in
the Prudential Center complex, Duting the past few yeats, many deleterious actions
haye been taken. The former grassy arez in front of the Gloucester apartments, one
of the last green spots in this part of Back Bay was taken for the Shaw’s market. The
plaza where the Christmas tree was displayed was taken by the Belvedere building.
Tl]ccu.t::ntopﬁuxczmBoy!smnSncctmschedul:dmbemkcnfozmchcth:g:
office building, The Mandarin building now fills the ly open space, a mised
opett air patio, n]nngBoylstanSmThxssnmcmﬂsopmwdedzlomnonfonhc
Ducks to organize. Today the Ducks hoard the space in front of Shaw's and spill
into the sidewalk where pedestrians would like to walk freely.

This entire complex is already grossly overbuilt. Instead of a feeling of open and

shzm:lspacc there is now a sensc that cach building js impinging on the space of the
building,. The bnildings do not selate to one another. The views from each

ised. To allow another large building is to cxacerbate the

Lot
carenaw

problem. -

My second concern is the additional traffic that the proposed building will bring.
Today, ﬂ:cmﬁcothgdcndex:ﬁnsmcﬂudnudyovctmd,wxdlfmqumt
delays and often total stoppages from BPL activities, Shaw’s loading lock, double
parking in front of the Lenox and Marriott Courtyard hotels, and entrance to the
paﬂcmggamgr_ Toadd an nddmonz] 200 residences and retail space (with

delivery 1ts) will result i a perpetnal traffic jam, with no
traffic moving, It will be xmpossibl: to access my residence in any reasonable time.
The backups will Hkely result in unacceptable dclays on Boylston Street, Exeter
Street, St. ]nst Street, Dmmth Street, and tymgup Copley Square. As you know,
any delays introduce an exp d impact on the overall traffic flow. I

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-042-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional

information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.
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1-042-002

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

do not understand how you could approve this building given the limitation of the
existing road netwotk.

Finally, I am concerned zbout the impact of the wind on pedestrian activity. Jam 2
senior citizen, 90 pound person, who enjoys the ability to walk in all directions in this
neighbothood. There are already times that the wind in this atea makes it difficult to
walk safely. Adding another tall building will inerease the likelthood that I will be
unable to safely proceed on my norrnal, and essential, shopping trips.

T my view, this budlding should not be approved for this location. As a professional
planser, I would expect that you would feel mote strongly than T do about these:
matters.

Thank you very much for your consideration.
Sincerely,

[-042-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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I1-043-001

I1-043-002

Barbara Cherande
Tiinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
1 Join my husband and neighbors at Trinity Place in objecting to the proposed 35 stary building planned for
Exeter Street at the base of Blagden Street.

My concerns are numerous but for now let it suffice to say that the traffic is already out of proportion for
the neighborhood. We have to wait for long periods of time in traffic jams on E!agden and Exeter Skrgets
to leave and retum to our parking arez. If something cannot be done to correct this problem and alleviate
the traffic issues that wa now have, the addition of the 200 rental unit tower will only exacerbate the

situation.

| also recognize that the wind, which is already fierce at times, will be amplified. This is a matter of great
concem as it presents safety issues for the many pedestrians we have In the Copley Square area.

Sy g,
/ Z\AAA/WJ

Barbara Cherande

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-043-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter corridor and Blagden Street corridors as
well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden intersection.

[-043-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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I1-044-001

Joel Cherande

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
g plans for a sign addition to

it has been brought to my ion that you are ly
Copley Square:

| am writing to make you aware of my strong objection to the 35 story mixed use skyscraper that will
hause 200 rental units and retail on the lower levels.

My main concem is the intense traffic congestion this building will Infroduce. We afready experience long
delays when trying to exit or enter our private parking area which is only accessible by way of Blagden
Street. The delays, In part are the result of 18 wheelers which get backed up on Exeter Street while
making-deliveries to Shaw’s Market. The frustration assaciated with trying to drive down tiny one way
Blagden Sireet to enter or exit our parking area will be intensified by the additional cars and resulting
traffic that will yany 200 new resi and more retail éstabii

I hope your studies will measure the decline in quality of life related to the inconvenience that will
accompany the addition of this project to our already over built, traffic jammed neighborhood.

Sincerely yours,

S= 220

Joel Cherande

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-044-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional

information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.
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[-045-001

Comment(s) noted.

Grace Cho
One Huntington Avenue
#4086
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

| am writing this letter to strongly oppose the Exeter Residences project
that has been proposed by Boston Properties.

The Project Notification Form is very inconclusive, misleading and

certainly does not addréss many important issues in a thorough manner. In
fact, this report contains absolutely no information regarding the effects

this building will have on my home.

The amount of additional traffic, wind and shadows this huge building will

create will affect this area in a drastically negative . Mustwe
continue to crowd ugly buildings into our landscape that will not add value

to our neighborhood? This proposal is clearly being driven by individuals
who have no vested interest in preserving the essence of the Back Bay.

What a shame.
As a resident of this neighborhood, | respectfully ask that this project be
stopped at once.

Sincerely,

udlf~

Grace Cho

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Bob & Suzanne Chute
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As long term Back Bay Trinity Place residents we are very concerned that the
tower you are considering for construction on Exeter Street will have a far
reaching negative impact on our neighborhood.

A wonderful Copley Square treasure, the Farmer's Market will never be the

1-046-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

1-046-002
Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR for information

I-046-001
same as the wind created by the tower will rip relentlessly throughout the entire H H H H :
area. We already have serious wind problems from the Hancock tower and the on parklng and traffic. Parkmg for Exeter Residences will be
Westin. Tnaddition, shets 9l e fannees gack el truckst accommodated by a combination of expanding the existing residential
1-046-002 We would also like to know where you expect all the new residents of the 35 nests in the Prudential Center Garage and employing managed parking

story tower to park their cars. In fact, where will they drive their cars? The
traffic in the neighborhood is already unmanageable.

‘We will provide you with the complete version of concerns and objections at
another time but for now let it suffice to say this project is bad idea and we do

not support it.

Sincerely yours,

Bob & Suzanne Chute

techniques.
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I1-047-001

Mr. and Mrs. James Clark
One Huntingten Avenue
Unit 901
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

Qctober 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

We were very saddened to leam of yet another proposed skyscraper in our neighborhood on
Exeter Street. We have lived here for several years and have had fo endure many construction

projects including maost recently Shaw’s and the Mandarin.

Why is this happening? How much more congestion can we take? it seems that the folks at
Bosten Properties do not care about the négative impact this will have for all residents of the
Back Bay. How unfortunate that no regard has been given to our landscape and our
environment. This new building will undoubtedly harm both.

As residents of Trinity Place, our concerms are numerous. We are also very worri;d about the
potential damage to our home from vibrations during construction. Let us not forget what
happened to our neighbors across the street at Trinity Church during the construction of the

Hancock Tower.

Please stop this project. We thank you in advance for your assistance.

Sincerely,

and Ruth Clark

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-047-001

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the
DPIR for information related to foundation construction methodology

and the geotechnical impacts monitoring program.

Page 148
DPIR Response to Comments



I-048-001

Kathleen Cochran
One Huntington Avenue

Trinity Placa

Boston, MA 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redavelopment Authority
Ong ity Hall Square

Boston, MA 62201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
| am writing to inform you that | vigorously opposa the tower proposed by Boston Properties, Inc.

There are numerous problems associated with erecting a 35 story building at the end of Blagden Strest on Exetor
Street. For now 1 will provide the abbreviated list:

Increased traffic leading 1o increased need for parking ~- th Prudential Center Garags is often filled to capacity now.
Where will the additionaf vehicles go? Surely there will be cars associated with at feast some of the 200 new rantal

units proposed for the building.

IndreaSed nolss, dacreased ar quality.

Increased wind = unsafe conditions for pedestrians.

Decreasad views and sunlight

More construction and related damage.

Mr. O'Brien, please do nof give this offensive project further consideration.

Thank you In advanca for your cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,

;{W« ek

Kathleen Cochran

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-048-001

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This
section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the

operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.
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1-049-001
Comment(s) noted.

Thomas Cochran, MD
One Huntinglon Avenue
Trinity Place
Boston, MA 02116
1-049-001 |
November 1, 2007
Mr. John O'Brien
Sanior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. O'Brien:
| was disturbed te leam that the BRA Is now consldering a proposal by Bostan Properties to build a skyscraper on
Exefer Streat.

1 am writing to Jet you know that | join iy wife and neighbors In opposing the bullding of the tower and would ask that
you halt further building and redeveloping® In the Back Bay. The south side of Boylston Street has becoma a curious
mixture of architectural statements which de not support the hisioric infegrity of the nelghbothood. it would bs
unfortunate to continus this architectural stampede In Back Bay.

There are many prablefns associated with the infroduction of 2 200 rental unit -~ 35 story building on Exeter Strest.
Parking, fraffic Jams, exhaust fumas;, nolss, wind, destrayed visws, obstructed light, shadows, the list goss on.
Do stpport us by bringing this proposed projact fo a standstill. Thera has been too much developmant In this small

area in a short paricd of tims, It Is important that wa take some time fo assess and assimilate the changss that recent
davel have caused before ing the area and its residents beyond the elastic fimit,

‘Themas Cochran, MD
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[-050-001
Comment(s) noted.

Kathleen Cook
One Huntington Avenue
Nu. 414
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

1-050-001 |
November 5, 2007, 2007
Mz. Rodoey Sinclair
Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. Sinclair:
1 am writing to you to state my objection to the purposed 35 story building which would

be built on Exeter Street near Trinity Place.
1 believe that this would bave an adverse effect on the neighborhood.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
(e el

thleen E. Cook
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I-051-001

Sinclair, Rodney

Fr mark.corfigan@sepracor com

Friday, September 28, 2007 12:48 PM
To. Sinciair, Rodney
Subject: Prudential high rise project

Deaxr Mr. Sinclair,

I would like to raise my concern over the proposed 30 story high rise at Exeter. The
recent Mandarin Hotel project has already rendered significantly less light to Boylston
St. and changed the character of the entryway into Boston and Copely Square., I would be
zoncerned that this project would effectively "canyonize® the street and Back Bay would
lose the openess that make it so attractive. Maintaining lower building height in our
neighborhood is important to protecting the quality of life for us as residents. The high
tvises should be downtown.

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

fark Corrigan MD
JAEB membex
389 Marlborough St.

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS HERETO IS
JONFIDENTIAYL, MAY BE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGEDR, AND TS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSOMAL AND
CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE ADDRESSEE(S). IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT AN INTENDED
ECTPIENT, OR AN AGENT THEREOF, YOU ARE HERERY NOTIFIED THAT ANY REVIEW, USE,
JISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, CR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR ANY ATTACHMENT HERETO IS
3T TLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERROR, PLEASE NQTIFY US

£ {ATELY BY E-MAIL, AND DELETE THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE .

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-051-001

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the

Project progresses.
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I-052-001

I1-052-002

Diane Kinch Corry
Attomey at Law
One Huntington Avenue 4707
Boston, MA 02116
October 30, 2007
Mr. Jokn O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hail Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 live at Trinity Place and my windows overlook Exeter and Blagden Streets. I understand
that Boston Properties, Inc. has submitied a proposal to the Boston Redevelopment
Autherity to construct at 30 - 35-story tower on Exeter Street. They propose to squecze
this tower onto the small arca between the Lenox Hotel and the entrance to the Prudential
Center garage, directly in front of the Blagden Street intersection.

I have serious concerns about, and objections to, this proposed project. First and
foremost, traffic on Blagden Strect is already a mess at times. I have had guests trapped
for twenty ininutes trying to drive up this street to my building entrance. These fraffic
jams are particularly bad during the many parades on Boylston Sireet and rallies/events in
Copley Square. Adding traffic to and from a new 30 plus story building will make access
to the Trinity Place area at times impossible for emergency vehicles. The safety and
welfare of residents and the public should be of first priority in evaluating the effect of
the proposed project.

Second, last Sunday, I was at the new Natick Collection (formetly, Natick Mall) that
includes many upscale stores such as Nordstroms, Neiman Marcus, and Burberry. Given
the selection of high-end stores, the ease of traffic and parking, and the very
attractiveness of this complex, many shoppers who live outside of Boston proper will
choose to go there rather than to the Copley Square area and Newbury Street if our traffic
and parking problems get any worse. The adverse finaneial impact of the proposed
praject on existing stores and businesses in the Back Bay must not be ignored.

Thﬁd, the Prudential site has become one of the ugliest and haphazard areas in Boston.
Anything goes as long as there may be money to be made from constructing another
building. There seems to be no reasonable plan for the overall area.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-052-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional

information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.

