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"MicHAEL P. Ross
BosgsrtoN City COUNCIL

August 7, 2013

Katelyn Sullivan

Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Plaza

Boston, MA 02201

Dear Ms, Sullivan;

1 am writing to express my strong concerns about the Institutional Master Plan Notification (IMPNF) filed
by Fisher College on June 4, 2013 with the Boston Redevelopment Authority,

The most serious of these concerns is the proposed conversion of existing residential space that Fisher
owns to institutional and dormitory space. While I have long been a proponent of universities and
colleges increasing their on-campus housing, never have I been so for converting existing residential
space and 1 am therefore in strong opposition of Fisher’s proposed plan to add net-new dorm space. The
precedent that would be set, should this change of use occur, would be potentially devastating to the Back

‘Bay’s community. I would request that Fisher explore the possibility of other locations in the city to use
. should they wish to expand their dorm space or negotiate to retain the space they currently lease from

Hostelling International, Moreover, should Fisher wish to increase their institutional space, they should
look at moving their existing dormitory space to another location.

Aside from just student housing, there are several other issues that have gone unresolved by Fisher that
greatly impact the Back Bay and would be significantly exacerbated with expansion. At present, Fisher
does not have & loading dock to service its needs now, nor does it include a plan to incorporate one in
their IMPNE. I’ve hear mumerous comments over the course of the Taskforce meetings about the
disruptiveness of their deliveries. Fisher should work with their neighbors to better include a
comprehensive plan to address this issue within the IMPNF,

Transportation issues must also be better addressed. Similar to their issues around deliveries, their lack of
parking causes major traffic impacts by their athletic buses, by students and employees especially during
transitional periods, and result in engine idling and frequent double parking, The daily congestion created
by students and vendors creates dangerous conditions for anyone traveling on Beacon Street as well as for
pedestrians, neighbors and Fisher’s students and will only escalate with growth.

Also, Fisher has proposed a carriage house and the college terrace roof deck addition that will both have
more negative impact than community benefit, especially for direct abutters. Fisher intends for the
outdoor terrace to attract students to socialize and gather, not accounting for the constant noise, new net
shadow impact and infringement of privacy for their neighbors. I would request that these two projects be
removed or relocated to a more appropriate location that is not as impactful to surrounding residents.
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While I commend Fisher for their initiative in filing an IMPNF, the projects that have proposed are out of
( 3 line with the surrounding character of the residential neighborhood in which they are located and should
. be reconsidered. Thank you for your attention to this letter and please do not hesitate to contact me if you
have any questions or concerns.

Best regards,
£
R —

Michael P. Ross
Boston City Councilor, District 8
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The Qommontuealtl of Massachnsetts

Honse of Representafives
State House, Boston 121331054

August 5, 2013

Katelyn Sullivan

Boston Redevelopment Authorlty
One City Hall Square, 9" Floor
Boston, MA 02201

Re: Fisher College IMPNF

Dear Ms. Sullivan,

As the State Representative who tepresents the Back Bay and Beacon Hill, T am writing with
comments regarding the proposed Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form.

Construction of New Dormitory Beds -

I am firmly opposed to Fisher College’s proposal to convert buildings from residential use to
dormitory space inside of the historic Back Bay neighborhood. Such conversion and subsequent
use is at odds with long-standing zoning regulations and with the character of this unique,
historic and residential neighborhood. For thirty-five years, institutional use by colleges and
universities has been listed specifically as a forbidden use in the existing zoning code. Fisher

" College should withdraw its application to convert the buildings.located at 115, 139, and 141
Beacon Street and should seek to expand and add new dormitory space outside of the Back Bay.
If this conversion is allowed, it would mean that these properties would be removed from the tax
rolls, causing the City to suffer a significant loss.

Fisher College’s proposal to add 48 new student beds in existing dormitory space is also
worrisome, particularly in light of the comments by many neighbors regarding problems with the
existing student population residing on the block as well as with traffic, parking, and loading
issues. | am encouraged by recent statements from Fisher College raising the possibility of an

- Institutional Master Plan with no conversion of residential space into dormitories, and whole-
heartedly encourage the proponent to turn words into aCtIOIl

Historic Architecture of Back Bay

The Back Bay neighborhood has a unique and consistent architecture that adds greatly to the
quality of life of residents and to property values in the area. The current proposal to increase
building height and density, especially the rear yard addition at 118 Beacon Street, is at odds



with the standards of the current architectural district. The BRA plays a crucial role in matters of
exterior design and I urge the BRA to work closely with Fisher College to ensure consistency in
exterior design with the historical standards of the neighborhood.

Roof Deck Spaces

The two proposed roof decks located on Back Street, if constructed, should be built in such a
way to minimize any impact on the neighborhood. This includes a reduction in size, a larger
setback space from Back Street, and design and standards of use that limit noise and light. I am

~ particularly concerned about the roof deck on the back of 118 Beacon Street and its possible
negative impact on the residences of 120 Beacon Street.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Livingstone
State Representative
8th Suffolk District
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BOSTON
TRANSPORTATION
DEPARTMENT

ONE CITY HALL SQUARE » ROOM 721
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS (2201

61 Z&ﬁg&ﬁ%&?&% 017-635-4295

Katelyn Saltivan, Project Manger
Ragston Redevelopment Authority
Roston City Hall, 9 Floor
Roston, MA (2201

RE: Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form (“IMPNE™)

Plear M. Sullivan:

Thank you-for the apportumity to comment on the Fisher College Institutional Master Plan
Notifigation Form (IMPNFY dated fune 4, 2003, The Fisher Callege IMINI describes existing facililies,
forceasts flure wpaen requivements and identifics projects proposed to be developed during & 10-year
term. The projects proposed include converting or reconfiguring existing institutional and dormitory uses
at 102 10 116, 131 and 133 RBeacon Sirect to create 48 replacement beds; converting the 17,500 square
fact tailding al 18/11 Avlinpton Stéeet fo instiutional use; building 2 2.500 square foot addition to the
vear of 118 Beacon Street for student services and library with terrace; building a 2,000 square foot

“outdoor open terrace on the roof of the addition at the rear of 112-114 Beacon Street; and converting from
residential use to dormitory use the buildings at 115, 139 and 141 Beacon Street. -

The IMPNF is imiplementing the seven proposed institutional projecis in phases converting the
institutional uses to dorm use in Projects | through 4, and creating 122 net aew beds (o its dormiory
invenfory. Projects 5 and 6 will build additions; while Project 7 building will be converted to tnstitutional
use.

Net inereases in the proporiton of students living on-canypus will increage to 42% sdding on average 28
students annually over the 10-year tenm of the IMP.  BTD requests information stating the estimated
change in the number of students travelling to/from ihe campus as well as any changes fo commuter
sopployees mtnipatod g coppartianistensice staff 1o and fom the seven sites. Analysis should cover
aitticipated daily trips made by vehicle, transit or hike. A wap of the area. sites should also indicate
parking inventory, closest BV charging areas, transit and bus stops, as well as bike & care share locations,

The Moston Transporiation Department (TN} iz requivnd 1 comment on the combined impacts ofall the
companents of the project. The proponent needs to address these comments and concerns when preparing
future submissions as part of the Articte 80 process as well as the Transportation Access Plan Agreement,
Please note that npon BTIYs final review and approval, a Transportation Access Plan Agreement
codifying the ransporlation agreements and mitigation reached with BT needs to be execuled.

THOMAS M. MENINO, Mayor ]
Thomas 1. Tinlin, Conunissioner
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Parking

The proponent currently has access to 46 public parking meters with a 2 hr parking limit, as well as paid
parking at the Boston Common Garage (cap. 1362 spasces); and is proposing 4 new parking spaces, with
a total inventory of 25 spaces in the parking supply at Fisher property. Boston’s Climate Action Plan
recommends an overall reduction in emissions of carbon dioxide and other GHG of 25 percent by 2020,
In supporting this policy BTD requires proponents to install parking for clean-fuel and non-motorized
vehicle parking, Current trends indicate that electric hybrids will soon be a significant percentage of all
vehicles on the road, BTD is aggressively promoting the installation of a Supporting infrastructure for
these vehicles. BTD has requested a commitment to dedicate 5% of the total parking capacity to low-
emitting and fuel efficient vehicle spaces for efectric vehicle parking in addition to car-share to meet
climate actions goals set forth by the City. The proponent will have 25 spaces remaining in their parking
facilities BTD requests that at least | charging station be installed for charging in up to two spaces (o
allow electric car charging capabilities.

Bilke Parking

Bike parking and facilities wilt also be required to meet City of Boston’s new bicycle parking guidelines
that calls for one space for 5% of the planned institutional population or 0.5 parking spaces per 1,000
square feet of development with no fewer than four secure covered spaces per building. BTD asks the
praponent to account for this in the IMPNF and looks forward to reviewing the site plan which should
detail the bicycle parking facilities planved for new building conversions and/or new bike rack additions
in front existing facilities,

Pedestrian Circulation

The new building designs will physically change the functions of existing building allowing for gathering
places and new living and administrative spaces. BTD will work with the proponent and its
transportation consultant to identify areas where improved pedestrian crossings and where high counts of
pedestrian activity take place to improve safety, reduce truck double parking and encourage stower
driving speeds. BFD encourages the proponent to create a move pleasant continuous pedestrian path
along the front of the buildings. Please refer to the City of Boston Complete Streets guidelines
(www.bostoncompletestreets,org) to ensure any new improvements are consistent with current policies.
A review of the detailed destgn with respect Lo the new guidelines will take place as part of the TAPA
process.

Transportation Demand Management

BTD asks that this information be provided to emplayees and residential persons accessing the schaol
through a website, via hand held devices, or within the building lobby or transportation office. BTD
would like to see more information on anticipated TDM measures including a transportation coordinator,
commitment to BV charging, transit reimbursement, constrained parking, bike storage and orientation
packet information.

Service and Loading

BTD recognizes the need for a short-term curbside activity outside of the facilities. The proponent is
required to setup a meeting with BTD and its transportation consultants to determine the scope of a
teansportation stidy for improved circulation, parking and loading, BTD will work with the proponent to
identily metered parking spaces along Beacon Street and determine optimal curbside use of designated
loading and pick-up/ drop-off zones as well as traffic flow changes based on anticipated site activity.
Future plans will be subject to BTD approval based on study findings and further analysis.
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BTD strongly encourages the proponents provide off-street facilities for loading, moving & garbage
collection activity; this might be identified in the rear of 118 Beacon Street with the change in parking
and acquiring new space,

BTD particularly encourages the appointment of a transportation coordinator to manage area move-infout
activities, We would like to also see posted “no idling” and “EV parking™ signage in placed in ail loading
and parking areas to assist BTD’s efforts of reducing emissions & traffic congestion caused by off-street
truck maneuvering and loading.

Site Plan
The proponent needs to submit an engineered site plan within the context of the surrounding’
roadways at 1:20 scale depicting:

Vehicular Access and Circulation - Service and Loading*
- Parking Layout and Circulation ~ Roadways and Sidewalks
Pedestrian Access and Circulation - Building Layout
Bicycle Access and Circulation - Bicyele Parking Locations and Types
(covered, indoor, bike share, etc)
- Area Shuitle/Van Pool Pickup and Drop-off - Transit Stops and Connections
- Parking Spaces for Car Sharing services - Tlectric Vehicle Charging Stations

Trash compactors/dumpsters need to be depicted as well.

Construction Masagement Plan

As the projects in the TMPNF advauce, Fisher College and the other proponents will be required to
develop and submit a defailed Construction Management Plan (CMP) to BTD for review and approval.
The CMP will address TDM measures for construction workers, proposed street occupancies, equipment
stating, sidewalk relocations and hours of construction work, BTD will work with the proponent to
execute the CMP,

The issues raised above should be addressed in the TAPA to be provided for the projects in the
IMPNF. BTD looks forward to working collaboratively with Fisher College and the community in
review of these projects and to address any outstanding coneerns in the permitting process.

Sincerely, o
A A G
- h‘“‘\ﬂ ‘;‘f‘.. ._::(K _J‘-mwu<l‘_" ““' e
Rachel Szakmary N ( (
Transportation Planner 3 ;
Baoston Transportation Departeight
Policy and Planning Division

Ce: Vincot Gupfa, Director of Policy and Planning
John DeBenedictis, Director of Engincering
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BRA MEMORANDUM

TO: Katelyn Sullivan, Project Manager
FROM: David Grissino ALA, Senior Architect/Urban Designer
DATE: August 5, 2013

SUBJECT: Fisher College
2013 Institutional Master Plan Notification Form

URBAN DESIGN SCOPING DETERMINATION COMMENTS

Background

On June 4, 2013, Fisher College (Fisher) filed its Institutional Master Plan Notification Form
(IMPNF). The IMPNF described a series of strategic shifts in enrollment, degree program,
and residence life goals which will guide the campus for the next 10 years, The IMPNF
outlined seven Proposed IMP Projects. Those projects are the interior renovation and
modifications to 102-118 Beacon Street, conversion of 115 Beacon Street to Dormitory use,
conversion of 139 Beacon Street to Dormitory use, conversion of 141 Beacon Street to
Dormitory use, a 2,500 square foot addition to the rear of 118 Beacon Street, a 2,500 square
foot terrace on a portion of the existing roof at the rear of 112-114 Beacon Street, and the
conversion of 10/11 Arlington Street to Institutional use.

Although Fisher is not undertaking any major new construction or significant exterior
modification of existing buildings, the IMP will need to address a number of urban design
issues that arise from the proposed consolidation of the institution’s facilities and the
anticipated growth defined in its Strategic Plan. These scoping comments will focus on
several major areas for which additional analysis and discussion will be required, including
pedestrian and vehicular circulation, student housing, institutional identity and the public
realm, and historic resources. Comments are also provided regarding the two exterior
construction projects located along Back Street.

These comments are in direct response to the IMPNF filing which is referenced above. As
the review process moves forward, any significant change to the projects or their locations,
as described, must be reviewed by BRA Urban Design staff in order to modity, add, or
eliminate any specific requests for additional materials.

Institutional Master Plan comments

Pedestrian and vehicular circulation

Many of the Proposed IMP Projects address the need to expand the inventory of on-campus
student housing in order to maintain the current ratio of beds to students while increasing
overall enrollment. The relocation of beds currently located at 19 Stuart Street, conversion of
Fisher-owned rental properties into student housing, and the reconfiguration of existing
dormitories will gradually increase the number of students residing on Beacon Street.

N Boston
Redevely
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Historically, the majority of Fisher students lived, attended classes, and socialized within the
cluster of interconnected buildings at 102-118 Beacon Street. The internal “Mall” which
links together 104-116 Beacon Street allows many students to leave their bedroom, go to the
cafeteria, access a range of student services, and attend classes without ever stepping outside
onto Beacon Street. With the increased number of students now occupying both sides of
Beacon Street and the addition of new uses along Arlington Street, the pedestrian circulation
patterns will be affected as the students on the south side of Beacon Street move to access the
amenities in the Mall or the services at 10/11 Arlington Street.

The IMP should provide a series of detailed site plans which define the major pedestrian
routes between various existing and potential future Fisher facilities and the major activity
centers and key destinations for students, faculty, and visitors. The IMP should describe these
routes in terms of the current and anticipated pedestrian volumes and the times of day in
which these volumes may be at their highest and lowest. Particular attention should be given
to highlighting those places where increased volumes of pedestrians may impact vehicular
circulation or pedestrian safety, such as the intersection at Beacon Street and David G. Mugar
Way.

