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Homewood Suites 

 111 Boylston/ Red 

Cab Site 



Homewood Suites 

 130-Room Limited Service Hotel 



Homewood Suites 

 Skyplane Zoning for White Place Residents 



Homewood Suites 
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The Circle Cinema Site 
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1180 BOYLSTON STREET 

EXAMPLE 
Economic Development Advisory Board 

June 8, 2015 
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Typical Redevelopment Process 

Major Impact Projects 

Permit 

Application 

Filed 

Denial Letter 

Issued 

Approvals 

Issued 

21 Day 

Grace Period 

Zoning 

Board of 

Appeals  

Final Planning 

Board Review  

Design Advisory 

Team Meetings 

Initial Planning 

Board Review 

Expectations set 

and conversations 

held here dictate 

outcomes 



Why Are We Here? 

By-Law Regulations Practices Conditions 

Predictability Flexibility 

• Major Impact 

Project Process 

• Incentives/Tools for 

Desired Types of 

Redevelopment 

• Establishing 

Criteria for 

“Successful” 

Redevelopments 

(public benefits, 

uses, massing etc.)  

• Holistic 

Approach vs. 

Site Specific 

Redevelopment  

 

• Public Benefits 

• Incentives for Desired 

Uses/Redevelopment 

Types 

• Process to Achieve 

Positive/Desired 

Outcomes 

 

 

What are our criteria for successful redevelopment? 

DRAFT VERSION 



Exercise Questions 

1. What are the pros/cons of this example with 

respect to: urban design, surrounding 

neighborhood, architecture, neighborhood 

concerns, amenities, public benefits? 

2. What are the pros/cons of existing process for 

achieving desired outcomes? 

3. Would any of these change if a different 

example/use was proposed? 