[-052-002
The proposed project is not expected to have an impact on the ability of

emergency vehicles to access buildings in and around the Prudential
Center. Changes in traffic operations are minimal and addressed through

signal adjustments and minor modifications.
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I1-052-003

I1-052-004

Fourth, my condominium will receive sub ially less light from outside and so will
other buildings in the area, notably, our city treasure, the Boston Public Library. Of
course, this will reduce the value of my property; but if one doesn’t care about me, at
least consider the consequences of the loss of light on the library and its surrounding

streets.

Fifih, the proposed project and its additional traffic will adversely affect air quality. Air
quality is already a problem; at present, I can smell auto fumes and the exhaust from local
restaurants. This building’s size and location will only intensify the problem.

And sixth, I worry about the potential ddmage to my and other buildings’ foundations due
to the proposed construction. Since the Back Bay is made up of fill, there is a sipnificant
zisk that earth will shift and Trinity Place, the Library, utilities, etc. will suffer the
consequences.

Although I have additional concerns about this proposed project, I'll stop here. I’m sure
others will raise them.

Sincerely,

R ﬁwjﬂ

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-052-003
The proposed project is not expected to have an impact on local air
quality. Please see the Environmental Protection section of the

NPC/PNF for further information on air quality.

[-052-004
Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the

DPIR for information related to construction methodology and the
geotechnical impacts monitoring program.
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[-053-001

Comment(s) noted.

Anna Danguillecourt
One Huntington Avenue
Unit 504
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am appalled that you are considering allowing a developer to put a 30 story building
across the street. The Back Bay is being ruined by these profiteers who care only about
putting money in their pockets nothing about the consequences for the people who live
here. -

The residents of the Back Bay live here because it feels like a neighborhood. It has the
character and human scale of a place built to support a decent quality of life and promote
a healthy social fabric. It stands in sharp contrast to the mile-high stacks of character-less
pigeon holes that increasingly overshadow everything. Each day, the Back Bay feels
more and more like Maohattan, and less and less like my home.

There has been far too much high-rise development in the Back Bay already. It has to

stop before the neighborhood is ruined entirely. This project must be rejected, and the
BRA must insist that any further development in the Back respect that character and scale

that makes our neighborhood what it is.

Sincerely,

Auna Danguillecourt

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I-054-001

ALLAN W. DITCHFIELD
1 Huntington Avenue, #902
Boston, MA 02116
617-670-9803

October 28, 2007

Mr. Paul O'Brien

Bosten Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

I'am extremely upset to hear that another skyscraper is proposed for Exeter Street. The
Mandarin Hatel has already blocked all the sunlight from Bayiston Street and now You are
contemplating doing the same for Exeter and Blagden Streets. But, mare importantly, you will be
contributing to the destruction of the historic character of the Back Bay neighborhood. The
structura that is proposed would dwarf a 100 year old hotel that | believa is land marked, not ta
mention add to the congestion of the neighborhood. Parking in this area is already a problem and
‘we don't yet know what the Mandarin is going to do.

} can't help but feel that greed not concern for the neighborhood is at work here and | am
appalled at your lack of regard for our comer of Boston. 1 am a resident of Trinity Place and |
strongly oppose this project for the negative impact it will most certainly have.

Sincerely, o

G8l pn

Allan W, Ditchfield

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-054-001

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This
section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the

operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.
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[-055-001

Comment(s) noted.

" William P. Dole
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 906
Boston, MA 02116

‘November 9, 2007

Mr. Joha O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien:

My wife and I have owned property at Trinity Place since 2001. We are located on the
ninth floor located on the Northeast corner of the building.

We get great pleasure from the view, the afternoon sun and watching the sunset. The
idea of a building shutting off part of our view fills us with dread. We sincerely request
that you do not approve the project for adding another building in the Prudential
complex that would destroy the feclings we have for living in Boston.

Sincerely,

foplst, FP AIe

‘William P. Dole

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I-056-001

Dr and Mrs. Thomas Einhorn
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 1204
Boston, MA 02116

October 29, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

My wife and I are writing this letter to express our vehement opposition of
the Boston Properties proposed 35 story building on Exeter Street.

This area certainly cannot tolerate additional traffic. Have you seen
Exeter Street recently? It is already jammed with cars, deliveries to the
loading area, guests entering and exiting The Marriott and many
additional vehicles entering from Blagden Street. There is also a large
amount of pedestrian traffic that exists at all hours of the day and
evening. This is already a very dangerous intersection. We cannot believe
that a 35 story building is proposed for this address. QObviously a
comprehensive traffic study was not properly done; otherwise this
proposal would have been rejected immediately.

In addition, the vast amount of shadows that a huge building such as this
would cast on our building and surrounding areas is simply unacceptable.

This building will also block the view from our unit and therefore-have a
very negative impact on our property value.

Based on these and countless other reasons, the BRA must reject this
proposal,

Sincerely,

(=

Dr. Thomas Einhorn

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-056-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional

information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.
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O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP}

From: Jofa20@aol.com

Sent:  Friday, November 02, 2007 3:02 PM
To: O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

Subject: Skyscraper on Exeter Street

Mrs. Joanne Fazell
100 Huntington Avenue
Apt. 310

Boston, MA 02116
Oclober 30, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Autharity
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

| have recently learned of the proposed 31-35-story tower that is planned fo be
erected on Exeter Street, diagonally across Blagden Street. As I'own a condominium in
Trinity Place, 1 am strongly opposed to this building for the reasons stated below.
Additionally the developers of this tower are not providing adequate data to allow the
abutters to fully evaluate their proposal. Furthermore, the developers are using data in an
obfuscating manner and minimizing the impact of this building on the surrounding
community.

The time frame for public discussions also appears to be set in order to prevent
abutters from galvanizing their resources and voicing their objections. ] demand that the BRA
listen to us, the current taxpayers and ask these developers provide Trinity Place
reimbursement to undertake our own impact study. Below are some of the reasons for my
strong opposition to this new tower. <y

First, my apartment has a view of Blagden Street and across to Exeter Street —
exactly where the proposed tower is to be directed. We now are able to see the sky above
the Exeter street garage and not only enjoy the view, but, the view enables us to see what
type of weather it is — how sunny, how windy, etc. If we were to lose our view we will not be
able to see the sky — as we would be totally surrounded by buildings.

Secondly, we now have sunlight coming through this patch of sky. If this building is
erected our sunlight and basically our light will be gone and our apartment will be drenched
in shade from moming until night.

Additionally, lack of sunlight will destroy our little garden and trees or Blagden Street.
The lack of sunlight will alsa mean that ice will not melt in the cold weather and it will make

11/2/2007

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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[-057-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

Blagden street much more difficult to navigate in the winter. We also all walk on the

"unny” side of Exeter street (the back of the BPL) sidewalk as the bricks there also get
armed up by the sunlight and mett fhe ice and snow. traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
& z Third, it is difficult to come off the Mass Turnpike and go around Copley and up : . . .
1-057-001 Blagden Street with the amount of traffic that there is currently. Adding another couple of comments raised durlng the review process, the DPIR includes a
hundred cars will greatly exacerbate the problem, as at least some of the new residents will . . .
be doing the same thing when they try to get back and forth to their home. Right now detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
Blagden Street is fairly congested as cars come down to go to the restaurant or to go to the . . i i
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

garage, or even to try to find a parking space for library events, hotel events etc.

The only way out of Trinity Place is to make a right tumn on Exeter Street. Most ofthe intersection.
time Exeter Street is so congested by cars coming from Boylston street and beyond who are
either frying to park in the garage, or who are trying to turn ino Huntington Avenue, to the
Turnpike and beyond. Additionally, most often Star Market has huge trucks who are

unloading on the right hand side, a line of traffic trying to get into the garage, and cars and
vans loading and unloading on the left side (the hotels). It is already exasperating fo try to 1-057-002
get out of my building and this does not take into account the large number of cars, trucks,
vans etc. who will be added to this traffic as the Mandarin complex opens up. Exeter Street : . . .
will become extremely congested, much worse than it is now. Of course, the developers Please see Section 52! Wi nd, Of the DPIR. The Wi nd StUdleS were
have not taken this traffic into account, as it does not serve their purpose. prepared in accordance Wlth the B RA'S standards and guidelines The
x : Another reason that | am strongly opposed fo this new development is because this - . '
1-057-002 new building will greatly increase the wind in the surrounding neighborhood. When the Proponent has worked to dEVE|Op a bU|Id|ng deS|gn and street-level
“arriott Courtyard added 4 floors it significantly increased the win_d where we park our cars, . . . o
«nd that was only a few storfes. The impact of 35 floors on our neighborhood will be features that diminishes the wind impacts from the proposed buildings.
devastating. This area is already very windy for a residential area. The proposed building
Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project with the proposed

will have a great impact on the wind level around our building and on Blagden Street. The
increase in the wind as well as the increase in ice/snow (through diminished sunlight) will
make it treacherous to go in and out of our building.

mitigation will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

Many of the residents of Trinity Place are older, retired people who chose this building
as their retirement home. We chose this building because it is in a terrific location of Boston
and affords easy access fo our neighborhood. This new development will negatively impact
our daily fives and our neighborhoed. The impact of this new building will create a hardship
for those of us who chose to live in Trinity Place during.our retirement years. For many of us
picking up and leaving is not an option. Furthermore;this new building will substantially
impact our financial investment and alf of us will lose equity in our homes. So, this new 31-
35-story tower will not only negatively affect our quality of life but it will also diminish the
market value of our homes.

I want the BRA to listen to the neighborhood and oppose the building of this tower.
Boston is a great city to live in and the BRA should not be supporting the Manhattanization of

Boston.
cerely,
11/2/2007
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Joanne Fazell
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[-058-001

Comment(s) noted.

Dickson W. Fong
One Huntington Avenue
Apt. 405
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. Rodney Sinclair

Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. Sinclair:

T am writing regarding the proposal to the Boston Redevelopment Authority to construct
a 35-story tower on Exeter Street by Boston Properties. This letter serves to express my

outmost disagreement to this project for its negative effects that will have in the historic
Back Bay area that for so many years its neighbors have worked so hard to preserve.

I have lived in the Boston Metropolitan area for almost 11 years, and aver 5 years in
Back Bay, I Iove the neighborhood for its preserved architecture, its people and its open
views. However, this admiration for the Back Bay has been threatened by the before

mentioned proposed development.

For the past several years the Back Bay has been inundated with new projects including
high rise buildings, stores, etc. that have destroyed the architecture, However, this project
is really inadmissible for its height which obstructs the views, increases traffic, increases
the air flow on the streets, reduces daylight, among many other negative aspects.

I really hope you take my letter into consideration, I kindly request that you refuse this
project because of its adverse effects for all of us who live in the area,

Sincerely,

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

LLOYD FRENCH
Trinity Place Condominiums
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116
Cetober 31, 2007
Mr. John O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

My wife and | reside at Trinity Place and are aware that you are reviewing plans for a 35 story tower
proposal which has been presented by Boston Properties, Inc.

I-059-001

We join our neighbors at Trinity Place and throughout the Back Bay to vigorously oppose the project before
you and the Boston Redevelopment Authority.
At this stage it is imperative that we stop developing and building in Back Bay/Copley Square and take the

opportunity o carefully examine the impact that recent additions have had and will continue fo have on our
neighborhood. The permanent negative changes that will result in continued building are far réaching and

unfortunate.
Your consideration in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

V y ;aak
Lloyd French
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I-060-001

I-060-002

JOYCE FRENCH
Trinity Place Condominiums
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

Ochober 31, 2007

Mr. John O"Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Bosten, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

I wish fo make you aware of my strong disapproval of the pfk)ject that has been proposed for construction
on Exeter Strest by Boston Properties, Inc.

Let's be realistic, the studies I've had an opportunity to review thus far have downplayed the negative
effects this 350 foot tower will have on my home and on Copley Square. | understand that the tower will be
home to 200 rental units as well as various retail establishments. What exactly is the infention regarding the

accommodation of all the addiional cars and resulting fraffic?

Also; the new wind tunnel créated by the tower joining forces with existing wind tunnels will be difficultif not
impossible for children and elderly people to navigate. Will Boston Properties, Inc. be taking respensibility
for the treacherous wind conditions they will be bringing info existence?

Iwould also like to point out that the congestion on Blagden Street, Exeter Street, and Huntington Avenue
is already problematic. One can only imagine how much worse it would be if this project s actually

approved for construction.

Last but not least, my investment will be compromised by the p t environmental changes that will
resultif the tower is'built. Light and views will be forever changed which will surely devalue Trinity Place

Condominiums,

1 ask that you support us by denying this misguided proposal further consideration.

Very truly yours,

Gt

Joyce French

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-060-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.

I-060-002
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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[-061-001

Comment(s) noted.