The reuse and repurposing of these buildings may also require modifications to the logistics
of deliveries and building servicing. Detailed site plans should be submitted which describe
the current and potential future locations and configurations of loading and other service
functions, particularly those places which may have impacts on the broader traffic circulation
in the area. '

Student Housing Plan _

As discussion continues regarding the conversion of properties along Beacon Street,
additional information should be submitied regarding the overall residence life goals of the
institution. As additional beds are added to the campus inventory, they will most likely be
disconnected from the “Mali” referenced above and increase pedestrian circulation between
student life amenities and housing sites. Information should be provided which outlines the
types of social spaces which may be integrated into future housing, the anticipated
demographic which will most likely be placed in future residence halls, and the criteria by
which new sites for housing will be evaluated (i.e. distance from core campus, nearby
amenities, access to transit, adjacencies, etc). A breakdown, by zip code, of all Fisher
students housed either in college-owned or privately-owned properties should be submitted
to understand the current distribution and clustering of students in the area.

Institutional Identity and the Public Realm

As Fisher considers gradually increasing the numbers of students living and attending classes
along Beacon Street, the approach to balancing institutional and neighborhood identity will
need to be described in detail. Fisher should outline its vision for its physical identity and the
methods by which it hopes to achieve that vision relative to the public realm, key public
spaces, and activity centers.

An inventory of all existing signs, banners, flags, and other graphics should be provided

Boston
Redevelopment
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concurrent with the IMP as part of a comprehensive signage plan, This plan should be
developed in coordination with the Back Bay Historic Commission.

Historic Resources and Preservation Plan

It is typical for institutions to provide more detailed information about the historic resources
in the area surrounding the campus so that they may be given consideration while the impacts
of campus growth and change are assessed. This is of particular importance given the
existing and potential future location of Fisher facilities within the Back Bay Historic
District. A site plan and supporting narrative should be provided which describes the historic
resources within % mile of the proposed IMP project sites.

Fisher should also submit a preservation plan which outlines those measures that the
institution is undertaking to provide responsible stewardship for the buildings which it now
occupies or may occupy as an outcome of this IMP. This may include information about
current and anticipated use, physical upgrades and improvements to the interior or exterior,
or other factors,

Carriage House Addition

While the scale and exterior appearance of the Carriage House addition will be reviewed by
the Back Bay Architectural Commission, additional information should be provided in the
IMP which addresses the anticipated use and access to the proposed roof and terrace. From
the limited material presented in the IMPNF, it is unclear how the new space relates to the
interior functions in 118 Beacon Street, how the new terrace is accessed, or the actual
dimensions of the roof and terrace area. Floor plans for the project should be submitted
which clarify these issues.

A discussion should also be provided regarding the range of activities anticipated and times
of day during which the terrace will be used. Because additional outdoor uses will have an
impact on the surrounding residential area, a detailed cross section should be submitted
which describes the visual sightlines between the users of the terrace and the surrounding
properties. The depiction on Figure 5 of the IMPNF suggests that the existing sidewalls of
the existing carriage area are tall enough to block views of people using the terrace and
people on the building’s interior. This should be verified in scaled architectural drawings.

Figure 5 in the IMPNF also suggests that the roof level is landscaped. A roof plan should be
provided which describes the extent of this planted area, the location and type of mechanical
equipment (if any), and the means by which the roof will be accessed for maintenance (there
is currently no doorway from the second floor of the existing building). The BRA’s
understanding is that the roof space is not permitted to be occupied and that the terrace at the
first floor level is the only outdoor area proposed as part of this project.

The College Terrace

Similar to the issues raised for the Carriage House, additional information should be provided
for the College Terrace with respect to the access to the terrace from the building interior,
adjacent uses, sightlines, and anticipated hours of use. A floor plan should be provided which
shows the interior layout of the building and the dimensions of the proposed terrace.

Boston
Redtevelopmeny.
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Thomas M. Menino, Mayor

“August 2, 2013
Mr. Brian Golden
- Boston Redevelopment Authority
City Hall, Ninth Floor
Boston, MA 02201
RE: Fisher College IMPNF

Dear Mr. Golden;

The Boston Parks and Recreation Department is respondlng herew1th to the Article 80 Notice of Project Change
for the project at 1480 Tremont Street in Mission Hill.

City Ordinance Section 7-4.11 requires the approval of the Boston Parks Commlssmn for all buildings or
structures constructed or altered w1thm 100° of a park or parkway

Proposed Projects 5 and 6, the Carrlage House Addition and the new’ Coilege Terrace, are within 100° of
Storrow Drive and will therefore requlrc approval of the- Commrssmn

- Proposed Pro_]ect 7 at 10/11 Arlmgton Street is w1th1n 100° of the Public Garden. The IMPNF states that the

proposed use is not anticipated to require constructlon Any exterior work that might become necessary would
be subject to Commlssmn rev:cw

. The proponent is encouraged fo contact this Department early in the review process, so that any concerns can be
incorporated into the plans as the design is being developed.

If you have questions, please contact me at 617-961-3074, or carrie.marsh@ecityofboston.gov.

Sincerely,

Carrie Marsh
Executive Secretary, Boston Parks Commission

CC:  Antonia M. Pollak, Commissioner, Boston Parks and Recreation Department
Liza Meyer, Chief Landscape Architect, Boston Parks and Recreation Department
Katelyn Sullivan, Boston Redevelopment Authority

Antonia M. Poilak, Commissioner
1010 Massachusetts Avenue, Boston MA 02118/ 617.635.4505




BRA MEMORANDUM

TO: Katelyn Sullivan
FROM: Katie Pedersen
DATE: August 2, 2013
RE: Fisher College

Boston, Massachusetts
Comments on the Institutional Master Plan Notification Form

I have reviewed the Institutional Master Plan Notification Form for Institutional Master
Plan (IMPNF) dated June 4, 2013 and submit the following comments for the
Environmental Protection Component. Fisher College (the “Proponent”) submitted an
Institutional Master Plan Notification Form for the Institutional Master Plan (IMPNF),
which identifies its campus planning initiatives through the decade 2013 to 2023. The
Proponent is proposing the conversion, to institutional use, of a recently purchased
building located at 10/11 Arlington Street. This addition will increase the Proponent’s
dormitory bed inventory by 122 net new beds, done through small re-purposing projects
as well as the conversion of rental properties to dormitory use. The Proponent also plans
to add two small additions to the rear of 118 and 112-114 Beacon Street to be used for
academic and student services space, library, and an outdoor terrace (the “Proposed
Project™).

Wind

As described in the IMPNF, the Proposed Project design includes an interior conversion
as well as two small additions to the rear of 118 and 112-144 Beacon Street. Due to the
fact that the Proposed Project is of similar scale to the buildings in the surrounding area,
wind impacts at the pedestrian level are not expected to be impacted by the Proposed
Project. As a result, the Proponent shall not be required to conduct a wind analysis at this
time.

Shadow
The Proposed Project design does not add significant height to the existing structure and
thus is not anticipated to adversely affect shadow conditions along any public area

adjacent to the Proposed Project site. Accordingly, the Proponent shall not be required to
conduct a shadow analysis.

Daylight

Please see Urban Design’s comments.



Groundwater

Many of the Proponent’s properties are located on the north side of Beacon Street
between Arlington and Berkeley Streets; this is a particularly sensitive area, in which
there have been significant problems with low groundwater levels.

The Proponent has stated in the IMPNF that the recharge requirements of the Boston
Groundwater Overlay Conversation District (GCOD) will be met. In addition, the
Proponent has stated that a written determination from the Boston Water and Sewer
Commission (BWSC) certifying that the standard is met will be obtained. The Proponent
will be required to provide a certification, stamped by a professional engineer registered
in Massachusetts, demonstrating that the Proposed Project will have no negative impact
on groundwater levels on the Proposed Project site or on adjoining lots. One of the
IMPNF projects, as described in the IMPNF, “the carriage house addition” to 118 Beacon
Street, is described as including a basement; this could extend space to elevations where
there could be an impact on groundwater levels. Accordingly, the Proponent shall be
required to take this into consideration both during the design as well as the construction
phase of the Propose Project.

Sustainability/ Article 37

The City of Boston expects a high level of dedication to principles of sustainable
development from all developers and institutions. Fisher College’s campus improvements
and growth present exciting opportunities for innovation and distinction not simply in
individual buildings, but across the campus as a whole.

Fisher College will be expected to work with the Boston Redevelopment Authority
(BRA), the City of Boston Environment Department, and other entities as established by
the BRA to set and attain ambitious environmental sustainability goals in both the 2012
Institutional Master Plan proposed projects as well as the previously approved projects
that have yet to be constructed and/or completed.

Please also see the Interagency Green Building Committee comment letter.



ASSESSING DEPARTMENT
Boston City Hall, Room 301, Boston, MA 02201

TO: Katelyn Sullivan, Project Manager, Boston Redevelopment Authority
FROM: Matthew K. Englander, Director of Tax Policy & Communications
CC: John Binieris, Tax Policy Unit

DATE: July 29, 2013

RE: Fisher College IMPNF Scoping Session Comments

Last month, the Boston Redevelopment Authority hosted a scoping sesston to discuss Fisher
College’s ("Fisher”) IMPNF. Most notably, Fisher's plans included the conversion of a recently
acquired building at 10/11 Arlington Street to institution/charitable use as well as the
conversion and reconfiguration of a number of Fisher-owned residential rental properties to
accommodate students. These plans have significant real estate tax implications since Fisher
does expect to pursue tax exemptions on those reconfigured and converted properties that are
to be used for institutional purposes.

Payment in Lieu of Tax (PILOT) contribution amounts are determined based on the amount of
tax-exempt property owned by each nonprofit institution. If Fisher follows through with their
intention to seek a tax exemption for the Arlington Street property (currently exempt as
occupied and used by a nonprofit tenant) and Beacon Street properties, then their annual
PILOT amount will increase. Yet Fisher’s lack of engagement in making an annual PILOT
contribution poses immediate and pressing concerns.

Concerns:

When a PILOT contributor removes previously taxable properties from the tax rolis, the
resulting increase in total tax-exempt property value causes an increase in the PILOT amount.
Accordingly, if Fisher College removes the aforementioned properties from the tax rolls then it
will cause their PILOT amount to increase. The Assessing Department has 2 primary concerns if
this were to happen:

1. The increase in Fisher's PILOT amount will be a fraction of what the City would receive
were the properties to remain on the tax rolls; and

2. To date, Fisher has not shown any willingness to participate in the PILOT program.

In Fiscal Year 2013, Fisher College was asked to make a PILOT contribution of $43,176 in cash
with an equivalent amount in qualifying community benefits. The scheol dedined to participate,
just as they did in Fiscal Year 2012 (the first year under the program’s new guidelines). As
such, it goes without saying that the Assessing Department is highly concerned about a

Ronald W. Rakow, Commissioner ‘ Thomas M. Menino, Mayor



measure that would remove tax dollars from the tax rolls yet fail to be reconciled with a PILOT
contribution.

Next Steps:

The City has reached out to Steven Rich at Fisher College to setup a meeting to discuss Fisher
College’s participation in the PILOT program. If Fisher is unwilling to make a contribution to the
PILOT program then we would like to see the school leave the properties on the tax rolls after
they've been converted and/or reconfigured for school use.

Ronald W. Rakow, Commissioner Thomas M. Menino, Mayer



CITY OF BOSTON

VETERANS’ SERVICES DEPARTMENT
43 Hawkins Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02114

e
THomAs M. MENING

v Francisco A. URERNA
avor

Commissioner

July 24, 2013

To Whom !t May Concern:

As Commissioner of Boston’s Veterans' Services Department, | write in support at this time of the Fisher
Coilege Institutional Master Plan submitted to the Boston Redevelopment Authority.

Our offices are located in Government Center, which makes us virtual neighbors. We are pleased to
note the college is very veteran friendly in the execution of its services, especially in its admission policy.

Fisher College discourages students from bringing personally owned vehicles in to the campus area and
urges faculty and staff to utilize the Boston Common Garage in an effort to dissipate the parking
‘situation.

Resident students add to the diversity of Boston, for which the City is so well known. As the old adage
says of learning, “by your pupils you'll be taught,” students are aware of the historic nature of Back Bay/
Beacon Hill and are proud to be a part of it. As part of the neighborhood Fisher College regularly
contributes its facilities for use by local community groups.

The Coliege has been a part of the historic area for almost 75 years and owns the properties on which
the school is based.

Francigco A Urena, Commissioner

FAU/sms

Telephone: (617) 635-3026 « Fax: (617) 635-3957
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Board of Trustees

Gary .. Saunders
Tim lan Mitchell
Co-Chairs

Felix G. Arroyo
Janine Commerford
Greg Galer
Galen Gilbert
Stephanie Kruel
Aaron Michlewitz
William Moy
Molly Sherden
Peter Shilland
Brian Swett
Keith Williams

Executive Director

Elliott Laffer

Boston
Groundwater Trust

229 Berkaley St, Fourth Fioor, Boston, MA 02116
617.859.8439 voice — 6517.266.8750 fax
www.bostongroundwater.org

July 1, 2013
Katelyn Sullivan, Project Manager
Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201-1007

Subject: Fisher College
Dear Ms. Sullivan;

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Institutional Master Plan
Notification Form for Fisher College. The Boston Groundwater Trust was
established by the Boston City Council to monitor groundwater levels in
sections of Boston where the integrity of building foundations is threatened by
low groundwater levels and to make recommendations for solving the problem.
Therefore, my comments are limited to groundwater related issues.

As noted in the tMPNF, Fisher College is located in the Groundwater
Conservation Overlay District established in Article 32 of the Boston Zoning
Code. Many of the College’s properties are located on the north side of
Beacon Street between Arlington and Berkeley Streets. Thisis a particularly
sensitive area in which there have been historic problems with low -
groundwater levels. In fact, a Boston Globe article from 1911 reported on the
necessity to make piling repairs to the structure at 118 Beacon Street, now the
headquarters of the College, because of unexpectedly low groundwater levels.
In recent years, the Department of Conservation and Recreation and the
Boston Water and Sewer Commission have made major efforts to recharge
water in the area, leading fo substantial increases in groundwater levels. It is
critical that nothing be done to jeopardize those gains.

The proponent has committed in the IMPNF to meeting the recharge
requirements of the GCOD and to receiving a written determination from
BWSC that the standard is met. That would satisfy one of the GCOD criteria.
The other is to provide a certification, stamped by a professional engineer
registered in Massachusetts, demonstrating that the project will have no
negative impact on groundwater levels on site or on adjoining lots. One of the
IMPNF projects, the carriage house addition to 118 Beacon Street, is
described as including a basement; this could extend space to elevations
where there could be an impact on groundwater levels. Because this is
planned as an Institutional Master Plan and because the project is smail
enough that it will not trigger Article 80 review, there will be no further Zoning
review by the Board of Appeals prior to construction. Therefore, for both
reasons, it is critical that the potential impact of this project be resolved before
zoning review and approval is complete.



1 look forward to working with the proponent and the Authority to assure that any projects constructed
under the IMP can have only positive impacts on area groundwater levels.

