North Allston-Brighton Community-wide Plan

MASTER PLAN PROGRESS MEETING
e

June 10, 2009

Module One Planning — Harvard’s Response



DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK

t-r—l Public Edge

=t Public Edge/Retail Use
-. eew StreetTrees/Pedestrian Streetscape

Fo  em
” Wide Setback/Boulevard P . Jﬁ.
._:  Major Activity Center 4 ‘_/J" :
Major Entry Point/Pedestrian Improvements S, o : ¥z
< ‘,::; ,' i j é

Secondary Activity Center/Entry

amt 858
o aasd P
o Sant sves 220t

sew
& SO

< L L
3% _ .“
. ,ﬁ ’Q

o/ _ { Harvard agrees with:

% - * The concept of creating connections
’&ﬁmﬁ between the river and the

neighborhood.

* The location of the major activity
centers and entry points.

T

* The suggested locations for public

edges and retail use edges.

* All the concepts will require further
definition and study.



HARVARD-OWNED PROPERTY in HOLTON ST CORRIDOR
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Street Layouts

NEW SECONDARY E-W CONNECTIONS

Harvard supports:

* Telford Street improved as
a connection to the Charles
River. Details to be added
during next study area.

Harvard agrees with:

* Introducing east-west
street corridors to help
connect North Allston
to North Brighton.
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" Harvard agrees with:

~ ¢ The extension of

Telford Street to the
south.
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; * This will require moving

McDonalds, and demolition
of several existing
structures
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. R O W at CC&F for Telford
Street is very narrow.
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Modified Land Use Alternative
LAND USE ALTERNATIVE
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: - Open Space
[0 Retail/Residential Mixed Use

| Residential
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Harvard generally agrees with:
* The types of uses presented.

* The specific amount and =t _
location of each use should be I 2 P ¥ : ~ o e AT T £
studied further. R - Harvard believes that:

* The residential land use . * The amount of open space
should be related to

should include the ability to :
development density on

~ develop Harvard affiliated _ P
& housing as needed. 7 adjacent property and/or other :Trf:r‘"
e Y £ negotiated community benefits :
* The retail/residential mixed LY o Ly ; related to the campus
use category should include = g = development.
office, institutional and other ' : ) P :

commercial uses.
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* A portion of the open space
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Building Height
PROPOSED BUILDING HEIGHT by CITY BLOCKS
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‘ - 6 Stories
- 4-5 Stories

_ | 3-4 Stories and Less
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" Harvard generally agrees with:
* The proposed building heights.

& ° Taller buildings could be built
“in the middle of the site” to
provide more homes and more
homes with views of the park,
without impacting existing
structures.

* New edges should
T transition to meet the heights
' of existing edges.
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PUBLIC REALM — STREET AND PARKS

%7 e There are approximately 28
acres of land to be

¥ redeveloped.
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.,:L“,i l.f. of new public roads
e presented.
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Residential Density

PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DENSITY by CITY BLOCKS
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Bl ss5-90 DU/ACre - ™ c s -
I 36-64 DU/ACcre : Harvard generally agrees with
[__ 18-36 DU/Acre : these concepts, however:

-
~ |__! Less than 18 DU/Acre

= °* The densities and land uses

! presented may not create
enough value to support the
amount of public infrastructure
and open space represented in
this alternative.

: * Transit, bikeway and
pedestrian route improvements g
B will need to be planned to
mitigate the dependence of
new residents on single
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Conclusions

Harvard supports the
redevelopment of
Charlesview to create new
housing.

CC&F can redevelop when
. an appropriate market
opportunlty is available.
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Harvard supports preserving
Shaw’s Market and the other
retail activities while
continuing to plan a long-
term mixed use
redevelopment of the land.
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Harvard supports the

ps redevelopment of the core

as a mixed residential and
open space “link” between
the North Allston and North
Brlghton nelghborhoods
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