Gary L. Gottlieb
One Huntington Avenue
N&. 803
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 31, 2007

M. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

Please deny Boston Properties’ proposal to build a skyscraper on Exeter Street between
Boylston Street and Huntington Avenue. This project comes on the heels of very
substantial development in the neighborhood and threatens to rob the Back Bay of its
charaeter while promoting severe overcrowding. Exeter Street, Huntington Avenue, the
Boston Public Library and the gateway to Copley Square will be shrouded in darkpess
and whipped by all year round winds by this poorly conceived building project.

As we adjust to the effects of the Mandarin and local commercial development,
shouldn’t Boston Properties be required to abide by Article 41 of your building code

before its project further imperils property values in the context of a weakening
residential real estate market??

Please disapprove of this project now!

3'2/41/(

L. Gottlieb

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

Douglas & Tracy Grattan
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1-062-001 |
28 Qctober 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevslopment A
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

We are writing to inform you of our distress regarding the 35 story tower that is under
review for construction on Exeter Street.

This tower will have an extremely negative impact on our property and on the entire
neighborhood.

Our quality of life is sure to be compromised by the dangerous wind conditions,
obstructed light and views, significant increase in traffic, and parking problems.
In addition, this project will devalue our investment in this luxury condominium building.

“The neighborhood cannot bear the burden of a 350 foot building, or any building on the
proposed site and the many problems associated with constructing and running such a

development.
Ws would appreciate your support in opposing the continued consideration of this
project.

Very trul ours,

Douglas & Tracy Grattan
Unit 410
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1-063-002 |

1-063-003 |

1-063-004 |

The Rt. Reverend J. Clark Grew, I

One Huntington Avenue #304
Boston, Massachusetts 02116
28 October 2007

Mr. Paul O’Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. O'Brien:

This letter is written for the purpose of objecting in the strongest possible way to the
proposed building of a 35 story tower on Excter Strect at the Blagden Street intersection.

My wife and I live at One Huntington Avenue in Trinity Place, Our building and our
home will be changed in the most negative ways if this building is approved.

There is too much development in this area of Back Bay already.
The view of the western horizon will all but disappear, as will much of the sunlight.

The traffic will increase and will become even more dangerous than it is already is with
double parking and narrow streets.

A building that tall will undoubtedly create a wind tunnel much like the one created by
the Hancock building.

The proposcd building will have a nogative impact on Copley Square, the Boston Public
Library, its courtyard, and the green of Commonwealth Avenue.

The parking pressure will be immense, and there is no plan to accommodate the number
of cars that will need overnight space in this neighborhood.

Construction noise and vibrations could seriously damage already existing buildings.

For these and many other reasons, I request that the BRA reject the proposal for this
building.

Sincerely, _
T U )4@ i

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-063-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to
build a complete picture of street operations.

[-063-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-063-003

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, in the DPIR. This

section includes a review of the proposed parking for the Project and the
operations of the existing Prudential Center Garage.

[-063-004
Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the
DPIR for information regarding foundation construction methodology and

the geotechnical impacts monitoring program.
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LT 1-064-001

Comment(s) noted.

Sinclair, Rodney

From: Barbara Grossman [barbgrossman@mindspring com]
Sent: Saturday, October 27, 2007 1:31 PM

To: Sinclalr, Rodney

Subject: Skyscraper on Exeter Street

Dear Mr. Sinclair:

I am writing to object ta the building of a skyscraper on Exeter Sireet as proposed by Boston Properties. BP has
clearly not done the due diligence necessary to demonstrate the negative imact of wind, traffic, light, and parking
of a tall building on our neighborhood, and an impartial set of studigs shou!d be carried out to show what effect

another skyscraper would be on the Back Bay.

But, my main objection ta this skyscraper is more fundamental. We have atways loved the open feeling of
Boston, including the Back Bay neighbarhood. This feeling resuits from the scarcity of skyscrapers in the
neighborhood. Everywhere we walk, sky and light surround us. We see the sun rise and the sun set from our
windows and while walking around the streets,

Please maintain the character of our neighborhaod by stopping BP from putting up another tall building here.
Thank you,
Barbara N. Grossman

1 Huntington Avenue, 1301
3ostan, MA 02116

11/6/2007

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Lage 1L

Sinclair, Rodney

From: Barbara Grossman [barbgrossman@mindspring.com]
Sent:  Saturday, October 27, 2007 1:49 PM

To: Sinclair, Rodney

Subject: Back Bay skyscraper

Dear Mr. Sinclair:

| was deeply concerned when | leamed of the proposal to develop a 35 story skyscraper on Exeter Street in the
Back Bay. The BRA fas served as such a positive force in laying out appropriate city planning guidefines. With
the buitding of the Mandarin Center and the Commonwealth on Clarendon Street, our neighborhood has reached
satyration. The fragility of being between the South End and Back Bay calls for very delicate planning

I am writing to urge you to reject the BP proposal for such an overscaled building whose impact on the
environment will be so negative

Thank you for hearing me out.
Jerome H. Grossman M.D.

1 Huntington Avenue, 1301
Boston, MA 02118

11/6/2007

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-065-001
Comment(s) noted.
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Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1 November 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square -

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien:

I would like you to know that | object to the new building you are considering for development on Exeter
Street. | arm aware that this building will include retall as well as 200 rental residences.

‘There are negative factors too numerous to mention at this writing but 1 would like to make you aware
of ofie which has a severe, negative impact on the neighborhood and that is TRAFFIC.

The difficulties we now have are worthy of your attention and could use modification.

{ have a little girl. Walking around and trying to cross streets in the nelghborhood is a frightening
challenge. Trafficis out of control and pedestrians are seldem given tha right of way, even when traffic

lights are in our favor.

Itis clear that the introduction of another building will bring even more traffic, more congestion, and
increased potential for persistent conditions that pose a threat to all pedestrians.

Iwould hope you would consider this serfous matter and refrain from additional overdevelopment in

Back Bay.

Sincerely yours,

Lol Pendn o

Rachael Hamkin

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-066-001

A comprehensive traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing and
additional traffic analysis is included in Chapter 4, Transportation, of the
DPIR. In response to comments raised during the review process, the
DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter corridor and Blagden
Street corridors as well as an intersection analysis for the
Exeter/Blagden intersection.

Page 170
DPIR Response to Comments



1-067-001 |

[-067-001

Comment(s) noted.

Mrs, Edith Harris
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 602
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr, O'Brien:
I am writing fo oppose the "Exester Residences™ project.

As is obvious from the established zoning, nothing that tall s appropriate for that site.
What is not obvious is why this project is being entertained at all. Why was this not
rejected for so excessively violating the zoning laws?

Instead, | note that the developer’s proposal brazenly boasts "In order to permit
construction of the Exeter Residences...as propoesed, Section 41-12 of the Code pertaining

to height will be modified...."

Is that how it works now? The zoning laws are simply re-written conform to developments?
Instead of developments being designed to conform fo the zoning code?

If so, what protections are there for property owners? How can anyone invest in real
property without any level of of how their sur dings will be governed?

The zoning structure serves a vital purpose which should not be subverted in this way. 1
respectfully request that you fo respect the zoning laws and the underlying agreement with
propeity owners that they represent and reject this proposal in its entirety.

Sincerely,
C;/;Zo% (At 210

Edith Harris

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Attention BRA:

P'm currently a unit owner in Trinity Place and I'm very concerned about the impact of
the proposed building that is going up next to the Lennox Hotel. Even if the building was
10 Stores tall and not the proposed 35 1 don’t want it erected in my neighborhood.

One reason among others is the traffic and congestion the new dwelling will cause. No
study can refute the increase of cars over the last years in the Back Bay. It takes several
more minutes getting home every day than it did a short time ago. There’s been rabid
growth in the neighborhood and no one has been able to tell what the ramifications will
be if even more cars are added to Exeter street. Already during Red Sox season traffic is

a nightmare.

The most important reason I don’t want the building 200 feet from Trinity is the rental
building will decrease the value of my condo.

Sincerely,
Jason Hartz
Unit #309

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-068-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.
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Comment(s) noted.

Gardner Hendrie & Karen Johansen
One Huntington Avenue
Unit 1701
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

1-069-001 |
October 30, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

‘We wish to register our objection to the proposal by Boston Properties to build a 35 story
tower on Exeter Street.

This building is too tall and too close to our home at Trinity Place. It is going to block
views, deprive us of daylight, add to congestion on Exeter Street and ultimately reduce

the market value of our home.

‘We object to this proposal in the strongest possible terms.

Sincerely,

QL)
e
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[-070-001

Comment(s) noted.

DUDLEY HOLLIS
One Hunfington Avenue
Trinity Place
Boston, MA 02116

31 October 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior ijccf Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien.

My wife and I are very much opposed to the skyscraper { 35 story / 200 rental unit project that has been
put before you for consideration.

1 hiave read the documents and specifications related to the building and have found the information to
be inadequate as it does not tell the real story on the severe impact this skyscraper will have on the
neighborhood. Let us settle into the over development we have already been subjected to before
continuing o build on every possible available horizontal and vertical surface available in Back Bay.

Quality of fife cannot continnously be compromised in the interest of self serving developers. The charm
and easy going scale of Back Bay and Copley Square are being destroyed and therefore we urge you to
reject this terrible project in ifs entirety.

Very truly yours,

= —

Dudley Hollis

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I-071-002

Burten Jaffe, MD
1 Huntington Ave. #203
Boston, Ma 02116
Tel 617-670-9799 Fax 617-670-9794

Email bjaffe80@aol.com
October 29, 2007

M. Rodney Sinclair

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr Sinclair,

My wife and I are very much opposed to the large new apartment building on Exeter
St. being considered by the Prudential property owners. We are owners of a
condominium in Trinity Place Condominiums. We believe that the major increase in
apartments in this area will create new problems for us.

First, it will increase the car traffic even worse than already exists on Exeter St. since
there are 200 new units being proposed. We exit our property via Blagden St, and need to
turn onto Exeter St. In addition to the steady stream of cars hindeting our exit, the new
Shaw market has already increased the traffic with huge delivery supply trucks. The
addition of more than 200 new vehicles would result in gridlock.

Second, the tall fiew building will block the view for many of our condo owners facing
‘West, and thereby lower the value for resale. This reduction in value will result in a
lower appraisal value by the city, and result in a lower tax base for the city. Has this been
considered by the City?

Third, I expect that an increase in the wind in this area would be a major addition to
the already existing high-wind we alrcady face. Currently there are times when it is
difficult for us to open our front door due to the high winds, and even more difficult
walking on the street for able-bodied people. An additiopal tall building always alters the
wind pattern, affects adjacerit structures, and will impact our building and people
attempting to walk in the Copley Square area.

Fourth, I do not feel that these and other negative impacts on the environment have
been adequately studied since their study was incomplete, We would like to be funded to
do our own study to consider sun-light shadow effect, structural damage to our building,
wind velocity, traffic effect, ete.

Sincerely M Wtnr, 2 tpe.

Burton Jaffe,

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-071-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.

[-071-002
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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[-072-001

Comment(s) noted.

Edna & Bela Kalman

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

29 October 2007

Mr. John O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square
Baoston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

We have resided at Trinity Place since 2005 and wish to inform you that we are
strenuously opposed to the project which Boston Properties propases to build on Exeter
ree

This proposed building will create serious quality of life issues for the residents of Trinity
Place and the entire neighborhood.

The impact on light/sun, the creation of a wind tunnel, noise and additional traffic are
Just the tip of the iceberg,

Wa respectfully request that you deny the continued consideration of this project as it
is not welcome in any form.

Very truly yours,

2/54;:, £ ﬁw/f; A{M s

Edna & Bela Kalman
Unit 1404

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Page1of1

O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

™ Frank Katz [fkatz@diamatrix.net]
#t:  Monday, October 29, 2007 12:01 AM
To: O'Brien, John (ERA/BMIP)
Subject: Exter Street proposal

dctober 28, 2007

Jear Mz. O'Brien:

am a resident of Trinity Place and would like to register my objections to the proposal that is being discussed to
rermit a new residential building to be built on Exeter Street. This area is already very congested and 200 more units
vill only make this worse. We are already suffering horrible traffic delays and disruptions not only at rush Hours but
vhenever Copley Square or the surrounding area are used for special projects such as movies or whenever there are
ffairs or events at the numerous hotels in the area.

1y home faces out towards Exeter Street and our view is already impacted by the Mandarin. Additional construction
iill take away what remains of the small amount of light we actually get. That is not to mention the horrible wind
onditions that will be made worse by this building if it-is permitted to go up. We are already 2 wind tunnel and this
il make a bad situation worse. )

am not familiar with 21l the environmental circumstances in the area but I do know that the nojse and odors and
™ s we currently deal with are on the edge of what I consider to be tolerable. With the infrastructure and water
« the city always under pressure I think it is unwise to push the envelope.

he juxtaposition of istoric buildings such as the Library and Copley Church with yet another tower seems to me to be
1st the edge of what is reasonable. With all due respect to the developers, I would assume there are other parts of the
ty where development would be more in keeping with community interests. Let’s not let greed avercome common
nse

ncerely

ank Katz
Huntington Ave Apartment 1002

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-073-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden
intersection.