Very truly yours,

iott Laffer
Executive Director

Cc: Kathieen Pedersen, BRA
Maura Zlody, BED



Boston Water and
Sewer Commission

980 Harrison Avenue
Boston, MA 02119-2540
617-989-7000

June 28, 2013

Ms. Katelyn Sullivan

Project Manager

Boston Redevelopment Authority
One City Hall Square

Boston, MA 02201-1007

Re:  Fisher College
Institutional Master Plan Notification Form

Dear Ms. Sullivan;

The Boston Water and Sewer Commission (Commission) has reviewed the Institutiona! Master
Plan Notification Form (IMPNF) for Fisher College (FC) covering 2013 to 2023. This letter
provides the Commission’s comments on the IMPNF.

The Fisher College Institutional Master Plan proposes to complete seven projects over the next ten
vears. These projects are intended to renovation and expand existing institutional facilities.
Facility expansion includes increasing the inventory of dormitory by 122 new beds, the
construction of a 2,500 square foot library and offices, construction of a roof top outdoor terrace
and conversion of a recently purchased building to office space.

The IMPNF proposes the following projects:

e Project 1; renovate the interior of 102 to 118 Beacon Street and 131-133 Beacon Street.
The proposed renovations will add 48 dormitory beds and new bathrooms in the existing
building Offices presently located in 116 Beacon Street will be moved to Fisher property
location on Arlington Street,

¢ Project 2; convert 115 Beacon Street from rental apartment to a 43 bed dormitory.

* Project 3; convert 139 Beacon Street from rental apartment to a 43 bed dormitory.

» Project 4; convert 141 Beacon Street from rental apartment to a 43 bed dormitory.

» Project 5; construct a 2,500 square foot addition in the rear parking lot of 118 Beacon
Street. The addition will house a library and office space.
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* Project 6; construct a 2,500 square foot roof top terrace on the one-story roof at the rear of
104-114 Beacon Street. The terrace will be utilized as outdoor social space.

* Project 7, convert leased office space at 10/11 Arlingtbn Street to Fisher College office
space. Fisher College will take occupancy of available space as needed. No major changes
to the interior of the building are expected. '

The Commission sustains water, sewer and storm drains in the Streets that border the proposed
projects. In Beacon Street, the Commission owns a 57” x 66” combined sewer, it is known as the
West Side Interceptor. New building connections to the West Side Interceptor are not allowed.
There are three water mains in Beacon Street, a 40 transmission main and a 12” and 8
distribution mains. In Back Street, the Commission maintains a 12” sanitary sewer, 18 storm
drain. The Massachusetts Water Resources Authority also, has a 96” combined sewer, known as
the Boston Marginal Conduit, in Back Street. Commission Facilities in Arlington Street include a
127 storm drain and a 16” water main. The Commission does not have a sewer or combined sewer
in this section of Arlington Street. Public Alley No. 421 and 422 has a 18” combined sewer,
typically this combined sewer would serve the adjacent building on Arlington Street and the
building that front on Beacon Street, Marlborough Street and Commonwealth Avenue. There is
also, a 12” water main in David G. Mugar Way, an 8” water main in Marlborough Street and a
40”x 60” combined sewer in Berkeley Street.

The Commission’s general comments on the proposed IMPNF projects are as follows:
General

1. FC must submit General Service Applications and site plans to the Commission for new or
relocated water mains, sewers and storm drains. Any new water, sewer, or storm drains
connections must be approved by the Commission and be designed and constructed at
FC’s expense. They must be designed and constructed in conformance with the
Commission’s design standards, Water Distribution System and Sewer Use Regulations,
and Requirements for Site Plans. To assure compliance with the Commission’s
requirements, FC, must submit a site plan to the Commission’s Engineering Customer
Service Department for review and approval when the design of any new water and
wastewater systems and the proposed service connections to those systems are 50 percent
complete. The site plans should include the locations of any new, relocated and existing
water mains, sewers and drains which serve the site, proposed service connections as well
as water meter Jocations.

2. The design of any projects should comply with the City of Boston’s Complete Streets
Initiative, which requires incorporation of “green infrastructure” into street designs. Green
infrastructure includes greenscapes, such as trees, shrubs, grasses and other landscape
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plantings, as well as rain gardens and vegstative swales, infiltration basins, and paving
materials and permeable surfaces. The proponent must develop a maintenance plan for
the proposed green infrastructure. For more information on the Complete Streets Initiative
see the City’s website at http://bostoncompletestreets.org/

The Department of Environmental Protection, in cooperation with the Massachusetts
Water Resources Authority and its member communities, are implementing a coordinated
approach to flow control in the MWRA regional wastewater system, particularly the
removal of extraneous clean water (e.g., infiltration/ inflow (')} in the system. In this
regard, DEP has been routinely requiring proponents proposing to add significant new
wastewater flow to assist in the I/ reduction effort to ensure that the additional wastewater
flows are offset by the removal of /. Currently, DEP is typically using a minimum 4:1
ratio for I/I removal to new wastewater flow added. The Commission supports the
DEP/MWRA policy, and will require FC to develop a consistent inflow reduction plan.

For any proposed masonry repair and cleaning, FC will be required to obtain from the
Boston Air Pollution Control Commission, a permit for Abrasive Blasting or Chemical
Cleaning. In accordance with this permit, FC will be required to provide a detailed
description as to how chemical mist and run-off will be contained and cither treated before
discharge to the sewer or drainage system or collected and disposed of lawfully off site. A
copy of the description and any related site plans must be provided to the Commission’s
Engineering Customer Service Department for review before masonry repair and cleaning
commences, FC is advised that the Commission may impose additional conditions and
requirements before permitting the discharge of the treated wash water to enter the sewer
or drainage system.

FC should be aware that the US Environmenta) Protection Agency issued a Remediation
General Permit (RGP) for Groundwater Remediation, Contaminated Construction
Dewatering, and Miscellaneous Surface Water Discharges. If the project involves any
subsurface work and groundwater contaminated with petroleum products, for example, is
encountered, FC will be required to apply for a RGP to cover these discharges.

Many of the project sites are located within Boston’s Groundwater Conservation Overlay
District (GCOD). The district is intended to promote the restoration of groundwater and
reduce the impact of surface runoff. Projects constructed within the GCOD are required to
include provisions for retaining stormwater and directing the stormwater to the
groundwater table for recharge.

It is FC’s responsibility to evaluate the capacity of the water, sewer and Storm drain
system serving the project site to determine if the systems are adequate to meet future
demands. With the site plan, FC must include a detailed capacity analysis for water, sewer
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and storm drain systems serving the project site, as well as an analysis of the impacts the
proposed project will have on the Commission’s water sewer and storm drainage systems.

FC must provide separate estimates of peak and continuous maximum water demand for
residential, commercial, industrial, irrigation of landscaped areas, and air-conditioning
make-up water for the project with the site plan. Estimates should be based on full-site
build-out of the proposed project. FC should also provide the methodology used to
estimate water demand for the proposed project.

FC should explore opportunities for implementing water conservation measures in addition
to those required by the State Plumbing Code. In particular, FC should consider outdoor
landscaping which requires minimal use of water to maintain. If FC plans to install in-
ground sprinkler systems, the Commission recommends that timers, soil moisture
indicators and rainfall sensors be installed. The use of sensor-operated faucets and toilets
in common areas of buildings should be considéred.

FC is required to obtain a Hydrant Permit for use of any hydrant during the construction
phase of this project. The water used from the hydrant must be metered. FC should
contact the Commission’s Operations Division for information on and to obtain a Hydrant
Permit.

The Commission is utilizing a Fixed Radio Meter Reading System to obtain water meter
readings. For new water meters, the Commission will provide a Meter Transmitter Unit
(MTU) and connect the device to the meter. For information regarding the installation of
MTUs, FC should contact the Commission’s Meter Department.

Sewage / Drainage

A Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL,) for Nutrients has been established for the Lower
Charles River Watershed by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP). In order to achieve the reductions in Phosphorus loading required by the
TMDL, phosphorus concentrations in the lower Charles River from Boston must be
reduced by 64%. To accomplish the necessary reductions in phosphorus, the Commission
is requiring developers in the lower Charles River watershed to infiltrate stormwater
discharging from impervious areas in compliance with MassDEP. FC will be required to
submit with the site plan a phosphorus reduction plan for the proposed development. FC
must fully investigate methods for retaining stormwater on-site before the Commission
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will consider a request to discharge stormwater to the Commission’s system. Under no
circumstances will stormwater be allowed to discharge to a sanitary sewer.

In conjunction with the Site Plan and the General Service Application the FC will be
required to submit a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The plan must:

» Identifies best management practices for controlling erosion and for preventing the
discharge of sediment and contaminated groundwater or stormwater runoff to the
Commission’s drainage system when the construction is underway.

* Includes a site map which shows, at a minimum, existing drainage patterns and areas
used for storage or treatment of contaminated soils, groundwater or stormwater, and
the location of major control or treatment structures to be utilized during construction,

* Provides a stormwater management plan in compliance with the DEP standards
mentioned above. The plan should include a description of the measures to control
pollutants atter construction is completed.

Developers of projects involving disturbances of land of one acre or more will be required
to obtain an NPDES General Permit for Construction from the Environmental Protection
Agency and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection. FC is
responsible for determining if such a permit is required and for obtaining the permit. If
such a permit is required, it is required that a copy of the permit and any pollution
prevention plan prepared pursuant to the permit be provided to the Commission’s
Engineering Services Department, prior to the commencement of construction. The
pollution prevention plan submitted pursuant to a NPDES Permit may be submitted in
place of the pollution prevention plan required by the Commission provided the Plan
addresses the same components identified in item [ above.

The Commission encourages FC to explore additional opportunities for protecting
stormwater quality on site by minimizing sanding and the use of deicing chemicals,
pesticides, and fertilizers.

The discharge of dewatering drainage to a sanitary sewer is prohibited by the Commissior.
FC is advised that the discharge of any dewatering drainage to the storm drainage system
requires a Drainage Discharge Permit from the Commission. If the dewatering drainage is
contaminated with petroleum products, FC will be required to obtain a Remediation
General Permit from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for the discharge.

Sanitary sewage must be kept separate from stormwater and separate sanitary sewer and
storm drain service connections must be provided.
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The Commission requests that FC install a permanent casting stating “Don’t Dump: Drains
to Charles River” next to any catch basin created or modified as part of this project. FC
should contact the Commission’s Operations Division for information regarding the
purchase of the castings.

If a cafeteria or food service facility is built as part of this project, grease traps will be
required in accordance with the Commission’s Sewer use Regulations. FC is advised to
consult with the Commission’s Operations Department with regards to grease traps.

The Commission requires that existing stormwater and sanitary sewer service connections,
which are to be re-used by the proposed project, be dye tested to confirm they are
connected to the appropriate system.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this IMPNF.

Yo

truly, 4

JPS/RIA

cc:

Thomas McGovern, FC
Catherine Donaher, CD+a
P. Larocque, BWSC



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Ghirin, Aldo - Parks Dept.

Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 11:59 AM

To:i. Golden, Brian

Cc: Marsh, Carrie - Parks Dept; Meyer, Liza - Parks Dept; Sullivan, Katelyn
Subject: Fisher College IMPNF Comments

Mr. Golden:

I am writing on behalf of the City of Boston Parks and Recreation Department. Thank you for the apportunity to review
the Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form. Our comments are as follows:

Several properties that form the Fisher College campus holdings are within 100 feet of either the Public Garden, a public
park, or Storrow Drive, a parkway. A few of these properties were mentioned as Proposed Institutional Projects in the
IMPNF.

Proposed Institutional Project 7 at 10/11 Arlington Street is within 100 feet of the Public Garden. The IMPNF states that
all work, if any is required, is to be carried out in the interior. Therefore, the Parks and Recreation Commission will not
review this project, as it is currently stated, for approval under City of Boston Code of Ordinances Chapter 7, Section 7.4-
11 (“No building or structure shall hereafter be erected or altered within a distance of one hundred (100'} feet from park
or parkway in the City of Boston, without permission in writing having first been obtained from the Parks and Recreation™
Commission )

Several of the college properties on the north side of Beacon Street were mentioned as Proposed Institutional Projects.
These properties back onto Back Street. The north side of Back Street is where the Storrow Drive parkway is located.
Therefore these college properties fronting on Beacon Street are within 100 feet of Storrow Drive. Proposed
Institutional Projects 5 and 6, the Carriage House Addition and the new College Terrace, will require that the Parks and
Recreation Commission review these projects, as they are currently stated, for approval under City of Boston Code of
Ordinances Chapter 7, Section 7.4-11.

For further information about the Parks and Recreation Commission review process, please contact Ms. Carrie Marsh,
Executive Secretary of the Commission, at Carrie.Marsh@cityofboston.gov or 617-961-3074.

If you have guestions about these comments, please feel free to contact me as shown helow,

.4// G

Senlor Planner

Boston Parks & Recreation Department
1010 Massachusetts Avenue, 3" Floor
Boston, MA 02118

Phone 617-961-3033

Fax’ 617-635-3256
aldo.ghirin@cityofboston.gov

Help us make your parks and open spaces better! Follow the link to complete the Boston
Open Space Plan Questionnaire: http://www.cityofboston.gov/parks/about/questionnaire.asp

o



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Sam Plimpton [sp@baupost.com]
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 9:30 PM
To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Cc: Meade, Peter

Subject: Please reject Fisher
Attachments: Fisher 5-24-13.xIsx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Sullivan:

I am sorry that previously scheduled travel keeps me away from this important meeting
concerning Fisher College’s expansion plans. These plans would have a devastating impact on
our quality of life and property values. The block on Beacon Street is already a disastrous
traffic and service problem, without ANY Fisher expansion. I share other citizens views on
the current student impacts of loitering, double parking, noise, etc., but my biggest concern
is about the massive student, faculty, and staff population density increase that would drive
i %her impacts, and costs to service that density,

\ftached is an exhibit which shows the density and tax impact of Fisher's plans. The
as§es§ment data is public record for the 88/09 fiscal year, and the taxes are calculated at
the ‘then rate of $10.63. The impact of their relative headcount presence versus residential
use is incredibly troubling, and remains so even if the density assumptions in the exhibit
aregi;tweaked. I would appreciate seeing the numbers for 11/12, but while the current tax rates
and;assessments may have changed, the conclusion will remain the same as to relative density
and miniscule taxes paid versus market rate, as in this sample analysis:

=D

-Approximately 260 tax paying residents, were the facilities to instead be used solely as
market housing

-1106 students plus unknown number of faculty and admin headcount, if used as Fisher proposes
<iféw: taxes paid currently, versus $288,827 due, if taxed as assessed (even as far back as
98/99:assessments!) -no taxes proposed versus $830,0800 due if assessed and taxed as only
$6067sf housing going forward

e

The Fisher‘ plan results in excess of 4 times the headcount density load as from a residential
use, ‘with the resultant traffic, service, water and sewer, rubbish, and other impacts. One
cannot quadruple the human density without increasing the impacts! The City is currently

u;sfi’ng real estate tax exemptions to subsidize this use {(with its negative impacts on property
valués and quality of life), by foregoing many hundreds of thousands of tax dollars (from
éVén a low value assessment), so roughly 4x the impact and 25% of the taxes. Why is this good

plénning or policy, or remotely fair to the City or to the citizens who live here to increase
tHé&iservice requirement and lower the tax base? In addition, please note the public record
that Fisher's default rates on student loans was around 19% in 20089 (versus 1.5% for Harvard)
and 13.1% in 2010 (vs 1% for Harvard). However you measure it, Fisher is receiving



substantial subsidies from both Boston real estate taxpayers and from income tax payers (who
unlike Fisher, bear the brunt of defaulted loan costs).

