October 3, 2017
Dear Maria Morelli and members of the Zoning Board,
The Babcock Place meeting closed last night with a recommendation to the developer to get a landscape architect
to produce a credible landscape plan. I like the idea that you have such confidence in landscape architects. But the
problem is there is no landscape. Frederick Law Olmsted couldn’t even screen this massive building within an 11’
setback—even if you gave him 100 years to grow it. What credible landscape architect would take on a project to
shrub-up an 11’ sloping strip of land? I hope your confidence in landscape architects will extend to demanding
decent setbacks and usable space for the residents that is of the earth.
The issue is that the building not to chew up all of the land. The subject of 20’+ setbacks that had been
recommended by the Planning Board, and reinforced by the Planning Department and members of the Zoning
Board, was barely mentioned last night other than by Kate Poverman. The architecture consultant, Cliff Boehmer,
who opened his July 23 presentation showing a 20’ setback line, seemed unable to speak the words “20’ setback”
last night. Nevertheless, the key to Boehmer’s presentation was his red drawing of where mitigation need not
occur (which I have tried to accurately reproduce below).

With this red area (Babcock Street to the right) Boehmer has identified the core of the project. If the building were
reduced to this core, there could be 34 units and 34 parking spaces including not demolishing 138 Babcock. If the
developer wants to increase the number of units, this core could extend to the west or the north while also
respecting the 20’+ rear setback. Let’s get to work to find a solution that creates affordable housing and respects
the neighborhood.
Last night it was disingenuous of the developer to blame abutters for not having accurate topography when it is
professionally irresponsible that they have been working on this project since November, 2016, without accurate
site information. And it was disingenuous to suggest it was the Town’s recommendation to abandon the service
drive. It was dishonest of Bobby Allen to blame the Town for the delayed schedule when he was the one who
called the Town in May to say the developer chose not present revisions for the July 23 meeting (though they had
some).
Affordable units? The developer didn’t think to include them in the revised plans. What are we here for?
Tree Protection Plan? When will an arborist be hired to make recommendations so they can be incorporated into
the design of this project?
Traffic? Trash? Presently the plan is for (all kinds of) trucks and cars to double-park on Babcock Street to provide
service or delivery and for large trash and recycling containers to sit on the sidewalk or planting strip.
We have much work to do and very little time.
Respectfully, Gina Crandell, TMM8