[-073-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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Elise Katz

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As a resident of the Trinity Place Condominiums | would like to express my concems about ixed
}ower up for conslderation with the Boston R Authority as p y,, by Béston”."‘e e
nc.

I'm stire you are aware that the position of the 200 rental unit - retail tower on Exet
: f - er Street at the base of
Blagden Street will be the cause of negative effects on Trinity Place, Copley Square and the entire Bacl?

Bay.

Our views and light will be severely impacted which distresses s and is likel i

[ T ly to cause a downward

in our property vaiue. The area is already bursting at the seams with rush hour traffic, parking pmblersnr:ft
and ;;ol%n;ps Scn Blagde; Strest, E;eter Street and Hunti Avenue. The 1o our parking area
Vvia Blagden Street is often jammed up and requires a long wait, These probier i il
tenfold if this tower Is built. . " Prehismsiere cartaln 1o mitply.

Iwould aise prevail upon you to take the additional wind tunnel that will be bol i X

0 n t 3 m of this project
seriously. The current wind conditions g from sky and tall building: alregd; in ;;rlzrcye are
alarming. We will be covered in shadow as the sun maves west and plagued by strong winds. This will
Create a very unfavorable environment which will forever change Copley Square and the way Itis used.

I respectfully request that you reject the proposal for the tower,

Ol caﬂéqg

Elise Katz

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-074-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.

1-074-002
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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I1-075-002

NANCY KATZ

One Huntington Avenue
Trinity Place
Boston, MA 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senfor Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

| understand that you are the Project Manager in charge of the proposed 350 fool tower th:
submitted 4 you by Boston Properties, inc. P t has been

Allow me to make my position extremely dlear, | strongly oppose this project for the reasons that fallow:

1. The traffic and delays in the neighberhood as a result of recent additions (Shaw's Market, i
are already problems which the Gy would be el atvieed to adareas Ras

2. The new wind tunnel which will be the proposed tower’s invisible companion will be strengthened by
the windy conditions we presently endure from other tall buildings in the area. You must be awars that
the Hancock Tower alone is responsible for formidable wind conditions that challenge even strong
adults, The additional wind must be taken very seriously as it could well have severe visible
consequences.

3. The tower would cause obstruction to light and views which would be very unforfunate,

Thank you for your consideration of my concems. Do not aliow this tower plan to move forward!

Sincerely yours,

Howe e "

Nancy Katz

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-075-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.

I-075-002
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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Comment(s) noted.

Rick Kosow
One Huntington Avenue Unit 202
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 30, 2007

Mz. John OBrien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am distressed to hear that you are planning to impose a 35 story tower on Exeter Street.
It should be obvious that this is a simply terrible idea. It would be totally out of place on
that block. It would block the sun, obstruct the sky, and cast an oppressive shadow over

the entire neighborhood.

The whole neighborhood is alieady very unbappy with the Mandarin. That building is
too tall for its setting and far too close to the street. Everyone keeps asking "How did this

happen?”
As bad as that is, this would be ten times worse. Please do not let this happen again.

Sincerely,

G =

Rick Kosow

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

[-077-001

JAMES A. LACK Comment(s) noted.

ONE HUNTINGTON AVENUE
UNIT #1104
BOSTON, MA 02116

November 1, 2007

M. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As aresidént of Orie Huntington Avenue, I would like fo register my strong
protest again the construction of an office tower on the corer of Blagden and Exeter
Streets.

A 35 foot story tower at that location will cause severe wind problems for
pedestrians and will bring down the neighborhood in terms of overloading this area with

both pedestrian and foot traffic.

Please know that residents in this neighborhood are strongly against the
construction of this office tower. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,
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Comment(s) noted.

Jennifer G. Lee
One Huntington Avenue
#312
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

M. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Re: The Exeter Residences

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

Like a great many people, I have always thought that the Prudential tower was ugly. The
Pru apartments are uglier still. But the eyesore you're contemplating now beats them all,
Until I saw it,  hadn't considered that was even possible.

The Back Bay is a beautiful place. It is hard to walk through this neighborhood without
being struck by the beauty, creativity, and individuality in so much that meets the cye.
But every once in a while, you cote across a real klunker--an undistinguished, over-
sized, unsubtle box of a building that someone erected for 2 quick profit and now the all
of us have o live with for the rest of our lives. And inevitably you think, "Why is this

here? Who let this happen?”

Please do not let it happen again. That building does not belong next to the Lenox, over
the library, over Copley Square, or anywhere in the Back Bay.

Sincerely,

<

Jennifer G. Lee

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

Haya Linde
Trinity Place 1102
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

30 October 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hill Square

Boston, MA (02201

Dear Mr. O Brien:

Iwould like you to know that I object to the 35 story tower proposed te be built on
Exeter Street at Blagden Street in Back Bay.

A building this tall will cause wind in the entire neighborhood that will create
extremely dangerous conditions. There are many other factors that will have a
negative impact on the neighborhood including but not limited to, shadows, obstructed
light, obstructed views, increased traffic, additional parking problems, the list goes on.

In addition, [ am certain that our property values will decline since this neighborhood
will become unattractive and unsafe.

Thank you in advance for cooperating with the residents of Trinity Place and Boston’s
historic Back Bay. We expect the voice of reason to prevail

You must oppose this dreadful project.

Sincerely yours,

Hay'a. Eif

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

Page 183
DPIR Response to Comments



I1-080-001

I-080-002

William and Sheila Macauley
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 313
Boston, MA 021186

October 31, 2007

John O’Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

We are residents of Trinity Place Condominium and are writing this letter to
express our strong opposition to the construction of the Boston Properties

proposed 35 story building on Exeter Street.

We have many problems already with traffic and congestion in this area. The
addition of yet another large building will make this worse. Also, we cannot
understand how the developer is proposing to build 200 apartment units
without providing additional parking. Where will these cars be parked? Are
we assuming that all 200 dwellings will not require parking of any kind?
And what exactly does “managed parking techniques” refer to. There is no
parking in this neighborhood as it is.

We are also very concerned with the shadows and fierce wind tunnels this
proposed building will create. We certainly have enough of both already.

We ask that the BRA work to stop this project immediately.

Sincerely,

William and Sheila Macauley

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-080-001

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR. Parking for
Exeter Residences will be accommodated by a combination of
expanding the existing residential nests in the Prudential Center Garage

and employing managed parking techniques.

[-080-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for updated
information related to shadow.
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Comment(s) noted.

Toby & Jerry Penn

‘1 Huntington Avenue, #208
Boston, MA 021186
P:(617) 266-8676
F:{617) 266 8677

Jtpennh102@yahoo.com

1-081-001 |
October 28, 2007
Mr. Paul O'Brien
Bostan Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MAD2201

Re: Proposed Exeter Street Tower.

DPear Mr. O'Brier:

As Trinity Place property owniers, we are writing to state our objections to the proposed 35
story tower an Exeter Street by Boston Properties, Inc.

In this overly congested area, it would have a severe negative impact.  Traffic, wind tunnel and
lighting would all be negatively affected. A standard modern glass rectangular building would
also ba an eya sara inthe heart of Back Bay.

We are greatly opposed to any project of this nature,

Very truly yours:

o

Toby & Jerry Penn
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Comment(s) noted.

Khalid Nooruddin
One Huntington Avenue, 807
Boston, MA 02116

October 30, 2007

John O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

Please stop the proposed building project on Exeter Street.

I am very concerned with the overdevelopment of the Back Bay. This
building will no doubt not enly be an eyesore, but will also present major
iraffic problems, unwanted additionat shading and dangerous wind

tunnels.
We have more than our share of construction projects in this area. This
project will bring nothing but additional problems to my neighborhcod.

I ask that you please stop this project immediately.

Thank you,

Khalid Nooruddin
SN 1S

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Sinclair, Rodney

From: Nemirovsky, Ofer {onemirovsky@harbourvest.com]
Sent:  Thursday, November 01, 2007 4:01 PM

To: Sinclair, Rodney

Subject: Comments on proposed building

Mr. Sinclair,

Following up on the October 3rd Public Hearing held at the Library regarding Priudential Article 808 (the
proposed residential building behind the Lenox Hotel, on Exster Street), here are my comments:

1)Having reviewed the plans, | note that there are extensive, lengthy new shadows which would be cast by this

[-083-001
Please see Section 5.3, Shadow Analysis, of the DPIR for updated

shadow studies based upon the current design.

[-083-002

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the

1-083-001 praposed structure, especially during the winter. These shadows would extend all the way across the
Commonwealth Avenue Mall and would significantly, negatively alter the daytime experience of homeowners and
pedestrians an the Mail. Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
2)The visual impact of the structure would also reduce the neighborhood feel of the Back Bay in a striking fashion, . . . 3
2nd woutd contibuts to he canyonization of Boylston Street, serving to further reduce the amount of space, updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of

1-083-002 |

horizontal and vertical, that currently exists.

My view is that this building should not be built, or in the worst case, built to a much lower height,

Sincerely,
Ofer Nemirovsky

Ofer Nemirovsky

Managing Director

1617 348 3713

onemirovsky @harbourvest.com
HarbourVest Pariners, LLG
One Financial Center

44th Floor

Eoston MA 02111

Tel 1617348 3707

Fax 1617 3500305

B L L
For more information about HarbourVest Partners, LLC and its subsidiaries, HarbourVe
(0.X.) Limited and HarbourVest Partners (Asia)} Limlted, please visit http://www.haxb

DISCLATMER: This message is intended only for the desigmated reciplent(s).

It may contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject

to other confidentiality protections. If you are not a designated reciplent,

rou may mot review, copy or distribute this message. IT you receive this in error,

-please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message. Thank you,

1t rmnnT

the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the

Project progresses.
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Comment(s) noted.

Judith Neiterman

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA (02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

I have reviewed the technical data regarding the Exeter Residences and have
noticed that the presentation of information is misleading and incomplete,

The impact of this tower in this position will have a serious impact on light,
wind, traffic and general life quality.

In addition I am curious to know how it is that Boston Properties can even
submit a proposal that is such an egregious violation of so many sections of the

applicable Boston Zoning Code.
I am extremely opposed to this project.

Very truly yours,

oAt et

Judith Neiterman

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

[-085-001

Comment(s) noted.

Candace Nagle
Ope Huntington Avenue
Unit 409
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Praject Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA. 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am writing to protest the building of the tall tower proposed for Exeter Stréet. If this
tower i budlt, it will lower the market values of all the properties around it. The hotels
will be less desirable to stay in, and Trinity Place will be less desirable to live in. We
should not be made to lose money just so Boston Properties can make even more money.
They have already profited enough at our expense.

The proposal/book on the building says nothing about the negative effect the project
would have on the value of the surrounding properties. It only looks at the effects our
traffic, noise, wind, etc. But surely the effect on our wallets is just as important.
Development proposals should also be judged on whether the preserve, enhance or

destroy other property values.

This project should be rejected because it destroys the property values around it. Hthere
is to be further development in the area, it should be done in a way that is more
compatible with, and less destrictive of, the buildings that ar already here.

imcerely

Candace Nagle
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Bansi Nagji
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 403
Boston, MA 02116

October 30, 2007

John O'Brien

Senier Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Bostori, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

I am writing this letter to vehemently oppose the construction of the Boston
Properties proposed 35 story building on Exeter Street.

There are countless reasons to stop this project immediately. I have listed only a

few:

The additional traffic and congestion this project will create in an already
overcrowded and dangerous area
o The vast amount of shadows this building will cast on my building and

neighborhood
e the additional dangerous wind tunnels which this building will cause

« The addition of yct ancther huge and ugly building in an alrcady

overdeveloped area
The negative impact that this building will have on the market value of

my home and all of the other homes in my building

.

This project must be stopped.

Sincerely,

Bansi Nagji

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-086-001
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive

traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

intersection.

1-086-002
Updated environmental studies, including shadow and wind, were

prepared based upon the current design and are included in Chapter
5 Environmental Protection of this DPIR.
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Comment(s) noted.

Paul Meister
One Huntington Avenue
No. 1601
Boston, Massachusetts 82116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 2m writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed tower on Exeter Street.
‘The tower is far too tall for this neighborhood. It viclates all zoning and development
guidelines that have been éstablished for its site. It will deprive us of light and views,
exacerbate traffic and wind conditions which ate already problematic, and decrease the
market values of the surrounding properties.