_I urge you to encourage Fisher to go to sites where density is needed, to encourage life and
vitality in areas that are not already clogged with traffic, and are already difficult to
3aGcess and to service. Please reject expansion.

Sincerely Yours,

B

*ém’Plimpton

ﬁfered voter on Beacon St in 02116




From: Milt Schwartzberg

Sent: Monday, May 27, 2013 1:26 PM
To: 'info@nabbonline.com'

Subject: Fisher IMP

To Whom 1t May Concern:

3 I have been a resident of Beacon Street (one block west of Fisher) for fourteen (14) years. In that period

of time my neighbors and | have observed

behaviors expected of college students and others (gunshots fired on Beacon Street) that are obviously
_ completely unacceptable. The impact of

the Fisher population on our neighborheod, is ironically, most apparent during times of school vacation
and in the summer .The streets are suddenly

free of chronically double-parked cars and trucks and the traffic congestion that goes with it. The
sidewalks are hereft of the loitering and (mostly smoking)

“scholars” who jam the sidewalk and leave their candy wrappers, cups and cigarette buits that not only
wind up on their block, but also are regularly

found 100 yards away where | live. Though not now as much a problem as in the past, | have had
student cars towed out of my building’s parking lot

on Back Street.

Has Fisher ever issued a “Mission Statement’? What is the need for such a massive expansion? Are they
engaged in scientific research or another

noble pursuit? Rather, is it really driven by a desire to make more money, employ more faculty and
make existing administration the beneficiaries of

a larger pool of money?

" Any cursory examination of the “scholars” referred to above would make the third sentence of the
previous paragraph easy to answer. Moreover,
any pretense of a defense { to the fourth sentence of the previous paragraph) centered around the

s . "non-profit” status of this “educational institution”

-would also fail. It is common knowledge that college and university presidents and other administrators
are paid salaries well into the six-figures.

Lastly, though we hardly have the well-known “NIMBY” objection to raise, enough is enough! There is no
legitimate reason for this essentially

- commercially-motivated expansion in our residential neighborhood. Their financially-driven desire to
expand is clear, after all they’ve purchased

some of the most expensive real estate in Boston (and the nation, for that matter}. They are looking for
more. Meanwhile, this will come at the

expense of the neighborhood residents who bear the brunt of this impact and will also see an
unwelcome drop in the value of their homes.

We, as residents of the Back Bay should unite to loudly protest this horrendous idea and do everything
possible to prevent it from happening.

Milt Schwartzberg
Beacon Street



'St.lillivan, Katelyn

From: Moutzourogeorgos, Mina [mina. moutzourogeorgos@ngam.natixis.com]

Sent: Friday, May 31, 2013 10:03 AM

To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Cc: Ross, Michael (City Council); David Yazdi (DYazdi@integratedit.com); ellen robbins
{robbins.eh@gmail.com), Joanne (Joanne.Fleishman@infor.com); Moutzourogeorgos, Mina

Subject: Fisher College Expansion- OPPOSED to the plan

Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Katélyn,

| was at the meeting last night — for the Fisher College expansion plans, and | want to AGAIN voice my disapproval of this
plan for many reasons. Your speaker was glib and slick - and all the residents saw that clearly. The college is ‘checking
off the boxes’ that you, BRA, require —and you are allowing that to happen. My question is how is an entity like the BRA
is in FAVOR of this?? And why? Because your actions and comments infer that you are in favor of this....that is biased,
not ethical and seems very corruptive.

The first block of beacon st. does not need redevelopment....if Fisher wants to expand, they should look at other places--
like.downtown crossing, S. Boston, etc.  And you and the BRA SHOULD be advocating for that and you should be
adviocating to help redevelop an area that needs it- on all levels. The Back Bay and the residents thereof do NOT need
thlS ‘Nothing about this Fisher expansion plan — does ANYTHING for the positive, for the residents of Beacon St and
surrounding areas. How is the city in favor of collecting less revenue in taxes by allowing these buildings to be under
the:jurisdiction of an institution — and therefore not be paying the type of residential tax that those buildings would
genérate if they were condos? Not to mention all the points that were all brought up yesterday by all the residents-ALL
of viHiom are opposed to this plan. Be clear about this ~ that ALL residents of this neighborhood are opposed to Fisher's
plan and to your approving this expansion. There will be added stress on the roads, added traffic, added noise, added
trash ‘and left behind debris, and an added student population - that Fisher College cannot control now- let alone, when
they add at least 250-300 students to that population. They have been a terrible neighbor and do not deserve to be
accommodated in their expansion plans in our residential neighborhood of the Back Bay. But even a good neighbor
would not be worthy of this proposal.

I was very disturbed to say the [east, that you as a representative of BRA — assumes that this proposal will go through
and be approved. How is it possible —that the rights of Fisher are ‘assumed’ and the rights and opinions of the residents
of the lower part of Beacon Street are being ignored? | have not met ONE resident of Beacon Street, Berkeley St,
Arlington St or Marlborough St — that wants to see 250+ students added to the first block of Beacon St.  You spoke,
acted and insinuated that this was basically a done deal. That is quite cavalier of you. You should be looking at the
dynamics and residential population of a historic neighborhood, and how to preserve that — NOT how it should be
eventually converted into a college quad for Fisher. Shame on you and your colleagues. This will not be approved
without a real fight from the citizens of this neighborhood — if you plan to act and behave the way that you did Jast night
—+hich was ELUSIVE, not CLEAR, not HONEST, and ASSUMPTIVE.

Fisher college contacts every single building on our block when they need to move students in and
out/graduations/special events — and reserve parking meters for those times — and yet there was not ONE FLYER that
was:distributed to the residents of the neighborhood about this meeting or previous meetings. There is no good will, on
the part of Fisher — b/c they are trying to ‘slide this under the rug’.

Mr Ross, | suggest that you get more involved, and start better representing the citizens and residents of this

nelghborhood — ALL of whom, are opposed to this expansion plan.
Lot 1



For.the record — again — 1 am OPPOSED to expansion of Fisher college and of their student population on Beacon 5t!

Mina Moutzeurogeorgos

Senijor Regional Director — Chicago/Michigan

'Natnxns Global Asset Management

399 Boylston Street, Boston, MA 02116

IVI "857.222.6934| mina. moutzouroqeorcos@nqam natixis.com

Better Thinking Together®
*Durable Portfolio Construction® | Website | Blog | Twitter | YouTube

Affiliated Investment Managers:

Absolute Asia Asset Management | Active Investment Advisors* | AEVV Capital

Management | AlphaSimplex Group | Aurora Investment Management | Capital Growth

Management | Caspian Private Equity | Gateway Investment Advisers | Hansberger Global

Investors | Harris Associates | Loomis, Sayles & Company | Managed Portfolio Advisors® | McDonnell
Investment Management | Reich & Tang Asset Management | Snyder Capital Management | Vaughan
Nelson Investment Management

*a division of NGAM Advisors, L.P.

ST

This'email and any attachments may contain confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient,
please delete the email, notify the sender, destroy all copies and do not redistribute. Note that confidentiality
nghts are not waived due to incorrect fransmission. Natixis Global Asset Management consists of NGAM
Distribution, L.P.,NGAM Advisors, L.P., NGAM, LLC, NGAM S.A., and business development units located
across the globe, each of which is an afﬁliate of Natixis Global Asset Management, S.A. This material shoufd
not be considered a solicitation to buy or an offer to self any product or service to any person in any jurisdiction
where such activity would be unlawful. NGAM Distribution, L.P. and NGAM Advisors,L.P. are located at 399
Boylston Street, Boston, MA 02116. ngam.natixis.com




Hello Ms. Sullivan and Mr. Ross,

My hushand and | are new residents of Beacon Street and we love the Back Bay for all its charm and
historic value. In the proposed Fisher College plan, you are in essence turning this block into a college
campus and rezening this area.

There are a few issues | would like to point out which | believe Mina has as well:

Notification of this plan and “open” meeting has not heen very forthcoming. | heard about this
meeting through word of mouth not by Fisher college, the BRA or any other agency.

Adding a college like campus on this block or anywhere in the Back Bay will devalue all property
values. Residents do not pay millions of dollars to live on a “college campus”.

The Back Bay do not need a redevelopment plan propased by Fisher college. This should be
taken outside the city where “redevelopment” can benefit that area and improve the overall city
of Boston and state of Massachusetts, Is this not what the 8RA mission should represent —
improving locales where its needed?

The slide presentation was very one sided to Fisher College and there were no benefits to the
residents of Back Bay or city of Boston {loss of revenue in an area where real estate assessments
are higher than most sections of Boston). If the city is behind this proposal, | am not seeing the
economic benefit or added value to anyone but Fisher College.

Fisher College cannot control their student activities as it exists now, so how can we believe they
will be able to do so when the population grows to be a few hundred more. The students
already spill into the Boston Garden and smoke marijuana in broad daylight and in the evenings.
This may be presumptuous to know that these individuals are Fisher College students but when
you see them exit one of the buildings on Beacon street and walk over to the Garden and sit on
the park bench and light one up, it leaves very little doubt. There are too many students right
now hanging outside all day long in between ciass and at night time,

| am very opposed to this plan and absolutely do not support any part of it, | am even more surprised
that the city of Boston would support such plan.

Joanne Fleishman
Beacon Street Resident



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Barry Solar [barry.solar@nemoves.com)]
Sent: Friday, May 31, 2013 4:08 PM

To: Suilivan, Kateiyn

Subject: Fisher College- Meeting of May 30

Dear Katelyn,
"l am a resident of Back Bay; and | attended the meeting last night. | want to comment on two of the many disturbing
statements that were made: ‘
1. You stated that the BRA would compile all the issues raised at the meeting into its scoping decision. Your
' statement made it sound as if the BRA’s role in the process would be guite passive. Of course, the speakers last
~ night were laymen; we count on the high-level professional planners and staff to make certain that all the
relevant issues are raised. This proposed expansion of Fisher would result in a major incursion into this
important and historic residential area. We expect the BRA to look at this with intense scrutiny,

2. Youimplied that if Fisher had” no other alternative”, then the IMP would be more likely to he approved.
However, Fisher’s willingness to consider alternatives is colored by its intense desire, as stated by its
representative last night, to “ protect its brand” i.e. to remain in the Back Bay, because that is probably its most
significant feature in attracting enroliment. However, this desire to protect the brand should not allow Fisher to
have a major expansion in the residential and historic part of the Back Bay. Fisher can add facilities in more

- appropriate parts of the city and retain its current presence in the Back Bay. The several buildings that Fisher has
acquired and which are not being used for lawful college use can easily be sold for very high prices and
converted back to residential use, consistent with the neighborhood and its current zoning.

Barry Solar

Barry L. Solar

180 Beacon St. 4G

Boston, Ma. 02116

Cell: 617-823-8855
barry.solar@nemoves.com




Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Susan Domolky [sdomolky@gmail.com)]

Sent: Monday, June 03, 2013 12:24 PM
To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Subject: Fisher College expansion

Folli)w Up Flag: Foliow Up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Katelyn,

We.would like to add our names to the list of neighbors concerned about the Fisher College
expansion plans. We have lived at 96 Beacon Street for four years. During that time, we
héye endured probable Fisher College students loitering by the Fiedler footbridge, smoking,
exchanging drugs for cash, etc etc. To say that we are unhappy about any possible expansion
would be an understatement. While we understand the history of this college in the Back Bay,
we feel that further expansion is totally unwarranted in our residential neighborhood. If
they need additional space, perhaps they should consider moving to a larger location

elsewhere. We support private residences in the locations where they intend to expand.

We. hope that the needs of private tax-paying citizens will be considered in this dispute with
he:college administration. Please tell us how our voices can be heard.

Thank you,

Susan & George Domolky
96..Beacon Street
617-248-6875




-‘Sﬁllivan, Katelyn

From: Susan Morris [susanmorrisuk@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 4:.04 PM

To: Sullivan, Katelyn; Barbara Vogelsang; Tony Morris
Subject: Fisher College

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Fisher College is creating a Back Bay Campus in the first block of Beacon Street by using the
BRA Institutional Master Plan process to rezone two tax assessed properties (139 and 141
Beacon) for use as dormitories. In order to qualify for this program which exempts Fisher from
actually applying to rezone the two properties, Fisher has purchased the Tellus Institute to
increase their property to greater than 150,000 square feet.

1 strenuously object to this plan for the following reasons:

1. The two properties are unsafe architecturally for dormitories.

They have restricted stairways and egress for fire for as many

people Fisher plans to house (43 students per building).

2. The two properties were originally single family dwellings and

the antiquated sewer and water systems cannot support 86 people.

3. Removing two properties from the tax rolls is unconscionable

constdering the high cost of maintaining the historic back bay

streets and infrastructure. Fisher has only made in kind donations
to the PILOT program, giving 76 Boston day students partial
scholarships. Please note Boston students will not be housed in
these buildings.

4. The Back Bay historically supports educational and academic

institutions which enrich the citizens of Boston. Denying the use

of these two buildings for campus like RESIDENTIAL purposes
does not change the historical support for the academic programs
at Fisher.

5. The block of Beacon Street from Arlington to Berkeley is the

"beginning of the Back Bay" but it is also a freeway exit for both

east and west traffic from Storrow Drive. Putting 86 teenagers,

many from international countries with differing traffic laws and

; patterns across a busy street from their classes is more than

e dangerous, it is a tragedy waiting to happen.

R 6. Fisher has been allowed one dormitory in the block considered.
According to public testimony, those students have not respected
the residential zoning of Beacon Street but have been loud and
drunk, vomiting in private gardens, damaging private cars in the
alley, littering with trash and their cigarette butts, playing frisbee in
private gardens, damaging shrubbery and property. If that one
dormitory cannot be controlled by the administration, how will
they control the 86 students proposed for the newly converted
buildings?

7. Approving an IMP for Fisher guarantees zoning exemptions for

them in the future. But it will change the zoning for the families
1




who bought their homes when the zoning was residential and still
is until Fisher asks to nullify the residential zoning of 139 and 141
Beacon Strect.

8. This block in the Back Bay does not need redevelopment.
Market prices and trends are adding useful tax dollars to the city.
But the BRA should let zoning determine what uses are permitted
in the Back Bay. There are limited resources in the city of Boston
and Fisher College should not be using them to rezone without
applying to the Zoning Board.

9. A higher and better use for these properties would be to sell
them for residential use and use the profits to house their students
in an area of Boston that needs redevelopment.

10. Denying this "redevelopment” plan would not negate Fisher
College from marketing itself as a downtown or Back Bay College.
It would mean they are not a campus, but they are still performing
their historical use. I would point out the Back Bay began in 1848
and Fisher began in Somerville in 1939.

11. In good faith(?) Fisher College told the neighbors when they
bought 139 and 141 that they would not use them as dormitories.
The zoning prohibited it. But once Fisher bought the Tellus
Institute they qualified for BRA master planning where they could
work through the assesors office to rezone these currently tax
paying buildings.

