November 22, 2017
Dear Maria Morelli and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals,
Babcock Place proposes to denude the entire site of its trees, nearly thirty altogether. One is
more than 160 years old, many others are 40 to 80 years old. (Furthermore, the narrow side
and rear setbacks proposed will damage the root systems of trees on abutters’ properties but I
am focusing here on the Babcock Place site.) Not only will we not see trees of this size on this
site again, we are not likely to see them again in most areas of Brookline. Consider the dying
street trees all over Brookline: They just can’t develop sufficient root systems in urban
conditions today. Consequently, we should reduce the number of trees we cut down and we
should greatly increase the number we plant so that a few can survive even if not to the size of
the old trees we have now. The “landscaping plan” for Babcock Place does neither.
No trees are saved and no canopy trees are proposed. Instead, a Home-Depot-style
assortment of ornamental shrubs, grasses, and understory trees are proposed as a bit of fringe
at the base of a five-story building. Why would anyone propose to grow ornamental plants at
the back of the building in a dark alley between a 6-foot fence and a fifty-foot wall? What kind
of a replacement strategy is that for killing dozens of fifty-foot trees? Though there is little
room for trees to grow within side and rear setbacks of less than 30-feet, nevertheless, there
are many fastigiate or columnar trees that can grow to canopy heights. But since they grow in
columnar form, many more need to be planted, much closer together than ordinary canopy
trees. They should be planted 10-feet to 15-feet on center. More than a dozen 2.5”+ caliper
trees should be proposed for the rear setback.
Ironically, the developer who proposes cutting down all the trees deceptively illustrates the
project with the large canopy trees they propose to destroy.

The large tree crown behind the fence on the
right is the 160-year-old Red Oak the developer
proposes to cut down, exposing the building to
Stedman Street.

If only the proposed building would be screened
by trees as shown here. The two gigantic trees
behind the low wall don’t exist. There are no large
trees behind the nonexistent one to the left
except the 160-year-old Red Oak proposed to be
felled. The big trunk in the left foreground doesn’t
exist because it would be growing in the house.
The inaccuracy of the screening provided by trees
in this perspective is evident in the winter view
below.

Here the destruction of the forest canopy is
truly evident, particularly since the two trees
shown do not exist. (The tree that would be
growing in the house is gone.) No one could
see a 112-foot-long building in a single view
like this. This perspective makes the building
looks so small. Just about the height of a man,
right?

This shoddy rendering perfectly
illustrates the importance of trees in
filtering views that will be destroyed by
the proposed Babcock Place. It also
exemplifies the poor quality of work
we have seen throughout this process.

Thank you for the time you give to the Town. Please acknowledge the uniqueness of this
location deep in a residential area compared to other 40Bs by placing conditions on the waivers
that will reduce the size of this proposed building to one that is appropriate to its context.
Sincerely,
Gina Crandell, TMM8
117 Stedman Street