The proposal should be rejected.

Sincerely,

Paul Meister

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

MELISSA McMANUS
Trinity Placs Condominiums
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

Qctober 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brian:

My husband and | are desply concemed abott the 350 foot tower that Boston Properties would ke to build on Exeter
Streat.

Wa are already experiencing problems as a result of other building and development that has been going on in the
Copley Squara area, How much is foo much? The wind Is already brulal in the general area as a result of the
existing wind tunnels created by othar skyscrapers In the area. How can this neighborhood absorb more cars, more

parking, mare noise, more fraffic, more traffic jams?
Lat's put an end o tha aver bullding of Back Bay.
| sincaraly hope you will saa the disastrous end product In your mind's eye and squash it before it becomes our

ongoing nightmare.
Very fiuly yours,

Melissa McManus

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

JOHN McMANUS
Trinify Place Condominiums
©One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

Cctober 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Projact Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority.
Ons Cily Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Daar Mr. O'Brien:
Itis with great concern that | write to you regarding tha skysaraper project proposal by Boston Properfies, inc.
Is anybody serlously considering the destructive impact the over development trend wil have on lovaly Back Bay?

This onca pleasant neighborhiood is being quickly transformed fnto an out of scale, out of proportion, architsctural
nightmare snared up by greedy developers with no concern for thosa of us who have made Back Bay our home.

The studies subritted do not addrass the real lifa problems that we will ba forced to live with If this building project
goes forward, Allow me to mention a few; wind which will exceed safety levels, an increase In motor vehicles and
traffic jam ups, noise, poilution, destroyed views, possibla ion damage during construction, and shrinking
property valuas,

I'm sure you will be working on our behalf to ses that our Back Bay Is protected and this projact is halted at onca,

Very fruly yours,

% /é%\\

John McManus

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Ellyn McColgan
Trinity Place Condominiums 1302
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

I am aware that a proposal is before you for the construction of a building on Exeter Street at
Blagden.

From my review of the project summary that has been submitted to your office by Baston
Properties, Inc. | object to the 35 story tower because of the problems that follow.

Dangerous wind conditions hazardous to children and elderly people

Increased traffic and parking problems
Increase in exhaust fumes leading to heaith and environmental issues

Decreased light and views which will devalue our property at Trinity Place
Decreased quality of life

In addition, this building does not appear to be in keeping vyith‘ the scale of the neighborhood
as it is proposed to be crammed into an area that presents scale and proporticn concerns.

Last, it is my understanding that the proposed tower is in violation of City of Boston Zoning
Codes. How is It that the project can be seriously considered by the Boston Redevelopment

Authority?

Once again, | object to the construction of the tower.

Sincerely yours,

EIIV%QM

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-090-001
Please see Chapter 5, Environmental Protection, of the DPIR for
updated environmental studies based on the proposed design.

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR for an expanded
traffic analysis which builds on the findings contained in the NPC/PNF.

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current building and site design. The Proponent is
committed to developing a design that compliments the Prudential
Center, the surounding buildings and supports the modern residential
identity of the Exeter Residences. The design included within this DPIR
reflects updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC

and members of the public. As is customary with the City's development
review procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as

the project progresses.

[-090-002

Please see Chapter 2 for a full discussion of zoning requirements for
Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston. As was noted in the NPC/PNF, the
buildings will require a Fourth Amendment to the Development Plan for
PDA No. 37 as well as a Zoning Text Amendment to Article 41, both of

which will be reviewed by the BRA, BZC and the Mayor.
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Comment(s) noted.

George & Mercedes Riley
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

29 October 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 write to you regarding the 35 story tower that Boston Properties is proposing to build
on Exeter Street.

This tower will be a neighborhood nightmare for the reasons that follow and more:

Light will be obstructed

Shadows will be cast

Wind tunnels will be created

Traffic will be jammed

Safety issues

Parking problems

Air pollution

Noise pofllution

Aesthetic concems — the building is out of scale
Decreased property values resulting from these realities

Kindly do not consider approving this project which will result in neighborhood
misfortuns.

Sincerely yours,

iscdon W G

George & Mercedes Riley
Unit 303

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

Mitchell and Alison
One Huntington Avenue
#404
Boston, Massachnsetts 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. John OBrien

Senior Project Manager

‘Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. O'Brien:
1 am writing to voice my strong opposition to the proposed skyscraper on Exeter Street.

Tti¢ proposed tower would have serious negative impacts on Trinity Place. It would
damage our market values, decimate our views, obstruct our light. Tt would have equally
Degative impacts on the neighborhood as a whole: 1t exacerbate traffic and wind
conditions that are already problematic. A building that tall simply does niot belong on
Exeter Street. Whatever is developed there must respect the zoning and scale of ifs
surromndings.

T urge you o respect the resident's wishes and request a more suitable proposal for this
site.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Robbins e

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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1-093-001 !

Billy & Kristen Rose
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenus
Boston, MA 02116

29 Qctober 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopiment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

We have reviewed the proposal for the building that Boston Properties has submitted
and we are appalled that a project of this nature and scope could be under

consideration.

It is clear that this proposed building will destroy our light, cast significant shadows,
create fierce wind conditions, produce overwhelming traffic along with related exhaust,

noise and parking issues .

We wish to make it crystal clear that we vehemently oppose this project and will not rest

until it is completely rejected.

Vry truly yqurs,

)Ew&"

Kristen & Billy Rose
Unit 1004

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-093-001

Comment(s) noted.
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1-094-001 |

[-094-001

Comment(s) noted.

Edgar and Nanette Ross
One Huntington Avenue, Unit 206
Boston, MA 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA. 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

‘We are writing this letter to express our strong opposition to the proposed 35 story
building on Exeter Street.

It seems to us that the “Project Notification Form” does not show the effect this
skyscraper will have on all of the surrounding buildings, including our home at
Trinity Place. Therefore, we find the entire study to be completely useless. It
cannot serve as a viable decision making document.

Based on this and many other reasons including the negative effects of the added
traffic, wind and shadows the BRA must reject this proposal.

We thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Eass

Edgar and Nanette Ross

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Antonella Sabatini
One Huntington Avenue
Unit. 411

_Boston, Massachusetts: 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr. Rodney Sinclair

Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Rodney.Sinclair. BRA@cityofboston.gov

RE: Proposal before the BRA to construct 2 35.story tower on Exeter Street, Blagden
Street intersection.

Dear Mr. Sinclair:

‘The present letter to notify the BRA as follows:

The above captured project would have among others, the following negative impacts:

. Market value of Trinity Place units decreased.

. Trinity place views decimated.

. Sun light deprivation of daylight,

. There's been too much development too quickly in a 3 square block area (Shaw's,
the Mandarin, the office tower). There should be a moratorium on further
development until we can absorb and evaluate the impacts of the multiple major
projects already under construction or approved for construction.

. It is not desirable to have 85% of the view of the sky obstructed.

A building that tall on Exeter Street is too tall. It will overpower the entire block
and consume it in shadow.

. Wind impact in the area may be severely affected.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I1-095-001

I1-095-002

I-095-003

Street would only increase traffic 1.4%.

Nobody could possibly believe that the addition of 200 dwelling units on Exeter
This cannot -possibly be the basis of a serious

evaluation, The developer should be‘re'quired to fund Trinity Place's own analysis since

“his was so inadequate.

1 would not want to see new shadows cast on the landmark Boston Public Library,
its historic courtyard, or its central staircase. The developer's shadow study did
not assess did not describe the shadow impacts on the vertical surfaces of this
building at all times of the year. I am concerned that the proposed development
will deprive the courtyard and staircase of the only sunlight they get for at least

part of the year.

In addition to the environmental impact analysis, 1 would like to sce a financial
impact analysis. 1 would like to know exactly how much market value would be
transferred from Trinity Place to the developer if the BRA approves this proposal.

1 would like to see the developers' (both Boston Properties and Avalon Bay)'

financials for this project. I understand the developer had no land cost for this
project. Would the BRA please confirm this.

The naise from the HVAC plant at the Boston Public Library is far in excess of
what regulations allow and is already a significant problem. I are concemned that
the erection of a 350 foot wall directly across from the library may reflect,
amplify, or redirect this noise in adverse ways. 1 want to know why this was not
addressed in the noise analysis, which only assessed noise in one spot--the roof of
the Gloucester building.

Report absolutely essential.

I am worried about the potential damage to the historic landmark Boston Public
Library from vibrations from drilling during construction (as happened to Trinity
Church when the Hancock was consg;pgted).

This is just a series of examples of the many problems with the developer's
proposal that make the requirement of a Draft Project Impact Report absolutely

essential.

Sincerely,

Pl Poridh Sotorin,

Antonella Sabatini
Trinity Place Condominium, no. 411

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-095-001

The NPC/PNF included a comprehensive review of the local traffic
network utilizing guidelines established by the Boston Transportation
Department. Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR for
additional detail on the Exeter Street corridor.

[-095-002

The proposed buildings will be designed to incorporate appropriate
sound shielding of rooftop equipment to conform to City of Boston noise
guidelines.

[-095-003

Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the
DPIR for information related to foundation construction methodology and
the geotechnical impacts monitoring program.
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Joseph and Danita Sanborn
One Huntington Avenue
No. 1203
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Maoager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Bden:

‘We are writing to express our strong objection to the proposal before the Boston
Redevelopment Authority submitted by Boston Properties, Inc. to construet a 35 story
tower on Exeter Stréet between the Lenox Hotel and the entrarice to the Prudential Center
garage. As neighbors residing in Trinity Place Condominium, we oppose this project
because of miltiple factors related to the development that will negatively impact our
neighborhood.

1-096-001 First, the area around Trinity Place is already extremely windy, and a 35 story tower will

surely increase the wind speeds near our home. There are many days where it is difficult
to walk in an upright position due to high wind speeds, and it is obvious that the addition
of a skyscraper at the end of Blagden Street would make things worse.

1-096-002 Second, the impact on traffic on an already busy street needs to be considered. Adding

200 residential units will create even more backups and delays on Blagden and Exeter
Streets. It is impossible to believe the traffic study by the developer is accurate based on
data on traffic in and out of our building alone, which has less than half the number of
residential units of the proposed tower. Currently, we are frequently in stopped traffic on
Blagden street due to traffic congestion in the area, and this impact would be felt
immediately due to construction, and continue after the building opens due to the large
1-096-003 number of residential units proposed. It is also inconceivable that a residential tower of

this size could be proposed without a plan of any adding any additional parking spaces to
the area. Parking space in Boston is alicady extremely limited, 4nd adding 200 residences
to theé nejghborhood without any additional parking will overburden an already stretched
parking situation.

Third, the negative impact of this tower on light drid views on our neighborhood streets as
well as from our building will be significant. One of the most unique and attractive

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

1-096-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-096-002

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

build a complete picture of street operations.

[-096-003

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR. Parking for
Exeter Residences will be accommodated by a combination of
expanding the existing residential nests in the Prudential Center Garage

and employing managed parking techniques.
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I1-096-004

I-096-005

aspects of the Back Bay is the limited number of high fowers, thus allowing for
impressive natural Jight to spill onto our building and others in the area, as w_ell as onto
the surrounding streets and sidewalks. A building of this size could ot pOSS‘Ibly have
any positive impact on this issue. Beyond Trinity Place, the proposed tower is expected to
cast shadows on buildings, sidewalks, and open spaces &ll over the neighborhood, ,
inclading the treasnréd Commonwealth Avenue Mall and the landmark Boston Public
Library, its historic central staircase and its interior courtyard.

There are multiple other negative factors associated with this prcpo_sal. This project
would violate multiple aspects of the zoning requirements of the neighborhood. Under .
Article 80, the developer is required to study and disclose the cnvi:oumen@ 'e'ﬂ:ccts oﬁts
proposed development on the surrounding community, inciu_ding ).mpacts on iight, traffic,
wind, noise, and water, and while some of these issues are discussed in the proposal, they
do not appear to fairly and accurately relate the negative impact the development would

have on these factors.

In summary, we are strongly opposed to this development, we believe it is in violat%on (?f
Aticle 80 legislation which goveras this type of project and we urge the BRA toreject it.

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

[-096-004

Updated environmental studies, including wind and shadow, were
prepared based upon the current design and are included in Chapter
5, Environmental Protection of this DPIR.

[-096-005

Please see Chapter 2 for a full discussion of zoning requirements for
Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston. As was noted in the NPC/PNF, the
buildings will require a Fourth Amendment to the Development Plan for
PDA No. 37 as well as a Zoning Text Amendment to Article 41, both of
which will be reviewed by the BRA, BZC and the Mayor.