12. The Dean of Students spoke about the futility of convincing
mainly international students who live in student residences not to
smoke and Fisher's frustration that banning smoking within 25 feet
of their academic buildings sent the students on to private property.
Yet the IMP moves the admin around the corner on Arlington
Street at the Tellus Institute property out of sight of the students
they are hoping to control. The administration has failed to police
its students on private property, has failed to control restricted
deliveries from semi trucks in in posted areas, failed to curtail
pickups of large busses in traffic contrary to traffic laws. ‘
13. When Fisher College realized the level of opposition (NABB
and others ) at the original meetings, they hired a publicity firm
and did not answer calls from the neighborhood. They asked for
two meetings to discuss the plan during graduations and summer
vacations and a 30 day comment period. The disrespect of the
residents is offensive.

In sum, the IMP should not be approved. It is a waste of taxpayer
money and residents' time to have 6 months of meetings and
reports and power points to review a more than flawed idea
unanimously opposed by the residents of Back Bay. Such energy
should be spent collecting taxes, obeying the zoning laws and
redeveloping areas of Boston in dire straits.

Thank you,

Susan W, Motris
860 992-8534



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Mimi La Camera [miacamera@thefreedomtrail.org)
Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 5:03 PM

To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Subject: Fisher College IMPNF

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

| attended the neighborhood meeting on May 30 and based on the presentation that night, | have a number of concerns
about the plan. |live at 214 Beacon across the streets from a regulated or unregulated (?) student housing for foreign
students. Those students create a disturbance in the neighborhood, staying outdoors winter, spring, summer and fall,
until 3:00 am talking, laughing, and smoking. On occasion, they sit on our front stairs and smoke. We have had
meetings with the city about it, and for a short time it improves but returns to the same behavior soon enough.

Fisher’'s desire to most immediately move 50 students from Hostelling International to Beacon Street will be followed
very quickly by the addition of 300 students. While the expanded number covers the next 10 years, Fisher needs their
tuition money immediately to underwrite the costs of buying buildings and renovating them. | fully expect that the
increase in matriculation will happen immediately.

Iiﬁé\‘re work colleagues at Fisher and respect what the school has done to improve the appearance of the campus on
Beacon Street. But there have been several schools who have determined that this location in Back Bay is not suitable
for a. college i think it is not also, and do not support Fisher's IMPNF expansion plans. Neighborhood impact will be too
severe: noise, drinking and smoking on the street and alleys; a shooting a few short years ago; sewer and water demand;
alley traffic; impact on the street of heavy delivery trucks, parking, crossing the street regularly, and more. |don’t think
any,of us signed up to live on a collage campus. For most of us our house investment is our major investment and
Flshers expansion will negatively impact that as well. Absent that, there are several compelling reasons why it's not the
rlght place for a college,

Thank you.

el

Mimi La Camera

President, Freedom Trail Foundation

99 Chauncy 5t Suite 401

Boston, MA 02111

617:357.8300 x 201
mlacamera@ThefFreedomTrail.org
http://www.TheFreedomTrail.org

Become a fan of the Freedom Trail on Facebook




Su'llivan, Katelyn

From: Abhijit Prabhu [abhijit. prabhu@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 5:54 PM

To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Subject: Comments regarding Fisher College IMPNF
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Katelyn,

As aresident at 127 Beacon Street from 2002-2007 and 2009-present, | have found Fisher College's noise levels
and trash levels to be much higher than average for Back Bay, creating an unpleasant situation. It's particularly
difficult to sleep at night with loud raucous noise outside. Ihave yet to see an instance where Fisher College's
police department actually cracks down on noise violations.

1 th_ink adding more beds to an already loud and crowded part of Beacon Street would create more problems for
the.city. It would be one thing if I felt that Fisher College was a good neighbor, but I have not found them to be
one during the many years they have been my neighbor.

Best,
Abhijit Prabhu

127 Beacon Street
Boston MA 02116



rSuIIlvan Katelyn

From BarbaraVogelsang@ao!.com

Sent: Wednesday, June 05, 2013 7:57 AM

To:. Sullivan, Katelyn

Cc: susanmorrisuk@yahoo.com; vogelsan@bu.edu
Subject: Fisher College

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Katelyn Sullivan:

For the following reasons we vehemently object to Fisher College’s expansion plan, in which it wants to rezone
two taxed properties (139 and 141 Beacon Street) and vastly increase the number of students in its
dormitories.

1) - Fisher is already creating lots of disturbances for the neighborhood, which is totally unfit for a campus.
" There is virtually no outdoor space for students to live during their leisure time. If the additional
dormitories are allowed the neighborhood will fully lose its character and the property values for
35. “residential buildings and apartments ciose to Fisher will plummet. We moved into this neighborhood
because of its high residential value, paid top dollars for our properties and are paying among the highest
property taxes in the city. As property owners we consider this as a taking of our property and reserve the
‘. right for compensation and reduced property taxes.
2) - Fisher has proven itself to not be trustworthy and to be a bad neighbor..
a) A few years ago at a public meeting the Fisher president declared that Fisher had no intention
.+ whatsoever to convert the residential buildings 139 and 141 Beacon Streets into dormitories, He
% assured me again privately.
'b) Neighbors to current Fisher dormitories stated in the May 30 meeting that they were victims of Fisher
and that they felt constantly harassed by loud, drunken students playing excessively loud music and
“partying to late hours and that Fisher did nothing to alleviate their complaints. There is absolutely no
reason to believe that Fisher will do a better job in policing so many more students if they cannot do it
~ with their current smaller student population.
STY""f:‘fThe two properties are unsafe for the 86 students, whom Fisher wants to move into them and will create
** a fire hazard for the adjacent properties.

In'sum, Fisher should not be allowed to proceed with the conversion of properties from residential use to
dormitories on the back of the neighbors. Converting two small residential buildings into dormitories for 86
students will create a tragedy waiting to happen. If Fisher wants to build additional dormitories they should do
S0 'ir‘_.l areas that require and can accommodate more development,

Thé‘hk you for your consideration,

Barbara and Ingo Vogelsang

303 Berkeley Street, Unit 9



TO: Katelyn Sullivan
Boston Redevelopment Authority
City of Boston
One City Hall Square
Boston, MA 02201

From: Kim and Charles Perkins
109 Beacon Street
Boston, MA 02116
Kymchuck@gmail.com

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the growth plan of Fisher College
and ask the BRA to deny Fisher’s request.

Let me preface my remarks by saying that my wife teaches at Boston University and
I was at Stanford for many years; we both enjoy young people and enjoy Boston’s
academic atmosphere. We do not feel, however, that Fisher College expansion in a
historic residential neighborhood serves either the community or Fisher students.
We have lived in the Back Bay for 12 years and attest from experience that Fisher
College has not been a good neighbor. Fisher managers stated last week that being
located in our historic Back Bay neighborhood is a marketing strength for them.
[ronically their proposal for large growth in the Back Bay will irreversibly change its
essential character. Other colleges in Boston found ways to thrive within the city
while respecting the city’s neighborhoods. The proposed Fisher expansion should
be rejected. '

The Back Bay is part of a busy city and is therefore an active neighborhood. The
neighborhood changes noticeably, however, during the months when Fisher is in
session. From my personal experience, Fisher has done a poor job of both managing
student interaction with residents and responding to problems. There have been
numerous unpleasant incidents on our block of Beacon Street alone that have gone
unnoticed by Fisher security and management. For example:

1. We pick up cigarette butts and trash daily from our steps and front garden
during the months when Fisher is in session.

2. We have watched students wearing Fisher sweatshirts spitting on the
sidewalk and throwing trash in our garden.

3. We periodically pick up beer and whiskey bottles from our garden.

4. Groups of noisy and often drunken students collect on our front steps late at
night, which disturbs our evenings and our sleep.

5. We periodically clean vomit from our sidewalk and our garden.

6. We are occasionally forced to listen to drunken students hanging out of
windows in the dorm across the street and yelling at passers by.

7. We put up with loud music from the dorm across the street. This is
especially a problem is summer when we’d like to have windows open.



8. Students walk in our garden to retrieve balls and etc. trampling the plants
and we occasionally have plant pots on our stairs smashed for no apparent
reason.

9. The neighborhood is disrupted pericdically by the move-in/move-
out/graduation days. These days would become increasingly chaotic with a
greater student population.

I am sure that neighbors on Marlborough Street and Comm Ave have their own
stories to tell. Fisher management seems not to care since this has been going on for
years. We cannot permit Fisher to expand in the Back Bay; these problems will
increase exponentially if student population grows to the proposed level.

1. Parking: This isalready a parking shortage in Back Bay; adding a large
number of students and staff can only make that worse. Fisher stated they
will discourage resident students from using cars, but in reality most 20-year
olds have a car and many will park in our already parking-challenged
neighborhood. In addition, with Fisher classroom growth, more non-resident
Fisher students will drive into Back Bay daily and require additional daytime
parking. The parking problem will be far worse if Fisher is allowed to grow
as proposed.

2. Neighborhood character - Given the proposed Fisher dorm population
density, students will outnumber residents in the area for several blocks
around. While the immediate effect would be on Beacon Street, the excessive
student population will change the residential character of the surrounding
Back Bay neighborhood. Students will not spend their time locked in their
dorms; they will be out in the neighborhood day and night. The Back Bay is
one of the most historic and well-preserved residential neighborhoods in
America. We cannot turn Beacon and Marlborough Streets into a student
quad. There are 4 elementary schools between Fairfield and Brimmer
Streets and at least 3 playgrounds between the Frog Pond and Clarendon
Street. We should be encouraging families who pay taxes, not college
students, into the Back Bay. I fear that expansion now will set a precedent
for further expansion by Fisher and others, eventually eroding the Back Bay
neighborhood character block by block.

3. Noise and Mischief - With an increase in student population, there will be
yet more noise, more trash, more smoking, more mischief, greater numbers
of students coming home late from night clubs and bars and just hanging out
like all young people do. This should not be permitted in a residential
neighborhood.

4. Congestion - Beacon Street is a busy city artery with an exit from Storrow at
Arlington and an entrance to Storrow at Berkeley. We walk and drive on
Beacon Street and the surrounding streets daily. With Fisher buildings on
both sides of Beacon Street, we already see students jaywalking and
interrupting traffic. With the proposed growth including new dorms on



Beacon Street, a 2,500 SF student services addition, and a 2,000 SF student
terrace, traffic will be greatly impacted. Having to listen to horns honking
morning and evening is not pleasant and that will unavoidably become far
worse unless Fisher’s growth plan is denied. Further, double-parked
delivery trucks at Fisher are a frequent problem both morning and evening.
Increased student density will unavoidably require more paper, more books,
more laundry, more food, Coke, pizzas, trash removal, maintenance workers,
FEDEX trucks and, combined with more student traffic (on foot and in cars),
will significantly worsen the congestion and traffic noise in one of the most
historic neighborhoods in America.

. Property values - Having met with a Back Bay realtor on this issue, it is
clear that, for all the above reasons, property values will significantly
decrease on Beacon Street and other streets as the student-effect ripples
outward. The equity in our home is a significant part of our retirement funds
and inheritance to our children. In the realtor’s opinion, Fisher's action will
have a direct financial impact on my family and my neighbors. If this occurs,
we will definitely consult a lawyer about our options. From another point of
view, the present residents have maintained the integrity of these historic
buildings very well. If property values decline while noise, congestion and
vandalism increase, owners will sell. Who will buy a home in the middle of a
college dorm area and how will they maintain the unique history of the Back
Bay? The character of the Back Bay will irreversibly change

. Demand on infrastructure - I understood from last week’s meeting that as
Fisher re-zones buildings from private residence to college dorm there will
be fewer residential homes being taxed {(and maybe with lower value) even
while Fisher’'s demand on city services increases. Demand for water, sewage,
trash removal, traffic lights, police protection, etc. will increase while the tax
base decreases. Devaluation of property values resulting from degradation
of the neighborhood could potentially result in further property tax loss for
the city.

. Options for Student Housing - Housing students in a neighborhood where
they cannot feel somewhat free to be young doesn’t serve them well. Mixing
students in amongst angry residents doesn’t serve either group. Fisher has
other options to house students in and around the Back Bay in a way that
better serves both residents and students. Fisher could expand on Boylston
Street, for example, and still be a part of the Back Bay without changing the
Back Bay as a residential neighborhood. There are many other options if
planners would consider them. Emerson, Suffolk, and Bay State have all
developed growth plans without destroying the neighborhood from whence
they came. Even BU has grown tremendously while perched just on the edge
of Back Bay without destroying Back Bay as a neighborhood.

. Fisher disregard of residents - Fisher College has demonstrated little
concern for its neighbors over the past years regarding student behavior.
With the proposed student density increase, those problems will become



exponentially worse. Ilearned at last week’s meeting that Fisher has been
buying Back Bay buildings for several years to reach a critical mass, and is
now pushing their growth request through as fast as possible. Fisher could
have involved its neighbors early in the planning process to develop a plan
that worked for residents and Fisher management. Fisher chose instead to
work quietly behind the scenes and only notified residents when rezoning
rules mandated public discussion. Further, while Fisher has been planning
this growth for years, they clearly intended to limit public discussion to the
minimum required by city zoning rules. Fisher’s disingenuous approach and
the history summarized above demonstrate a glaring lack of concern for the
neighborhood.

In summary, | have no confidence whatsoever that Fisher will suddenly change
its level of respect for neighbors. If history is a predictor of the future, the
number of student-related problems will grow exponentially. I am convinced
that traffic, congestion and vandalism will all increase along with increased
demand on city services, while tax base and property values decrease. In the
long term, the current Back Bay residents will be replaced by people who don’t
mind living amid student dorms, and the character of the Back Bay will
irreversibly change. The Fisher zoning request is entirely self serving and only
harms the neighborhood. I see no benefit at all for residents and ask that the
Fisher growth proposal be denied.



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Diane Schmalensee [diane@schmalensee.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2013 6:24 AM

To: Sullivan, Katetyn

Subject: Fisher College Plans

Dear Ms.Sullivan,

We are writing as residents and tax payers of the Back Bay to express our strong opposition to the plan put forth by Fisher
College to degrade Beacon Street from an upscale and charming residential area for people of all ages into a college
dormitory that pays no taxes, over-burdens the streets and sidewalks.

We have endured years of students smoking and discarding their gum and litter in front of the Fisher College buildings.
We have had to walk in the street to avoid the clots of students congregating on the sidewalk who will not give way to
other pedestrians. We have put up with the loud noise and impolite behavior, double parking and aggressive driving in
the evenings - especially on the weekends. We do NOT want more of this or to see it spread beyond the existing
buildings. The administration of the college tries to mitigate, with lovely landscaping and janitorial service on the
sidewalks, but this is not enough.

Please ask that Fisher, like Emerson and other colleges make use of commercial properties and areas already zoned non-
residential in order to expand. There are plenty of other spots within walking or biking distance. Do not allow Fisher to
use single family homes and limited-family condos as dorms.

P!ease do NOT ruin our neighborhood. The Back Bay is famous for being one of the best places to live in Boston. This
w1ll seriously injure our property values and the quality of life. Why allow Fisher to continue its land grab when almost
no one from Fisher is a voter or tax payer in the City of Boston and so many of the rest of us who will be affected are
politically and economically involved in the City?

Dlane Schmalensee
172 Beacon Street, #4
Boston, MA 02117



Samuel Plimpton
100 Beacon Street

Boston, MA 02116

June 6, 2013

Ms. Katelyn Sullivan

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Boston City Hall, 9" Floor

One City Hall Place

Boston, MA 02201

RE: Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form {“IMPNF”)

Dear Ms. Sullivan:

| write to object to the IMPNF as presented at the 6/18/13 Task Force public meeting. The Fisher
College impact on our neighborhood is already detrimental, without any of the increases contemplated
in the IMPNF, as you heard repeatedly from all of the Task Force and from all of the neighbors present.
Attached is an exhibit which details some of the impacts of the proposed IMPNF on the neighborhood:

- 61% increase in beds from 289 to 466 in our neighborhood

- 34% increase in students in our neighborhood

- Virtually no tax payments to Boston, versus a potential of over $1,000,000 per year
- 500% population density increase as compared to a market residential use

Our street is clogged with loitering students at all hours, visitors, faculty and staff (only 11% of
employees live in Boston), delivery trucks, sports vans, and the city is burdened with the additional costs
of servicing this dense population. It would be beneficial to the quality of life in our historic
neighborhood were the H-3-65 current residential zoning strictly enforced. Fisher should be encouraged
to make a long-term plan to relocate to an appropriate site that could revitalize a new neighborhood
and provide the school with better facilities {parking, loading docks, outdoor space expansion capacity,
housing, etc.). Permitting Fisher College to expand uses prohibited under H-3-65 residential zoning
would diminish and degrade the quality and value of our neighborhood, and would reduce tax revenues
from currently taxable properties.



Sarmuel Plimpton
100 Beacon Street
Boston, MA 02116

June 6, 2013

I stand ready to work with Fisher on an appropriately timed relocation plan. Please reject this damaging
IMP in the overall best interests of the neighborhood, and of the citizens of Boston.

Sincerely yours,

Sam Plimpton

Attachment: Density and Tax Analyses

cc: Mayor Thomas Menino
Mr. Peter Meade, Director, Boston Redevelopment Authority
Mr. Gerald Autler, Senior Project Manager, Boston Redevelopment Authority
Mr. Howard Kassler, Chair, Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay
Mr. Will Brownsherger, Massachusetts State Senate
Mr. Jay Livingstone, Candidate, Massachusetts House of Representatives
District Eight City Counselor Michael Ross
City Counselor at Large Stephen Murphy
City Counselor at Large John R. Connolly
City Counselor at Large Ayanna Pressley
City Counselor at Large Felix Arroyo
Ms. Shaina Aubourg, Mayor’s Office of Neighborhood Services
Mr. William Young, Senior Preservation Planner, Back Bay Historic District
Mr. Steve Young, Chair, Beacon Hill Civic Association
Ms. Anne Brooke, President, Friends of the Public Garden
Dr. Thomas McGovern, President, Fisher College
Task Force members



Property Assessed Land |Assessed Building| Assessed Total |Exm Parcels.f. GFA Living Sq.ft
02-100 Beacon Street $1,784,121 $2,949,813 54,733,934 |E 4,950 16,545 16,54
.04 Beacon Street $1,352,063 52,234,585 53,586,648 |E 3,750 10,470 8,97
.08 Beacon Street $2,163,790 53,576,143 55,739,933 |E 6,000 15,870 13,47
06 Beacon Street 51,405,852 52,323,483 $3,729,335 |E 3,900 10,830 9,27
.11 Beacon Sireet $561,800 51,178,200 $1,740,000 |E 2,464 8,520 7,11
.12 Beacon Street 51,135,684 51,876,970 $3,012,654 |E 3,150 8,670 747
.14 Beacon Sireet $1,081,895 51,788,072 32,869,967 |E 3,000 8,670 7,47
15 Beacon Sireet $931,500 51,274,000 $2,205,500 |T 2,464 9,336 7,621
18 Beacon Street $2,163,790 $3,848,143 $6,011,933 |E 6,000 21,600 18,00
16 Beacon Street 51,135,684 51,876,970 53,012,654 |E 3,150 8,670 7,471
L31 Beacon Street $1,238,100 $1,932,400 $3,170,500 |E 2,795 10,320 8,70
L33 Beacon Street $1,025,300 $2,145,200 $3,170,500 |E 2,795 9,984 8,36
141 Beacon Street 5668,900 51,145,100 $1,814,000 [T 2,464 8,256 6,88i
139 Beacon Street $1,045,100 51,493,900 $2,539,000 |T 2,240 7,800 6,504
L Arlington Street $1,439,200 $1,166,300 $2,605,500 |E . 4,351 11,926 9,62
10 Arlington Street $613,500 $505,000 51,118,500 |? 2,200 8,000 6,68
11 Arlington Street $727,900 $699,100 $1,427,000 [? 2,750 10,240 8,59

Total 2013 assessment $52,487,558 total sellable, total occupanc
2013 due if all taxed at residential rate {$13.14) $689,687 total value®
Tax on Taxable parcels $ 52,816 Total tax-annu;

Not included:(a)dorm on Stuart St. (b) It could not be determined where the School made a total of $163,000 payments

Notes:

1. Sellable area assumes at 70% of Gross Floor Area (GFA)
2. Occupancy assumed at 2/1000 s.f. of seilable areas

3. Value assumed at $600 psf selling price

4. Assessmemnt data is for fiscal year 2013

5. Tax rate is 2013 residental rate of $13.14; not known if taxable rates were comme
6. Per Fisher filings- does not include staff or faculty load: 34 Faculty, 90 staff fulll time; 122 part time faculty
7. Institutional Plan submittal by Fisher to BRA on June 7 2013, requests 61% increase in Beds in neighborhood

0.01314



100 Beacon Sireet
Boston, MA 02116

Ms. Katelyn Sullivan

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Boston City Hall, 9™ Floor

One City Hall Place

Boston, MA 02201

RE: Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form {“IMPNF")
Dear Katelyn:

| am writing to object to the proposed IMPNF submitted to the B.R.A. by Fisher College. |live on the
block in question, and feel the college already creates very difficult impacts on our neighborhood,
before any increase in density. The proposal increases the dorm beds in our block from 289 to 466
(61%) and the student count from 820 to 1100 (34%), and that is without accounting for resulting
increases in staff, faculty, service/delivery vehicles, and visitors. The City has made great strides to work
with local neighhorhoods to preserve and enhance residential neighborhoods and parks. This IMPNE
would create substantial negative impacts on residents, no tax dollars, and few benefits for allowing
non-conforming dorm and institutional uses to expand in a historical residential zoned H-3-65
neighborhood.

Please encourage Fisher to withdraw the plan, and to work constructively with neighbors to craft a
long-term exit plan from this historic residential neighborhood. That exit would produce tangible
benefits in terms of reducing density, increasing taxes, noise reduction, traffic reduction, disturbance
reduction, and lower demand for rubbish/water/sewer/power. Please do not damage our
neighborhood by approving this plan.

Sincerely yours,

/QM—

Wendy Shattuck

Cc

Mayor Thomas Menino

Mr. Peter Meade, Director, Boston Redevelopment Authority
Mr. Henry Leg, citizen

Antonia Pollak, Commissioner, Boston Parks



Sullivan, Katelyn

From: marie small [mariewsmall@yahoo.com)
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2013 11:20 AM
To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Subject: Fisher College Expansion

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms Sullivan,

I am writing to express my concern over the expansion plans of Fisher College in the Back Bay area of Boston. This is

a residential area and any further expansion by Fisher will continue to make it feel less and less like a residential area.
Fisher already causes may traffic delays, students leave litter and clog residential egress from our own buildings. We don't
want late night noise to worsen. Congregation of large groups of people can be un-nerving for residents esp in the later
evening. It doesn't seem that Fisher college is aware of the problems their students may cause residents or they look the
other way.

Fisher College should find a nearby area that already has more commercial buildings.

Any further expansion by Fisher College in Back Bay (esp Beacon Street) will increase tensions between residents and
the Fisher students which would could be detrimental to both groups.

thank you for listening,

Regards,

Marie Webster

109.Beacon st

5_,Q3§099391
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Executive Summary -

The Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay (NABB) reaffirms its strong opposition to
any extension, increase or intensification of college use in the H-3-65 residentially zoned
section of the Back Bay Historic District. The Proposed Institutional Master Plan presented
by Fisher College would be a detriment to the Back Bay neighborhood, its residents and the
City as a whole. It completely dlsregards the established zoning standards of the residential
section of the Back Bay Historic District as well as City policy that has guided and protected

the development of the district over the last forty years.

Use item #16A“Collége or university granting degrees by authority of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts” has for thirty-five years been a forbidden use in the H-3-65 zone of the -
residential section of the Back Bay Historic District. By definition a forbidden use does not

“conform fo the plan for the City as a whole” and has a detrimental impact on and is injurious
to the neighborhood. Expansion of mstltutlonal use in the residential district is contrary to the
interests of the residents. ' -

TAX CONSEQUENCES

The legally abutting properties on the Arlmgton to Berkeley Street block of Beacon Street,

the Beacon to Commonwealth Avenue blocks of Arlington Street, and on the north side of the
Arlmgton to Berkeley Street block of Marlborough Street currently contain 217 residential
condominiums, 3 single family residences and 12 apartment buildings, with some 130
apartments. Taken together, these represent about 350 residences, essentially all of which
were acquired in reliance on the protections-inherent in the residential zoning of the Back
Bay. These properties represent at least $410 million in combined tax assessment value and
contribute some $4.7 million annually in real estate tax revenues to the City of Boston.

The proposed intensification of college use. would remove significant taxable and potentially
taxable properties at 111, 115, 139 and 141 Beacon Street and 10/11 Arlington Street from

the City’s tax role and would have a depressmg impact on the values of essentlally all
propertles in the area,

| ;ZONING ISSUES

Fiéher' College has demonstrated a history of ignoring the zoning standards of the district,

_putting properties into college use without applicable zoning in place.

1011 Arlington Street. In 2012, w:thout zoning in place to enable college use or outreach to

abutters and the community, Fisher College contracted to purchase.the 10/11 Arlingtori Street
property owned by the Tellus Institute. Fisher College allocated $15,000 000 for the purchase
and renovation of the property.

118 Beacon The proposed two-story rear yard addltlon to 118 Beacon Street would be in
direct confliet with the density limit of the Zoning Code, defined by the applicable 3.0 FAR
(floor area ratio). Strict adherence to the FAR density limit of the Zoning Code is one of the
most important dimensional zoning provisions protecting the Back Bay Historic District, and
one that has been consistenitly upheld by the Board of Appeal. The proposal also violates the -

Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay, Inc. .
160 Commonwealth Avenue L8, Boston, MA 02116-2749 Tel 617.247.3961  info@nabbonline.com wwwy nahbonline.com
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L Inadequate ﬁ‘acxhties Gwen thezr age: ancf dens:t’y* the Fxsher Coileg@ fac;ht{es in Basck Bay have dszieulty

Cinat ! no géé:rkzng anyfzme"’ toy mm on. tﬁe. Ste:rr@w .Dr.;ve of
o tsol!ey deliveries to Fisher Coll
o the east and inthe. tunnei commg from the west, creatmg clear anci mafetial ,hoazards

2

B ;:Guicighnes of the Back Bay Archltectural Commlsswn, whlch state that rear yard addmons over one stary m _
. hc[ght are mapproprtate : _ . _ _

1_.115§ 139, 141 Beacon Streeig Fishar propases. to con\!eri these thme apartment buzidmgs o dormztoxy use.

| "The Mayor s stated abjectwe isto have; schebols construct dmmtory housing for their students, not & use.or.
. me)dgfy ex;stmg re31denual properties for this purpose The City is not well sewed bya pimx that chances
' resrdentfal housmg to dormitaries. and would ehrmnate an estimated: $85 0{}9 annually in tax revenue.

133 Beacon Street. There | is no zoning decision 1e£ter in the on—lme ﬁles of the Inspecﬂonai Services :
Department extending the conditional dormxtory use of 133 Beacon Street beyond the June 30, 2009 . The
propetty at 133 Beacon Street was ongmaﬂy put mto dormitory use by Fisher College without the necessary

zZoning mhef bt subsequenﬂy was granted dorrmtary use relief by the Board {z)f Appeal subject tor ‘the Bs:owsa - |
that the zoning would expire after three; years, This. reqmmd Pisher Co!lage to renew the zomng use

' '_:persc:dxcaﬂy as 2 protection for. the abutters.

- 111 Beacon Street. In 2010 Flsher Col Iege Wf,ih no Qutreach torthe. oommumty——acquued the Butcra_Schi_. -
of Art propen‘y at' 111 Beacen Street Thf: Butera Schoot of Art operated for many years as @ zoninig yse | o
: '#18 “Trade, profesmmi orother School” asa. feraproﬁt school. conmbutmg apprommateiy $35 000 annually
_ =;tG the City’s tax revenues. FiSher College put the pmperty into use as a use item #16A “College or zémv_ ity o

granting degrees by aut&oniy--'bf the. Commonwealth of Ma:smchmeﬁs » 'w;{heut app!ymo fozf a ohange cf uSe =

E _‘-_'permxt to- the Inspeeuanai Semces Dagaf&msnt and remevad the: property from the City’s tax. rolf,"

| :-'Qm manmmssrms

. Nelghbors are alteady burdened vmh angoing prcsbiems &ssr.)mated w:th Esim Coﬂe«e : cmme_mt aperaus;m& o
" These problems will become worse if the college is allowed: t&expand its em‘ol!mem :md_ : njvessex;ce& cm:wert S
- the block of Beacon. Street bemem A.rlmgton and. Bcrkeiey infoa campus o o

"szﬁcanon of Cs &ge :_5

"fiﬂkmg, iertering;
enitial community.
.-gdockmmaekef oa

lege. This backs up traffic into the 'hxghwspaed iaaes ef Storrow 1 'rwe th ]

' anes. Because Fisher Coﬁege d@es n:at have any of the onsgite athletw facﬁmes t,ypxcai‘of_ accliege of zts
“size,itis necessary to make- extensive tise of buses to transport students and athletes to'off-s '
* facilities and game venties. Thgse'basses regularly double park on Beacon Street & nded: periot
: backups and hazards Much of this activity occurs at the end. of !:he d&y darmg rush haur, 1mpactmg bath

off- _"te practice: .
tods, cmatmg .

Tesidertial and commuter traffic ob Beacm Stfeet

| - Off-Hour Truck Behverzes‘ Given the fes:dentxai nature of Beacan Street, truck: trafﬁc is. iegaiiy resmcwd -
: between 11:00 PM and 7200 AM. Without regard to this: restnctzon, tmcks servmcv Esher Coilege regx.ﬂarly _ '

park on Beacon Street for extended periods. star&mg as-early as 6: DGAM

: Trash Msnagement. Osferﬂowwg dumpsters are an ongomg issue and onie that would only be exacerbated

by any increase in the intensity of use by Fisher: Coliege Thisis pamcuiariy troublesome given. that the

. school’s cafetena operatzon p:‘oduces trash that mcludes food products and mevntably attraets verrmn
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June 7,2013

Mes. Katéiyn'S:ul!iVan -

Boston Redevelopment Authority
Boston City Hall, Ninth Floor

One City Hall Place, Boston, MA 02201

Re: Fisher College Institutional Master Plan Notification Form

Dear Ms. Sullivan;

The Nelghborhood Assoc1atnon of the Back. Bay reaffirms its strong opposition to any
extension, increase, or intensification of college use in the H—3-65 residentially zoned

“section of the. Back Bay Historic District, including any conversion of residential housing

to dormitory use, conversion of any buildings to other college use, or any extension of
grandfathered non—conformmg college properties. The Neighborhood Association further -

~opposes any attempt to use the Article 80 process torezone any portion of the remdentlally

zoned section of the Back Bay Historic District to implement use and/or dimensional
zoning changes that have been denied by, or would otherwise not be obtainable through

~ the Board of Appeal process.