Updated environmental studies were prepared in accordance with Article
80 based upon the current design and are included in Chapter
5 Environmental Protection of this DPIR.
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1-097-001 |
1-097-002 |

Linda Sanborn
One Huntington Avenue
Unit 502
Boston, Massachusetis 02116

October 30, 2007

Mer. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

Tam very concerned about the pending plans to build a skyscraper on Exeter
Street. Iread the "Project Notification Form" to learn about the effect the
skyscraper would have on my home and learned absolutely nothing about what

those effects might be.

The effect my light and views, (which would obvicusly be huge) is siot included
in this document. The effect on traffic, asserted at 1%, is laughable. The effect on
groundwater, asserted as non-existent, is simply not believable,

So, I am left with what was already obvious. The skyscraper will be terrible for
everyone who lives here. It will be terrible for our light, our views, our traffic,
our wind, our groundwater, everything,

We don't want it.

Sincerely,

Coeld dad—.

Linda Sanborn

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-097-001
The NPC/PNF included a comprehensive review of the local traffic

network utilizing guidelines established by the Boston Transportation
Department. It should be noted that traffic is evaluated in context with the
Prudential Center as a whole. Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of
the DPIR for additional detail on the Exeter Street corridor.

[-097-002
The Proponent is working with the Boston Groundwater Trust and the

Boston Water and Sewer Commission on development of an infiltration
system design as part of the Project that will re-introduce stormwater
runoff to the groundwater table. Please see the infrastructure section of

the DPIR for further detail.
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[-098-001

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
Jean-Pierre Sanchez

Trizity Place traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
One Huntington Avenue
Bastor, MAD3 10 comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a

detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
Mr. John O'Brien corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden

B et hliatty intersection.

One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

October 31, 2007

Dear Mr. O'Brien:
The proposal before you submitted by Boston Properties, Inc. is the cause of grave concemn for 1-098-002

idents of Trinity Place Condominiums. . . . . . .
e T —— Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

The neighborbood is being over developed and is losing

rosmeot i‘&ﬂi’?&%ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?:%%riﬁﬁmm the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
ffzf;:zf;mmm, ; wind and shadow stadics. The data mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
I_ogs_oozl e tad avoess to s cther incerpletsor gl msloatg Lo pot e o aging he which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
Thank you in advance for supporting our neighborhood by opposing this project. proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
. discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
S requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 204
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Judy Sanchez
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 31, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As a resident of Trinity Place C ing I wish ta i my strong opposition to
the tower project which has been proposed by Boston Properties for construction on Exeter
Street.

1-099-001 | A building like this will surely create a very serious wind tunnel issue around Trinity Place and
the entire strrounding neighborhood. This alone will be the cause of diminished quality of life.

1-099-002 1 would also like to mention my concerns about the parking and traffic problems which are
i g | already more tham Blagden Street and the general area can handle, Where will the residents of
200 rental units be parking and driving?
Our property vatues will be diminished due to obstructed views, light a@nd a general decline in
the quality of life.
The neighborhood has suffered through enough constriction and over development,

I hope you will join me and my neighbors at Trinity Place and throughout the Back Bay by
unequivocally opposing the forward motion of this project.

Judy Sanchez

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

1-099-001

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-099-002

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and
Blagden Street corridor as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection.
Observations were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity
in order to build a complete picture of street operations. Curb uses were
reviewed and proposed curb use was projected given the observed
operations and anticipated activity from the Exeter Residences.

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR. Parking for
Exeter Residences will be accommodated by a combination of
expanding the existing residential nests in the Prudential Center Garage
and employing managed parking techniques.
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I-100-001

I-100-002

Debra Sbrogna
One Huntington Avenue
Trinity Place
Boston; MA 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redeveiopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

My husband and ! five in the Trinity Place Condominiums and | am writing to voice my
opposition to the proposed tower project.

We understand the 350 faot glass building is to occupy a relatively small footprint at the.base of
Blagden Street. The tower has been designed to include retail space and 200 rental units.

Isn't it time to pull in the reins on the building / development trend in .E!ack Bay? Quite frankly,
the proposed tower is aesthetically offensive. To build this eyesore in Back Bay would be a
terrible shame. The historic integrity of the neighborhiood has already been tarnished with recent

unattractive additions.

| must also mention my concems regarding issues like increased traffic, noise, property damage
from construction, diminished suniight and views, and last but not least ~ another dreadful wind
tunnel creating unsafe conditions for pedestrians.

The residents of Trinity Place and anybody who drives on Blagdgn Street, Exe?er Street and
Huntington Avenue are already struggling with long delays resulting from traffic flow problems.
The tower will certainly intensify existing problems. :

Please do not allow historic Copley Square and Back Bay to be further violated with
thoughtless, self serving developments.
Very truly yours,

Ol

Debra Shrogna

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-100-001

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

[-100-002

A comprehensive traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing and
additional traffic analysis is included in Chapter 4, Transportation, of the
DPIR. In response to comments raised during the review process, the
DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter corridor and Blagden
Street corridors as well as an intersection analysis for the
Exeter/Blagden intersection.

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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1-101-001 |

Ralph Sbrogna
One Huntington Avenué
. Trinity Place
Boston, MA 02118

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Bosten Redevelepment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

My wife and | object to the proposed skyscraper that the BRA is reviewing for a position on
Exeter Strest. How ¢an Boston Properties be serious about cramming a 35 story glass tower
into the proposed location? Perhaps it would be wise to sit with the developments that have
already occumed so we can properly evaluates the damage that has already been inflicted upon

our neighborhood.

Have you had an opportunity to enjoy the traffic jams that we residents deal with on a daily
basis? Please study the negative effects that recent neighborhood additions have already
graced us with before going forward with this unwelcoma tower.

The harmful impact of the proposed tower on traffic movement, air qualty, sun, views and
property value is far reaching.

Very truly yo

Ralph Sbrogna

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-101-001

Comment(s) noted.
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[-102-001
Comment(s) noted.

Edward Schwarz
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1-102-001 |
November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

Please do not consider building the 35 story tower on Exeter Sireet. ‘We have been developed
and overdeveloped in Back Bay. It is barely possible to walk around the nelghborhood now with

the challenges presented by too much traffic and perilous wind tunnels.

Itis a disgrace to see our beautiful neighborhood ransformed into the stomping grounds of
insatiable developers and the city officials who put wind in the sails/sales of these projects.

| oppose this development.

Sincerely yours,

%MQM?

Edward Schwarz

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston P 208
age
August 2008
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1-103-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

rxmpilggﬁf.fﬁ?lmm the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
e e mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
Qe 207 proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
%Eh%?%%mﬁmmm discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
et brenot requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
Do M, OFiers mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

It has come to my attention that Boston Properties, Inc. is proposing the construction of a 200 unit
Rental/ Retail tower on Exeter Street.

1 have read the documents that were presented to your office for consideration by Boston Propertes, Inc. I - 10 3 _0 O 2
the is! d problems ralated ind, increased traffic, parking, obs! ed views, . . . .
1-103-001 | e e ot T D e s Please see Chapter 2 for a full discussion of zoning requirements for
1-103-002 | Tam aware that such a tower would also be a clear vicktion of Boston Zoning Codes. Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston. As was noted in the NPC/PNF, the
i i buildings will require a Fourth Amendment to the Development Plan for
PDA No. 37 as well as a Zoning Text Amendment to Article 41, both of
which will be reviewed by the BRA, BZC and the Mayor.
Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston Page 209
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1-104-001 !

[-104-001

Comment(s) noted.

Joshua Shefer

One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

My wife and I reside at One Huntington Avenue in the Trinity Place Condomininm building.

T am troubled by news that Boston Properties is laying claim to a space on Exeter Street for the
creation of 2 35 story building that is to include retail space and 200 rental residences. Iwish to
bring ta your attention our opposition: to the development s0 you can incorporate it into your

decision making process.

We have seen the character of the Copley Square neighborhood undergp many changes 2s a result of
new building and developments. We feel there is  limit to what the neighborhood can withstand

and respectfully submit that limit has been reached.

Please understand that we ate in opposition to the new building and expect you to support and

protect our neighborhood.
Sincerely yours,
Joshua Shefer

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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1-105-001 '

[-105-001

Comment(s) noted.

Sarah Shefer
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O"Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA. 02201

Dear Mr. OQ"Brien:
My husband and I aze quite opposed to the idea of placing a building in the space between the
Lennox Hotel and the Prudential Center Parking Garage.

We share the concerns of our neighbors at Trinity Place and all over Back Bay. The area has been
pushed to the edge and is suffering the consequences that follow too much development, in too
short a time, in too small an area.

T hope your studics of this area take into account the negative factors connected with some of our
most recerit developments. ‘They are in part; heavy traffic, noise, pollution from poor traffic flow,
need for extra parking, shadows, and dramatic winds.

‘The proposed tower will only secve to intensify the detriimental effects of the Back Bay development

trend.

Sincerely yours,

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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I-106-001

Corey Shtasel-Gottlieb
One Huntington Avenue
Ns. 803
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 31, 2007

M. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA. 02201

Dear Mr, O'Brien:

1 am deeply disturbéd by the proposal by Boston Properties to build a skyscraper on
Fxeter Street between Boylston Street and Huntington Avenue. The project is a
misguided attempt to fill every imaginable space in an effort to further densify the Boston
skyline and our neighborhoods with poorly conceptualized properties that damage the
physical and cultural environment.

This building will make Exeter Street unusable for everyone except the most robust
zmong us. Near hurricane force wind gusts will certainly injure small children, the frail
and the elderly (at whose lability-the City, the BRA, the developers/owners??). The
small space available will cause weather conditions far worse than those on St. James
Street/Copley Square to pervade the region. Please end this folly now!

Most sincerely,

Q
Corey SHtasel-Go @

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

1-106-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.
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1-107-001 !

[-107-001

Comment(s) noted.

Derri L. Shtasel
One Huntington Avenue
No. 803
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

October 31, 2007

Mz, John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Bren:

The skyscraper proposed by Boston Properties on Exeter Stieet between Boylston Street
and Huntington Avenue is a project that will disrupt city life and further impair the
cityscape of one of Boston’s most attractive neighborhoods. This imposing structure will
darken the skies, block views and cast enormous shadows over the surrounding
neighborhood. Pedestrian traffic will all but cease on Exeter Street as wind gusts will
knock even the heartiest of us off of our feet and winter wind chills will hold below
freezing for weeks at a time, Moreover, auto traffic and congestion will make it
impossible to turn off of Blagden Street and the queuing at the traffic light on Exeter
Street will cause adequate congestion to further gridlock Huntington Avenue.

Please stop this project!!

Sincerely,

DA TV —

Derri L. Shtasel

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

Page 213
DPIR Response to Comments



1-108-001 |

[-108-001

Comment(s) noted.

Zoe Shtasel-Gottlieb
One Huatington Avenue Apt. 803
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

Octaber 31, 2007

Mz. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Oge City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am writing to strongly oppose the development of a massive skyscraper on Exeter Street
between Boylston Street and Huntington Avente. Boston Properties’ proposal reflects a
combination of disrespect for all tenets of city planning and unabashed avarice. The
neighborhood is chock full of large buildings and Exeter Street will already be
overwhelmed by the Mandarin, Shaw’s and recent additions to commercial space.
Congestion, unplanned parking needs and traffic will destroy the neighborhood,
undermine its attractiveness as both a living and tourist space and make all of our local
properties less desirable for individuals and families.

The developer has identified a sliver that creates an opportuzity to cash in without any
vision of its effects on the living environment. This building will make Exeter Streeta
dark and windblown canyon that will be avoided by shoppers, residents, tourists and local

workers.

PLEASE STOP THIS PROJECT!

Most sincerely,

I el furo

Zoe Shtasel-Gottlicb

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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_ Doreve Starr
One Huntington Avenue
Na. 704
Boston, Massachnsetts 02116

October 30, 2007

Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
Ohe City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr, OBrien:

As a resident of Trinity Place Condominfums, I am severely opposed to t.he construction
of the 35 story tower on Exeter Street. As anarchitect, I believe this project would have
serdous adverse effects on the homagenous architecture of the Back Bay. The few

buildings which form the edges of Copley Square at least have some momto‘br&qthe.
This proposed building would be crammed between other structuzes and dominate the

built landscape.
‘What about the effect of increased traffic during and after construction; the effect this
structure will have on the air flow and daylight traffic?

1 implore you to research the environmental impact this will have upon our area.

Sincerely,

Oinane, Nehlaghl Lol

Doreve Starr

[-109-001

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the

Project progresses.
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Davida Stocklan
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

I write to make you and The Boston Redevelopment Autharity awars of my firm objection to the
200 rental unit tower project that Boston Properties has plans to develop on Exeter Street,

There are many factors to be considered that will cause disastrous changes in the
neighborhood, | will take this opportunity to name but a few.