INCOMPA?TIBILITY WITH UNDERLYING ZONING

| The proposed extension of college and dormitory use in the H-3-65 residentially zoned

section of the Back Bay Historic District is flagrantly contrary to over forty years of -
successful zoning policy and directly contrary to the Standards for Institutional Master
Plan Review Approval defined in Section 80D-4 of the Code, specxﬁcally

“(b) the Institutional Master Plan conforms to the plan for the City as a whole; and . -

(c) on balance, nothing in the Institutional Master Plan will be injurious to the
neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare, weighing all the beneﬁts
and burdens.”

In glaring contradiction to the assertion on page 34 of the Institutional Master Plan
Notification Form presented by Fisher College college or university:use is not a |
conditional use in the H-3-65 residential zoning of the Back Bay Historic District. Zoning
use item #16A “College or umverszty granrmg degrees by aurhon!y of the Commonwealth

ection of the Back Bay Hxstonc District, a cohééqﬁence ofa three—year process in whlch
several schools, including Fisher College, participated, Even before that designation, the
Board of Appeal denied petitions by Fisher College and others seeking extensions of
college use in the Arlington to Berkeley Street block of Beacon Street.

Neighborheod Association of the Back Bay, Inc.
160 Commonwealth Avenue L8, Boston, MA 02116 2749 Tel 617.247.3961 info@nabhoniine.com  www.nabbonline.com
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- nd its 1975 denials pursuant to BZC #3336 and BZC #3337 (see Atta.chment i the Board sta.te¢ '

“The Board also ﬁnds that the specific site is not an appropriate kocation for. such use, that the
propased use will adversely affect the neighborhood, that a nuisance will be created by the use, that.
" there will be a serious hazard 1o vehicles and pedestrians, and that adequate arl appropriate
: facz!ztse;s cannot be previded on this locus for praper operatm of the: mtended use,

“The board is certain that them is no justification w{zatsaever Jor relaxing t}m pmmmm of the: Code
- and concludes that none af the conditions reqmred mxder Article 6; Seaxmn 6-3 of the Bestcm Zamng
o Code have beenmet.” : :

; _--';By deﬁmaon a fﬂrhidden use does. not “conform.to the plan jor the szy asa wlw!s " and has a
d trimental tmpaet on and is injurious to the neighborhood. Intense co?iege Hise mevxtabky entails i xmpacts
ona. restﬁennat ncaghborhood that are. damagmg This is part,icutar}y the case inthe current mgtaﬁce The

4

' -laﬁi;: Bay i3 c@mposed af histanc structures wiuch an their: nafure do: nﬂtha (= the facﬂ nes neeessary to-

4 'uatﬁly suggort even’ Esher 'q. current grandfathemd wliege use, A

eittion any mﬁzrease or

L Since tha Board of Appeal s 1975 demals of Fisher: College 3 petttmms seeking eansmn of cofiege use in 5
L the Arhngton to Berkeley. Street blacls: of Beacon Street and: the subsequentdemgna&z@n of callege use as a |
¢ forbidden use in the H-3-65 residentially zoned section of the Back Bayﬂ:étenc District, the
L ned ghborhﬁod has chariged dramatically (see Attachiment 2). With the departure of Emerson,
i Chambeﬂayne Kathering Gibbs. and Sxmmons, among others, the. remdezm 2
" Historie District has evolved from a mixture of schools, d@nmteries
e and-apartmenm to-ar area demmated by owner-oceupied resident;
S sm o famzfy h@me
e th& atea far morg mappm;snate t@day

ion: Qif Ehe Back Ba_y

makmg the prospects af any exteusmn, imi‘&a €€

LR The direCt!y rm;;a,cted i.e. Tegally abut;mg, propemes to, Fisher Coliege 5 pmposed plan.on the-Adington.
. toBetkeley Street block of Beacon Street, the Reacon to Cﬁmmonwmit '

" Streetand on thie north side of the Aslington to Berk&lcy Street block of Marlbamugh Street currently
. - containa tofai of 217 mestly me@r-occupmd residential nndomxmums, 3. smgie famziy residences and

IORENS apmmant bu;ldmgs thh an estzmated tetai of 130 apartments, cempnsmg a total of abom 350 '

-Avenue blacks of Arimgt@n '

o $410 mﬁh@n in combmed zax assessment value and conm,bute in thc order of $4 7 rmihen annuaiiy in re:ai

estate tax revemues to the City of Boston. These owners acqmred their property in reiiam:c upof. the

- protecuons inherent in the. exxstmg res1dent1ai zoning of the- dlstrzct

-The mtroducnon to the Institutional Master Pian section of Axﬂcle 8& Secnan 80D-1 ent;tled

- “Institutional Master Plan Review: T;tle, Purpose " provides:



SRS 101‘11 Arlmg n;;Sir@et

.. Given'the izmxted size:of 10/11 Atlzngtzm Street property, tius reprcsmis some of the hig
- estdtein the: city of Bostan, evez; exmdmg the va!ues of mes!; luxury penﬂlonse Qondommxums in -

o M@Katelyn Sulfivan
- June 7, 2013 ~Page 301 8

“The purpose of Institutional Master Plan Review is to provide for the weli—pfann&d devela;;ment of
- Institutional uses in order to enhance their pu&lzc service.and economic deveiapmenr role inthe.
: wrroundmg netghborhoods

. The Nexghborhood Association believes that the current zoning for the residential dx strict has already
. ageomplished this goal. We believe that increase and/or mtens:ﬁcatmn of: ceilege use-inthe H-3-65 _
o msxﬁenﬂaﬂy Zoned: district of the. Back Bay Historie DJStHCI would: have ittle: pubhc service benefit to the o

surmﬁndmg neighbarhood and'the City as a whole, espemaily whea compamd toaltémative growth

i posszhﬂme& for Fisher Coilege Rather than having an- econotnic devefcxgmenx role, we: believe extension
: '.of donmtery aad caiiege uge wouid ser:ve asa mgntf cant ec:onexm depx:essant on. thc loeai cammumty

o '_ eciucauena} rmssmn best by dlreezmg xts growth to any Qf a number ef aon—msidéntial m‘aa& i tha mty Qf
B 'Bosm or. m the gtcater Boston area. - :

3 assessmcnts of ail resifiﬁntxal pmpariies i the 1medxate area and ulnma ety on ihexr;ta : pr@ce&ds to the
- Cxty uf Boston Pix;:thes:, extension. aﬂdﬂor mtenszfieaaon of ccallega usa wauld
_ beneﬁma}: dwelapment of the% fﬁW rema&mng underutjhzcd propertms int e area.

. SEE 'mc ZONING ISSUES |

'fsmumge contmmng

W;thaut zening mfpiaee.toenab}e college use nor outreach to abuztaers ami the commumiy, Figher: Dellc;ge - f: -
; 1210 @utchase the 10/11 Adlington St;re‘ t:’;}mpmty owned by the’ ellus

B Instltute Per the publm_reoor_ Fisher College has alicx:ated a total of $i5 000,000 to be-.fﬁnded by tax} '

nrchase of the propeity, renovations thereto. and equxpmgnt (see ttachment 4.

exempt bonds for the. _
ghest priced real B

8 gnature bmidmgs

Tha Bmard of Appeal addressed & substanﬂaily identical sztuazzen inthe apphcable H~3a65 rasuziential
~zoning of the Back Bay Historic District in. 1996 pursuant to BZC #18343. Tn that zoning appeala school

' sought to subst:tate an educat;ozzal use for the non- p,roﬁt, office use of the building at 247 Cﬂmmonwealth

Averiue that had for many years been the offices of the- American Cancer Soiciety. That pef;txon was

summarrly demed by thé Board of Appeai spcr:lﬁcaliy inits varba% motion because the Board found that a

“school” use weuld be more ‘objectionable and detnmentai to the nelghborhood than & noaconformmg
nonypmﬁt Office ‘use.
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Reporte-dly the proposed use of the 10/11 Arlington Street propcrty by Fisher College would be as ofﬁce
space for the school's administrators currently located at 102-118 Beacon: Street. That proposed use of the
10711 Astirigton Street pmpemes would be parucuiar}y detrimental to the COMmnunity bccause the
transferrmg of staff frem 102-118 Beacon Street to 10711 Arhngton Street

= 1) Wmﬁd epen substanﬂal space at 102-118 Beacon:Street for: extengion-and mtenmﬁcatxon of student
operanom at the ssh 0 ’s aiwady madequate Beacan Street famhtxes wzth mnsequent mcrease of '

-2) W@uld remove. the Fisher Coilege s hxgher echelon staff from the immedxate area of the coil:ega 8

_ .Beaocm Street student focus. causing the coi!ege s staff to be in effe:ct absentees and thereby ess
. sensitive to and les "';ta_rcsg)ond to.the myriad i issues that mevxtably arise Wlth a Gencenm@n of -
district. : -'

' 'I‘n its D (;ambcré 2012_L.etter of Intent to the BRA. Flsher Caﬂega stated:.

' “Fisker s strategic plan requires, that the. cof?ege gmw its erzmi?mam jmm 820 students taday o

- q;b'a‘zi;_‘_g’, I‘()f) in the nekt ten years in order 1o remain compenm:e academically; to have the size tkaf N
Laliaws ﬁ?r breai‘h an dep!{z in curriculum and trammg, and to.operate i ;wonommaily S

Sl manner. The aeademic mission of the College ‘to-change lives by positioning students. in
o .i’hezr aest for tké-‘ 7 _jwiedge am’ ssz!s that wzil guzde tkem rizrattgh a ngenme af mt@ﬂecmaf cmd

B mumclpal sewwas

. Needless to sa.y there ave a multttucie of opportum ties to invest: $15 E}ﬂ{} 0.0 in- the Boston or greater

Boston area outsnda the: resxdennal communities to ac:qmre geveral tzmea t;he fiet. square footage available
at 10/11 Arimgton Stteet. Such investment could enable Fis%;er Co!lege 10 'more. eﬁeetively serve alarger
= and more diverse number af students ina iccation whe:e the school couié mdeed bea coﬂmbutmg factor

| > 'm the local comumty



. Ms. Katelyn Sultivan
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- .Pmposed Rear Yard Extensmn 118 Beacon Street

The proposed two story rear yard addition to 118 Beacon Street would be dlrect{y in conf}fct with the
| 3'dens{ty limit of the Zoning Code defined by the appiicabie 30 FAR (floor area ratio). Strict adherence to

o B Ehe FAR densnsy hrmt of the Z@mng Code is canszdezed ta he ona of the mo it 'xmpm*tant dxmensxonai

: _'.has, inf
fthannﬁ"

cepti Aestabhs}mdmmna beggught |
to effemanextensmnef aforbldden T f., 3 ', % counter to th -esidantxal Guxdelznes of the

‘Back an Architectural Cormmissio 3 :
o story in hei ght” arg: mapgmpnatc

1 ' for c:mly 4 short permci and thns are net able to be m ’Gotrm the _schoel m pmger behavxor

- Parking

Contrary 1o thf: statement on page 34 of the' Fisher Col[ege: Iﬁsﬁmﬁ(}ﬁal Master Fian Notlﬁcation Form, -
" the Restricted Parking Overlay District desi gnzmon does not relieve an ¢ tension of a zemng use 16A
L “Caﬂege or umvers:ty granting degrees by aut:honty of the Cemmnweaith of Massachusetts not-&
. dormitory Zoning use item #11, #12 or #13 fmthe off~street parlang rsquxrements of Artlcie 23 “Off-
| “Street Parking” of the Zonmg Code.




 tothe Cxty s tax revenues.  Fisher Cotlege, withont appiym

o dggree& by autfwnty of the: Cammanwealth of Massackusetfs thua @

. i

coaperate wn:h its: resmeni;a{ abutters

M, Katétyn Sullivan

June 7, 3013 ~ Page 6 of &

Ottter Open Zoning Fssues

Ffsher College originally put 133 Beaocm Street i into dormltory use without mmng relief over forty years.

' agcr and has since dzsregarded the apphcable zanmg reqmremﬁnts wg ith respect !;o addu;ional properﬁes

- Ili Beacun St:reet' In 2010 F’isher Coliege wzthaut Quireach e therwmmpmty, acquired the Butera .

‘School-of Art property at 1 11 Beacan Street. Butera Schoo
zoning use item #18 “Trade, pmfesssomf or otlier Seko«fzi ¥

rated or many yeaxs as afor gmﬁt

o of At g

geor: z{mvers‘ziy grmtmg

change of use permit, put the property into: aforb;ddcn usee’tsm'# .A
Beard of Appeai heanng

133-Beacon Sﬁreet* There i js still no zoning deczsiun lett;er in the m—liﬁe fiies af the Inspectmnai Semces o ’

'mt extending. ezéormiwry condmonal' se

QUALITY OF LIFE. ISSUES

_ servmg even EES current stndem body, makmg e-wes#écﬁs of any: expaﬁszon'.or mtensﬁicatzcm of“ mﬂege .
' -use highly disturbing: Thase limitations are reflected in the mul%ztude of already cx:stmg quahty of life

com‘piamts of the resxdenhal dbutters and wauld eniy be: worsened by any extenszon, mcrease or
‘intensification of the ccﬂege use. :

- Notably the;re sno. loadmg dc;ck torserve the 10@418 Beacen Street prapemes, mctudmg Fisher

College’s cafeteria, which by its nature reqmres frequem; defiveries, There has beena: hzst@ry of chronic _
overflowing trash. “The lack of of ‘on-site athlehc and other facilities typzcal of 4. coiiege Tequires the
extensive use of buSES whmh doubie park. ta I;Qafi on Beacan Street ta:tz‘ansport students to chﬁi’ venues.

{(H __pECEI nal_erv&esbééamﬁwntfma‘;__ ', o



. of th:s'aota v;ty occurs at the end of the éay dunng rush hofur 'Ext

Ms, Katelya Sullivan
| June7, 7013 - Page 7 of 8

) . Because c)f the absence of a traditional colfege campus for sackahzam on and: other re:creatmnal activi tzes
rmuch of that burden fails onthe nexghbenng commungty, mcludmg frequent student us& @f the Esplanade :

weather ami the seasons, wi ll do httle to miti gate the student ;mpaet on remdennal abutters and locai

) _facﬂ;txes

 Thered ss a high level of trafi“ ¢ congestion on Beacon Street from double; parking of student. drop—affs a,nd
' plckt nps Regardiess of any supposed restnnnons, a num % r,of stucients d{:- bnng cars to the area, e

orl_- isen tff caﬁon of that use

_ Ag & cmnsequence of ti:us ctef‘c;eucy, dalzvary gmckg ngﬁﬂri S

college use would only exacerbate this srtuaaen aud the rmpact ot i)oth the res;dent;ai ne; ghborho@d a.nd
on. Beaeoﬁ Street traffic. . _

i Offwﬁour Trnck Delwenes' Giventhe resxdentrai nature of Baac@n Sireeta fuck traffic is legally

restricted from 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM.. Without regard to thxs restriction and contrary to the assertion in
fhe Insutuuon;al Master Plan Notification Form, tmcks serving Fisher C@lié 4~nmab1y aCocaCola
delivery truckmregulariy patk on Beacon: Street for extended periods st : eariy as 6 00.AM,
apparentiy seekmg toavoid the Iater Beacen Street traffic and parkmg iim_ 8. 'E’his mevxtabiy dlsturhs the
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Ms. Katelyn Suflivan
- June 7, 2013 —Page 8 of 8

reszdenuai abutters with early morning noise of unloading and loading Coke cornitainers (see Attachmv;nt
8). Uﬂfortunately the already congested Bedcon Street tfafflc and: parkmg situation makes italmost
inevitable that vendors will seek to make dehverxes at non—pemntted eariy hours.