This neighborhood is already home to severe wind tunnels. The addition of the proposed 350 ft.

[-110-001
Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with

the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-110-002
Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional

information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the

1-110-001 |
building will generate winds that will be intolerable and unsafe.
¥ . The ftraffic in this area has b extremely prot The residents of Trinity Place oft i i 1
1-110-002 have fo sit in traffic on Blagden and Exeter Streets through delays caused by deliegries, vgl;n NPC/PNF In rESponse to comments ralsed durmg the review process,

activity, and double parking. The city has not yet dealt efficiently with the consequences of
development and building that has already taken place.

| hope you can appreciate the considerable impact this tower would have on light and views.

It should not be difficult to understand that residents of Trinity Place are not interested in having
the basic naturs of their investments destroyed by diminished light and obstructed views.

Your careful consideration of the numerous disadvantages of the tower will be greatly
appreciated,

Sincerely yours,

ac
Davida Stocklan

the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to
build a complete picture of street operations.
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[-111-001

Comment(s) noted.

Martin Stocklan
_ Trinity Place

One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 join my wife, residents of Trinity Place and neighbors throughout Copley Square and Back Bay

in opposition to the tower project presented by Boston Properties for construction on Exeter

Street at Blagden Strest.

The additional development will push this neighborhood beyond its fimit and cause a variety of
problems that will be complicated or impossible to solve.

Do not allow this development to go forward.

Sincerely yours,

Martin Stocklan

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

Lisa Suydam
One Huntington Avenue
Unit # 601
Boston, Massachusetts 02116

November 1, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redeveiopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

1 am appalled that you are considering allowing a developer to put a 30 story bullding
across the street, The Back Bay is being ruined by these profiteers who care only about
putting meney In their pockats nothing about the consequences for the people who live
here.

The residents of the Back Bay live here because it feels like a neighborhood. it has the
character and human scale of a place built to support a decent quality of life and promote a
healthy social fabric. It stands in sharp contrast to the mile-high stacks of character-less
pigeon holes that increasingly overshadow everything. Each day, the Back Bay feels more
and more like Manhattan, and less and less ltke my home.

There has been far foo much high-rise development in the Back Bay already, It has fo stop

before the neighborhood is ruined entirely. This project must be rejected, and the BRA
must Insist that any further development in the Back respect that character and scale that

makes our heighborhood what it is.
Sincerely,

Lisa Suyd:

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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‘Williarn F. and Juliana W. Thompson
One Huntington Avenue, Apt. 1202
Boston, MA 02116

October 28, 2007

Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority:
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien,

1 write to you as owner of Apartment 1202 at Tzinity Place, Blagdon Street,
Boston, and also as the Senior Warden of Trinity Church when the new John Hancock
Building was erected during the 1970°s.

The Boston Properties® proposed building on Exeter Strect has not, in my opinion,
had sufficient environmental impact studies to conchude that a building of this size can be
squeezed into the small space between the Lenox Hotel and the Prudential Garage
without seriously impacting buildings like Trinity Place. A building this size will keep
Blagden Street in darkness or shade throughout the day, create severe wind problems like
we suffered (and still do at Trinity Church), traffic problems, etc. The least a taxpayer
such as I are entitled to is a really thorough study — far more detailed than what we have
received from the developer, Boston Properties.

To approve their proposal as is would be nothing short of criminal to those of us
who live in this neighborhood.

‘William F. Thompson

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-113-001
The Project is following the City of Boston's Article 80 process. The

publication of this DPIR provides additional opportunity for public review
and comment on the proposed Project.

The DPIR provides substantial additional design study and evaluation

of project environmental impacts and proposed mitigation. Please see the
NPC/PNF and DPIR for information on wind, shadow and transportation
for the proposed Exeter Residences building.
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Comment(s) noted.

Amy Usen

Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

1-114-001!
October 30, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square '
Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O;Brien:

I am a resident of Trinity Place Condominiums and wish to share my concerns with you
regarding the building that Boston Properties has proposed to construct on Exeter Street at the

base of Blagden Street.

This neighborhood is being overdeveloped and is already suffering from traffic and parking
problems. We drive down Blagden Street in order to access our parking area. 1am very
concerned that the addition of 200 new residences in the proposed tower and the cars to go
along those residences will cause serious traffic jams and related safety issues.

Of course, light, wind and air quality must also be considered as they will be compromised.
1, without reservation, oppose this project.

Very truly yours,

e

Amy Usen
414
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Arnold Vetstein DMD

One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

October 29, 2007
Mr. John O’Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority

One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien:

Itis my understanding that the tower proposed for construction on Exeter Street s currently under review
by the Boston Redeveiopment Authority.

1 am profoundly concerned about the impact a 35 story tower at this location will have on Trinily Place
Condominiums and the Back Bay in general,

One cannot help but imagine the devastating wind conditions that will arise as a result of this project.

Iri additior;: as the stin moves info the western sky we will be bathed in the dark shadow of the tower.
Historic Back Bay Is losing its chanm as well its aesthetic integrity. This area is being over developed and in
my opinion is now in danger of being destroyed fo the peint of no return.

Where will 200 residents be parking? What provisions are being made to assure fraffic will run smoothly
throughout the Back Bay and specifically down Blagden Sireet and Hunfington Avenue? Parking is already

problematic.
For the reasons above and many more | unequivocally oppose the construction of the proposed tower.

Sincerely yours,

e 45257

Amald Vetstein DMD

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR. Parking for
Exeter Residences will be accommodated by a combination of
expanding the existing residential nests in the Prudential Center Garage

and employing managed parking techniques.
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Leona Vetstein

One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02118

October 29, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

‘Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As aresident of Trinity Place Condominiums | must inform you that | am unhappy that Boston Properties
has proposed to squeeze a 35 story tower into the small area on Exefer Street between The Lennox Hotel
and the Prudential Center garage. | am concemed that this unfortunate project is under serious

consideration by the Boston Redevelopment Authority.

How can this neighborhood possibly absorb the additional frafiic and parkina needs that will result from the
creation of 200 rental units in the tower?

¥'m sure other residents of Trinity Place and neighbors throughout the Back Bay will join me in my concems
regarding traffic, noise, compromised air quality, hazardous wind tunnels and the barrier to sun and views.

Vibrations from the construction on this relatively small footprint are bound to have a negative impact on the
surrounding buildings.

I oppose this project

Sincerely yours,

L Vi

[éona Vetstein’

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-116-001

Please see Section 4.5, Future Conditions, of the DPIR. Parking for
Exeter Residences will be accommodated by a combination of
expanding the existing residential nests in the Prudential Center Garage

and employing managed parking techniques.

[-116-002
Please see Section 5.6, Geotechnical and Groundwater Analysis, of the
DPIR for information related to foundation construction and the

geotechnical impacts monitoring program.
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Dr. and Mrs. Martin Vogel
One Huntington Avenue
Apt 1603
Boston, Massachasetts 02116
October 28, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

frnnt

Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. O'Brien:
We have been tesidents of Trinity Place since its opening in 2000 and want to voice our

strong opposition to the proposed new building on Exeter Street for the following
reasons.

The height of the building is totally out of context in comparison with all other

I-117-001
| construction in the area. The fact that the building does not have any setback will
1-117-002 negatively affect pedestrian traffic. Walking in this area is already a problem on windy
days. This proposal will add considerably to the wind tunnel effect on the street. The
traffic on Exeter Street corner Blagden is already overloaded with Shaw’s Market, the
1-117-003 | Garage, and the Copley and Lenox Hotels. The added traffic from this building will

place the area in jeopardy. We are also disturbed by the lack of sunlight which will
inevitably occur in the shadows of this proposal.

For the above reasons we urge you to seriously consider any changes in the cumrent

regulations.

kel

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

[-117-001

Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for
information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the
surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the
Project progresses.

[-117-002

Please see Section 5.2, Wind, in the DPIR. Based on discussions with
the BRA and PruPAC, the Proponent has redesigned the building to help
mitigate the wind impacts. The DPIR contains an updated wind study
which includes the new curved design of the Exeter Residences and
proposed street-level features to mitigate the wind impacts. As
discussed, the Exeter Residences will be in conformance with zoning
requirements. Furthermore, the wind impacts of the Project, with
mitigation, will be similar to the wind impacts of the No Build condition.

[-117-003

Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, of the DPIR. A comprehensive
traffic study was completed for the NPC/PNF filing. In response to
comments raised during the review process, the DPIR includes a
detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street corridor and Blagden Street
corridor as well as an intersection analysis for the Exeter/Blagden
intersection.
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Bob £5 Laurie, . . . .
~~7 Watson Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
{/ o iokiasa e information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
SsTON, MA 02116 . . .
NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,

the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden
Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to

October 30, 2007
build a complete picture of street operations.

Mir. John O"Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. (Brien:

This letter is to ontline my objections to the proposal, to build a sky scraper on Exet_er
Street. 1 am a resident of Trinity Place, Unit 301 and frankly find the traffic and noise
situation almost impossible to live with.

The city's decision to allow valet parking at Sorrelina’s on Bladgen _Stregt creates
incredible congestion. The city’s constant events at the Boston Public Library, the trucks

parking and dropping off are a constant source of inconvenience. Having said that we
Tive in a city and cities are congested. Exeter Street traffic is constant and slow. Adding

200 potential units without additional parking will be a disaster.

I-118-001

Boston Properties has enough office retail and residential space in conjunction with
Avalons Jwill not get into the changes in wind, sunlight, rodent and obvious other
preblems|that come about as a result. Please do not allow ihis project to go forward.

incerely yours,

oushig Hagopian
rinity Place
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August 2008 DPIR Response to Comments



1-119-001'

[-119-001

Bob €5 Laurz’t.,\
Watson_ Commenit(s) noted.
TRIAITY PLACE CONDOMINIUMS
Og@é HUNImNGTON AVENUE
STON, MA 02116
October 30, 2007
Mr. John O'Brien
Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201
Dear Mr. (’Brien:

Please accept this letter as my total opposition proposed by Boston Properties on Exeter Street.

There has been much too much development on this section of Back Bay. The new office tower,
Mandarin Hotel, is enough for now. Traffic is at a standstill most days. The BRA should wait until
we can absorb and evaluate the project already under construction. Please do not let this project go

forward.

Ce:  Noushig Hagopian
Trinity Place

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.

Kimberly Wedge
Trinity Place
One Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

at One Huntington Avenue and we are strongly opposed fo the
tower proposal for Exefer Street. The 200 additional residences and proposed retail
establishments will overwhelm this neighborhood. We have had enough building and
ment that has had undesirable effects on the neighborhcod. The proposed

developi
tower will wreak havoc as it will flood the area with more traffic, unsafe wind patterns,
and environmental issues related to noise and air quality.

My husband and | reside

This once historic, charming, manageable, user friendly neighborhood is quickly losing
its integrity.
Please do not consider the addition of this monstrosity to our neighborhood.

m/% Nz =

Kimberly Wedge
Unit 501

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Please see Section 3.2, Urban Context - Exeter Residences, for

Michael Wedge . . . . .
Tty Placs. information on the current design. The Proponent is committed to
One Huntington Avenue . . . .
Boston, MA 02116 developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and the

November 2, 2007

Mr. John O'Brien

Senior Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Mr. O’Brien:
1 write to you with profound concems regarding the new development proposed by Boston
Properties, Inc.

It is unbelievable that this footprint on Exeter Street could be seriously considered for
development, The very tall (35 story) building does not respect the scale of Back Bay and doss

surrounding buildings and supports the modern residential identity of the
Exeter Residences. The facade design included within this DPIR reflects
updates and discussions from City agencies, PruPAC and members of
the public. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to work with the BRA as the

Project progresses.

[-121-002

1-121-001 not consider the extremely serious problems it will present.
At the present time we experience sevére winds that required us to research and purchase the Please see Chapter 4, Transportation, which includes additional
heaviest, most stable furniture available for our outdoor tarrace. Take a walk around this ) . ) o ]
T e e i information to supplement the transportation analysis included in the
1-121-002 Also, the fraffic we experience on Blagden Street requires attention and correction right naw. It NPC/PNF. In response to comments raised during the review process,
is not uncommon for Trinity Place residents to experience long delays entering and exiting our ) X i
the DPIR includes a detailed evaluation of the Exeter Street and Blagden

parking area via one way Blagden Street, This little street has been inundated with traffic and
backups that are the direct result of other neighborhood additions that require deliveries and

double parking.
Please do not give this unreasonable development continued consideration.

| wholeheartédly objact to the proposed development in its entirety.

Sincerely yours,

Wi

Michael Wedge

Street corridors as well as the Exeter-Blagden intersection. Observations
were taken of the vehicular, pedestrian and loading activity in order to
build a complete picture of street operations.
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Comment(s) noted.

O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

From: mwool@massmed.org

Sent: Monday, November 05, 2007 2:46 PM
To: O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

Subject: Exeter St Residential Bidg

Nov.5, 2007
Dear Mr. O'Brien,
T am a resident at 770 Boylston St.

I oppose construction of a residential building on Exeter St. as currently proposed at 30
stories which is more than twice as tall as both the Lenox Hotel it would abut on its North
Side and the Marriott Courtyard which is directly across from the site to the East at 88

Exeter St.

1 would consider supporting a building of about 15 stories.

Constance Wool

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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YBrien, John (BRA/BMIP)

From: mwool@massmed org

Sent:  Saturday, November 03, 2007 8:36 PM
To: O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

Subject: Exeter Street Bldg - OPPOSE

Nov. 3, 2007

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

1 oppose construction of the 30 story residential building on Exeter St. as

currently proposed by the developer.

1 am prepared to consider support of an alternative proposal of a building of
about 15 stories which approximates the heights of both the Lenox Hotel at
61Fxeter which abuts the site on the North and the Mairiott Courtyard Hotel

immediately across the street at 88 Exeter St.
“arvin S. Wool

/0 Boylston St.
Boston, MA 02199

11/52007

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Comment(s) noted.
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Comment(s) noted.

Fahad al Zain
One Huntington Avenue, 903
Boston, MA 02116

October 30, 2007

Mr: John OfBrien

Senier Project Manager

Sosten Redevelopment Authority
One City fHall Sguare

Boston, MA 02201

Déar Mz. O'Brien,
T am writing this letter to oppose the proposed skyscraper project in
the Back Bay on Exeter Street.

The first question that comes to mind is how and why did Boston

s choose this spot? Do they realize how overcrowded this area
has bacoma? Do they know what traffic issues axist already? We cannot
possible endure yet another large constriction project.

Propertie

Please stop this project.

Thank you,

Fahad al Zain

e

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008
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Laurence Petel‘s & CO. attorneys and advisors

November 3, 2007

John O'Brien, Senior Project Manager by email fo: John.O8rfen. BRA@cityofboston.gov

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Room 810 Boston City Hall
Boston, MA 02201

Re:  Prudential Center Notice of Project Change NPC and Project Notification Form PNF
for Exeter Residences and 888 Boylston Street proposed by Avalon Bay and Boston

Properties

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

As someone who lives (at ihe Belvedere in the Prudential Center) and works (on Newbury
Street) in Back Bay, | have both a serious interest in and serious concemns about the proposed
Exeter and Boylston Street projects. Many of my concerns have been cogently articulated in
the comments submitted by The Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay. Procedurally,
these projects should be considered separately. They raise differant issues and concerns, are
not economically or physically interdependent, and each deserve much further public
comment and input in what should be independent decision making processes. Substantively,
the applicant for neither project has presented a compelling case for departing from the
limitations of the established Prudential Master Plan, which already afforded the owners of
each site development rights well in excess of established zoning as the resuit of a carefully
crafted compromise reached after considering substantial input from all of the interested

parties.

As a resident of Back Bay and particularly of the Prudential Center, | applaud the efforts of
Boston Properties in transforming what was once a rather inhospitable testament to cold and
inaccessible urban development Into a pedestrian friendly place where people live, work, shop
and just spend time. To be sure we might aff have comments or criticisms about certain
aspects and some may like the latest architectural additions more than others, but it is
undeniable that the averall impact of the redevelopment of the Prudential Center has been
strongly positive and it is a vibrant part of the Back Bay and the City.

At this paint, however, the Prudential Center is not a troublesome eyesore, or some gaping
hele or scar on the urban landscape crying out for whatever it takes—including generous
doses of added development rights—to stimulate the private sector to craft a fix, even if that
means departing from what otherwise seemed to be sound, rationale, well-balanced zoning
and development criteria. For the Prudential Center that took place decades ago, and again
more recently, when the Mandarin Oriental project was approved at greater height than the
master plan originally centemplated for Boylston Street. The situation now is quite different.

38 Newbury Street « 6th floor « Baston MA 02116-3210 - 617/303-3800 « fax 617/303-3808

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston

August 2008

[-125-001

We are maintaining consistency with the original Prudential Center
Development Plan, which considered the entire Prudential Center as the
"Project." As a matter of planning principle, it would be inappropriate to
consider the impacts of the two buildings independently of one another.
Our approach is the same as one would employ in a mixed-use
development where different uses are being developed on the same site.
Additionally, the BRA's Scoping Determination requested that the review

of the two buildings be done together.
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John O’Brien, Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
November 3, 2007

Page2

The Prudential Center has already been substantially developed and re-developed. ltis a
monstrously successful project that has provided handsome refumns for its owners. Itis notin
need of development approval jargesse to complete the development of the two remaining

niches.

elopment of the Prudential Center, the overwhelming

t departing from the already compromised height and density

t flaws of the original Prudential Center design was its failure to
integrate with the Back Bay particularly along Boylston Strest, the main interface between the
Center and the order, historic neighborhood. The situation was improved somewhat with the
completion of the Prudential Arcade and the creation of a new, user-friendly entrance to the
center, But the adjacent barren driveways still presented a harsh and ugly face to the
otherwise warm and friendly Back Bay. To encourage its makeover—a challenging task—
given the shallow site available for development, helght limitations were increased to allow for

the Mandarin Oriental development,

Indeed, at this paint in the dev
presumption should be agains!
restrictions. One of the flagran

Many of us who daily pass by that project are continually struck by the impact of the project's
massing and limited seiback on the Boylston streetscape, the defining element in the
character of one of America's few great pedestrian urban environments. Hopefully, the final
streetscape will be more conducive. Yet, despite this project being near completion, the
materals submittsd by the applicants downplayed this impact by showing the project in outfine
form on their drawings. This all too real impact needs to be better considered, Especially for
one of the City’s premier arteries, we need to be particularly vigilant in protecting this
distinctive quality of the Back Bay and the entire City. That the applicants do not have this
high on their list of priorities is evident. At the recent hearing they readily conceded that the
Mandarin project has seriously compromised the Baylston St. enirance to the Prudential
Arcade, something that is plainly obvious to everyone looking at the awkward juxtaposition of
the new development to that once handsome enfrance. Yet, the materials filed by the
applicants make no attempt to show how the resuiting muddle will be corrected.

In respect of each project, the applicants have made unsupported arguments that the
requested additional davelopment rights are necessary to justify going forward with the
project. These kinds of assertions should always be met with healthy skepticism In the urban
development approval process. But when they are made in contexis like these, they straln
credulity. These sites are among the most valuable sites in the entire City. The residences in
the Prudentlal Center command the highest prices per square foot; the office space Is among
the most expensive In the City; retail rents are among the highest in the City; and apartment
rents ara too. Moreover, since acquiring the property, Boston Properties has already enjoyed
additionat development rights and has already reaped enormous economic returns.. They
effectively own these sites at “no cost” and it is incomprehensible that the sites cannot be

developed within the existing constraints.

1 will be the capstone of an already extraordinarily successful urban
d its residents have already pravided much to the applicants to
ment to take place. Itis extremely disappointing that Baston
gésse Is to come to the City with its hand

In many ways 888 Boylstol
development. The City an
enable this successful develop
Properties response to its success and the City's lar

38 Newbury Street « 6th floor - Buston MA02116-3210 « §17/303-3800 - fax 617/303-3808
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I-125-003

John O'Brien, Senior Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
November 3, 2007

Page 3

out asking for 11 more floors of office space, and then to suggest that it needs those
additional floors to be able to afford to create a proper plaza for the public on the remaining
area fronting Boylston St. Frankly, at this point, as Representative Walz explained at the most
recent hearing, Boston Properties owes the City a first class public space on Boylston Street
in any event, regardiess of whether it receives any additional development rights.

Iwould add to Representative Walz's comment by suggesting that to the extent Boston
Properties constructs an additional office building at this {ocation, not only should that building
be constructed within the established guidelines, including the 155 foot height limitation, but
Boston Properties owes it fo the City and its residents to deliver a first rate architectural
sculpture and not the uninspired and uninspiring glass box that has béen proposed to date.
This final piece of the entire center, fronting as it does ona main thoroughfare, occupying a
key place as the face of the Prudential Center, and needing to integrate the Center, the
Mandarin, the mangled Prudential Arcade entrance, the Hynes Convention Center and its
proposed new retail (also absent from the proposals submitted) and the rest of the Back Bay
to the north, should be an architectural gem, something more than unobtrusive filler,
something that serves as a strong focal point for the entire development. The utter failure of
the proposal and all of the materials submitted to address these concerns and issues and
provide a vision of how they can be addressed is disconcerting.

Rather than an end to the public comment process, the applicants have at best earned an
“incamplete” and an admonishment to go back to the drawing board and put some real effort
into it this time, to fry to earn some heartfelt oohs” and "aahs” and maybe even a "wow” or

Very truly yours,

A

Laurence Peters
LP:me

ce: Boston Redevelopment Authority
Room 910 Boston City Hall
Bostan, MA 02201

Rodney.Sinclalr. BRA@cityofboston.goy,

The Neighborhood Assaciation of the Back Bay
337 Newbury Street, Boston, MA 02115

nabbinc@verizon.net

38 Newbury Street « 6th floor « Boston MA 02116-3210 « §17/303-3800 - fax 617/303-3608

[-125-002

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston, of the DPIR for
updated design information. The Proponent is committed to developing a
design that compliments the Prudential Center and is designed to
provide an appropriate transition between the Boylston Street corridor
and the existing taller buildings within the Prudential Center. 888
Boylston can accommodate additional height due to its generous
setback from Boylston Street.

[-125-003

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The DPIR
contains a revised plaza design that is based on feedback from City
agencies, PruPAC and members of the public. As is customary with the
City's development review procedures, the Proponent will continue

to refine the design in cooperation with the BRA.
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O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

—
From: Caren Peters [caren@jake.net]

Sent:  Thursday, November 01, 2007 5:04 PM

To: O'Brien, John (BRA/BMIP)

Ces jmebride@alum mit.edu

Subject: 888 Boylston and Exeter Residences Proposals

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

norease the height of 888 Boylston

I strongly oppose the petition to inerease the bet
parking needs and the added conge:
levels. I believe it is also very important to maintain
heights of the Hynes and Mandarin, despite a plaza in
oppose the Excter Residences proposal based o heigh

structures.

AsT stated during the Q and A at the meeting in sarly Oc
proposals to the community I
Properties is incomplete with only the
mass. ] suggest that if the picture had
“yuilding would have been strongly supported by
levelopment team might have hoped to avoid. (I hope you
or other presentations be corrected to include the
outline.)

I-126-001

1 also object to the development team's suggestion that
result with a less than optimal facade and plaza. Boston

implementati

Rep. Walz stated, we should expect only an outstanding looking

the meeting that the implicd threat of less was a disappoi

approach, despite understan
Boston then perhaps they should not build at all on this site.

1-126-002 Lastly, I beliove a comment regardiag ‘handicapp
to require special accommodations right now and
1 think the Avalon and BP teams should be very embalrass
the BRA will insist that we require the best possible access

citizens of Boston.
Thank you for inviting comrments.

Sincerely,

Caren Peters

100 Belvidere Street #6B
Joston 02199

Exeter Residences & 888 Boylston
August 2008

think the representation of the Boylsto
outline of the Mandarin. It does exist and sh
been complete the call foran 11 story rather than 19 story office
the visual from the street, an image that the

will insist that any firther visuals for public
Mandarin as an existing building rather than an

ding that it all comes down to economics.

rage 1011

particularly based on additional
stion to the area, including pedestrian traffic, air pollution and noise
a Jower building presence to complement the
front of 888 and setback of the tower. Ialso

t and design that is not compatible with existing

tober when the developers presented their
n Street view provided by Boston
ould be shown as a

the already agreed upon office building would
Properties has done a terrific job in design and
on of the South Garden within the Pru as well as the plantings around the complex. As
building and plaza at 888. Istated at
intment and continue to feel offended by that
If BP cannot do their best for

ed access s very important to address. I fecl Tucky not
am 2 little embarrassed not to have noticed this issue.
ed to have not addressed this issue. 1hope
from both development teams for all the

[-126-001

Please see Section 3.3, Urban Context - 888 Boylston. The design
included within this DPIR reflects updates and discussions from PruPAC
City agencies and members of the public. The Proponent is committed t(;
developing a design that compliments the Prudential Center and

provides an appropriate transition between the Prudential Tower and to
Boylston Street. As is customary with the City's development review
procedures, the Proponent will continue to refine the design in
cooperation with the BRA.

[-126-002
The pedestrian connection between Exeter Street and the Plaza level
has been redesigned to include both a public stair and public elevator.
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