Trash. Management: Fre:quent mfercfiowmg trash (S@e Acttachmy t9) is alrﬁady an on-going issue and

. one: that would onlfy be e:xazerbated by any extension or mcfease nithe intensity of use: by F?“;sher Cﬁiiege, .
“This is: parucularly troublesome given that with the: sg:hmf‘s cafetema’ Qiaerauon the trash includes-food
_ pmducts and thereby mevztabiy attracts vex:mxn ' - :

In sum the Proposed Instrtutmnai Master P‘ian prescmed By Frxsher Coliege wﬂl i adqpted bea matemi ;
demment to the district, ifs res;clents, the: many abuiters @ he: Cityas. a whole' It represents flagrant -
dlsregard of the established zonmg standards of the residentially mneéi secnon of the Back‘ Bay Historic
Bxsfrjct and to City. palmy that has guzded and prot&cted &ierecova,: ev tmn a,nd dﬁvelc:pmant ef the
msmarzlmi d;smct over the East ferty years L . e

Sincerely,

gawg;d:g_assf@, Chaitman

HI{fsé

o Attachmems
o :_._;x;_:-.-: :_-M¢erThamasMMenla0

'i.--'-'Mr FeierMeacie, D:r_ S,

Me. Jaysmvmgsme, Candigl_ ':Massaeﬁﬁsat:;é_ﬁ&mgﬁ'ﬁ@p@smm&% :
‘Distriot Eight City Councilor Michael Ross R
City Couneilor at L.axge &te;phﬂn Murphy

City Councilor at Large Johyi R Connolly

- City Councilor at Large Ayanna Pmssley

City Coungilor at Large Fetix Amoyo -

Ms. Shaina Aubﬂurg, Mayor’s Office of ngbbarh, Semees

Mr. William Young, Semoz Presewauon Plasiner, Back ‘Bay. Hastc)nc sttnct
- Mr-Bieve Y()ung, Chair, Beaccm Hﬂt CWiL Assocmuon o .
Ms Anne Brooke, President; Friends: of the Public Garden

Dr. Thomas Mc(}ovem Pfesuieut Fisher Ccﬂege

Task: Force mcmbﬁm :
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ATTACHMENT 1:

BZC #3336 and BZC #3337 Re: 131 and 133 Beacon Street
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RICHARD 11, THUMA, JR.
Building Commissioner
BICHARD L GRANARA, JR.
LEQ F. MARTIN
JAMES T, BEID

Assistant Builedi ng
Commissioners

Mr. Scoe i,

OFFICE OF Tyg BUILDING co

ATTACHMENT 1:

~ SITY OF Boston BZC #3336 AND BZC #3337
BUILDING DEPARTH ENT
MMISSIONER 131 AND 133 BEACON STREET
Bighth Ploor, City pop ' -

) T City Hall Squges .
BO3TON, Me'a.%SACHUSE’I‘IS {2201

e —— e,

April 10, 1975
Updated notice

Fisher, President

sher Junier College
ills Beacon 'Street

Baston,

Massachusetig 62116

-

Re: ip_pii_'cation. 4 2385

Dear giy,

Your app'gi‘;
would be in VIC
Chapter 655;

Section 8-6

Section B7 :

lation of the Boston Zoning

:;'Use_ Ttem 1Geg
 Within an FeBuy

Dated 3-25-75
Location 133 Beacon Street, wa. 5; H-5-70 Zone
Purpoge Change of ocCupaney From lodging house ang
dining zoom #g classroomg (school) ang
dining voom, No work to pe done,

cation cited above ig hereby refused as same

Cods to wWits -

;Ac;.a"&s of 1956 as emended, Article g,

Amy change in use of 2 Conditional Use Yeguires
' Board of App

cal approval,

q A school is
0

a Conditional Use.
Zone Digtr

lct ang raguires Board
. oF Appeni approval,
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“the owners of all.property decraed Hy -the Board ta be aflected thereby, 4y they

CITY OF BG5ToN

BOARD OF APPEAL

OFFICE OF THz BOARD af APPRAL,

=3 _
L :
2 - July l_. 1975
gt
Degiston of e Boded of Appeal on the Appeal of
=5 [

oy : -
Fisher Junior College

1o vary the ko o (he T uston Zoning Cedo vndey Eintite 1836, Chapicr 684, an emerred, Section 8, nk premises:

¥

133 Beacon ;E_&treet, Ward 5 °

in the following respect: Conditional Use =
Articles 8(8-5) land B{8~7164) ¢ . To allow oTcupancy to be changed from
lodging house and dining Toom to schogl classrooms and dining roocm in an
Apartment House H{H-5.T70) ‘distriet )

LR —

i

In his formal appezﬁ,-j the appellant sear sbriefly in writing the groynds of and the ressons for fiis eppeat
from. tho refimal of the Buflding Commission +-«5'sed forth fn papevs oy Rl numbered BZO 3338 angd
made & part of this vecord. ¢ ¢ :

In canfa‘z-mity witly .hc. Taw, the Board mailed seagtnable netive of the pullichearing o the petitioner and to
‘appenred on the then most receut

Toeal fax Bist, which netive of public hezying 'wag duly adverticedt in 5 daily: newspaper publisied in the City of

Bostan, namely:

.

5 The Herald American, June 17, 1975

The Board look s view of the petiticnier's danid, examined it location, Tayout and other chiraelaiistics,

The Boston Redevelo pment Authority wére sent notiee of the apueal by the Building Department ss pre-

seribed In thie Code and the Board hasugs teraived o xeport velative to.the Proposed rse from them, within the pro.
sevibed time, ) . 2

i

R S Mhh- LR
: : -

Aftar hea;rjérrg'all ‘the faotsg and evidence. presented at the public

hearing held on uesday, Tuly 1, 1975, im

focordance with notice ang

advertisement: aﬁo;t-ementioned,_ and after having listened to those present

3T e

who wished o e heard i eprbogition to the petition, the Board fingds

The _appelléz{t Sppeals to be relieved of complying with the afore-
mentioned section fo tbe Boston Zoning Code - all as Pexr Application

for Permit #2385, dated March 25,

1975, and plans submitted to the

‘Board at itg bearing and now on file in the Building Department.

«
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CIfY OF BOSTON

OFFICE OF THE BOARO oF APPREAL

July i, 1975

Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of

Case #BZC—3336 Page 2

The premises ip guastion zre located in the Back: Bay area of the Cit ofF
Bogton, inm = 2onind &istricﬁ;aesignatea {H-5-70) Apartment House, Apnellant's
appiication for = building Parmit was denied;by the Building Commissioner
for violation of Statute 1956, Chapter €45, Articles 8(8-5) and 8(8-7.16a)

At the hesring helé on Tuesday, Jﬁiy 1, 1975, g number of people were pPresent
in oprosition to this appeai, ‘

The Board finds-théﬁ all the gdnditions-:equirea for granting a Conditional

Use under Article 8. Section 6.3 of the Code have not been met.

Thie Board also £in
use, £h

éé that the Specific site is not an appronmriate locatian
for such a at the

promosed uge will adversely affect the neighborhood,
53 ] that there will be a sericus
hazard to vehicles ang pedestrians, and that adegquate and Aprropriate
facilities cannot b provided on kthis locus for the bProper operation of the

The Board ig cert&in that there ig np Justifi

the provisions of the Code and conciudag that none of tye conditions required
ungder Artiecle &, Seotlon 6.3 of the Boston Zoning Code
w8 B e > wie

The Board ig of the epinion thas the appellant &3 no
reasons to gatisfy|the Board that 311 the conditions under which the Boarg
may grant a Conditienal Use as specified in Article -6, Section 6-3, of the
Zoning Coge have been met, fHor to cause the Boarg to come to g conclusion
that thislgs a speqi?ié'case where a literal enforcement of

T advance sufficient

¥
|
t
. i
H
i
§

R S e = e Priestley, gy, Chad rman
: - Lherlen ¥, Spillane, Secratary

. e - ?@f _ R'é McDonough )

. 25Ered Gross.

| T X ®Richard J. Demnig, Subged tute

. &

T % George ¥, guakins, decenasd



Ly * B D 104
ﬁ CITY OF BosTOn
__BUILDING DEPARTHMENT

M @FFICE OF THE BUILDING COMM!SSIONER
o ¥ Bighth Floor, City g
r . 1 City Hall Square .
) e n v o0 adsnem oy
[ 1 wicharp L.GRANARA, IR, | '

LEG F. MARTIN 5 .
: JAMES T, REID : i . s I
(1 Assistant Ruliding - . - -apri] 1g, 1,9 75
o Commissicnars Updated notice
1 Mr. Scott AL Fisher
o President i
M Fisher Junibs Collega
: 118 Beacon Street
] Boston, Ma_:sﬁs‘achusetts_ 02116 _ _
[1  Re: Application #2384  Dated 3-25~75
' ' Location 131 Beacon Street, wa, s, H~5-70 Zone
BE | Purpose Change of Occupancy from dormitory tq
T E classroomg {school), nNo work to be done,
0
j : Your application cited above ig hereby refused as same
L : _
28 would be'in:?a;olation of the Boston Zoning Code to wit:-
L P
'R Chapter '6’6'5;4_, Acts of 1954 as amended, Article §.

;| Board of Appeal approval.

[ |
{',.] : Section 8-—6;' Any change in use °f a Conditional Use reguires
{

1 Saction 8-7 | Use Item 3.-6_-a- & school is g Conditional Uge Within
: (1 an H-5-79 Zone District ang tequires Board of
} 4Appeal approval. '

|

L1 |
i

4 % R TR

} : . - " “

] ¥
o 95 Very truly yours,

1 Py ;5

N /

| QN AT o

) ¢ . "

o ﬁ . Jr.
. . For the %&?ﬁ%’% Efom %&%ﬁér X
: IME:1g P

e —————.

If you appeal, -,Vi’flr-.;ﬁﬂ.}é‘s;é!—_m_wzﬁut.hzétmg_rup;a;l.iéi by a copy of the certified

e with your @pp{ic_atien.

w“’“"“"‘“’*&nea.[“wi thin forty-

-
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0 vary |IEHedE af-the Mo
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i

131 Beacon;

i

in the following rospegls G
Articles B(B-6) an

dormitory to schogl

i
i
1
i

. 5
Decision @the Béwrd of Appeal an the Sppest of
m o

CITY OF BOSTON
BGARD OF APPEAL

[EU R U T

OFFICE OF THE ZOARD oF RPPEAL,

¥

Tuly 1, 1975

& o
wﬂéx;%ber J‘L%nlor College

om-Zening Code,under Statute 1955, Chapicr 565,

o amended, Seation 8, premisea:

Street, Warg 5

onditional Use
G B(B.7-16A): To allow cccupancy to be changed from
classrooms in an Apartment Touse (H-5-70) districe

In his formin} appeal, the appellant stat
from the vefussl of the Buildiiig Commissioner
mades part of thisréeord. |,

i eonformity with the l;mv, the Doard mailed seasnnads
B awaers of ol property decihed by the Board to be affectod thereby,
Joeal tax lige, which notice of publie heaving s duly

Boston, naniely:

The Board took o Fiey

es briefly in writing the grounds of ani the reastis for his appeal

as.set forth in papers on file mumbered SZC 3337 and

ta notice of the prebiie heuring ¢6 vhe petitioner and to

as they appeared on ihe then most recent
advertised in 3 daily newspaper published in the City of

The Herald american, June 17, 1978

¢ oI {he petilioner's land, examined ‘its lucation, layeut and other charnéteristics,

The Boston Redevslo

o
. 1 nerit Authority were senk notive: of the appeal by -the Building Department a8 pre-
sevibed in the Cade and the Reivd has st veg

seribed time,

After hearing
hearing held on Tae

adverti sement afor:

: eived a report-relative ta the broposed use from thew, w5thin the pres

811 the facts and evidence presented at the public
2sday, July 1, 1975, in acedrdance with notice andg

c Cehentioned, and after having listened to those bregent
who wished to be B¢

&5 followssy

_ The appell_.aniii:
mentioned sectionic

for Permit 42384, &
Board at 1te hearjgr

»2rd in opposition to the retition,

the Board finds

appeals to be relieved of Com
£ the Boston Zoning Code =~ all ag

=




»

" in opposition to this appeal, .
H

" Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appesl of

. ’ M, Ax oz
; .
: CITY OF BOSTON

 BOARD OF APPEAL

=

2] ;

x= :
I :
m o OFFISE OF THE BOARD OF APREAL
 8u _
- _%: : ] - July 1, lo7s
— At - : .
5 I°

3
= 3

Case #B7C-3337 Page 2

The premises in question are locaked. in the Rack Bay ares of the Clty of
Boston, in a zoning district designated (H-5-70) Apartment Bouse., Annellant's
EPPLidation for a Luilding permit was denied by the Building Commissiconer

for violation of Statute 1956, Chapter 665, Articies 8(8<6) and B(B-7-16a).

i :
At the hearing held on Tuesday, July 1, 1875, a munber of pecple were present
1 : )

The Board findgg thavft =1} the conditions re;zu-ired for granting a Conditional
Tge under Article'&'g, Section 63 of +he Code have not been met,

The Board also Findg ‘that the specific site is mot an appropriate ldacation
for such a use, that the broposed use will adversely affect the neighborhood, -
that a nuisance Wikl be created by the use, that there will be a serious
hazani_to vebicles land vedegériansg, and that adequate and appropriate

facllities cannos He provided on _this locus for the proper operation of the
intended use, S

£

The Board is certain that ther:=

] igs ne justificstien whatever for relaxing
the provisions of the Code and conclud

udes thet none of the conditions required
under Article 6., Saichion 6.3 of the Boston Zoning Code have been met.
Ths Bomed 1s of th opinion that the appellant did not advance sufificient
reasons to gsetigfy she Board L1 the K. 1
Tay grant = Conditibonal Use 88 specifisd in Arvicle 6
Zoning Code have been mek, zor o cenge the

of the Zoning Act, Therefors, the Board {the members and the substitute
member sitting on this appeal} is of the opinion that .the Bullding.
Commissioner was Justis

APPEAY, DrsMrssep . e +

Signed duly 15, 1975

Jobhn W, Priestiey, Jr. Chetrman
Charles ¥, Spillane, Seuretary
Frank R, McDonough '
Alfred Gross

* Richard J, Demnis, Substitute

a
o, .

* George W. Judkins, deceaged
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ATTACHMENT 2:

USE: 1970-2013

i
:

i
4

BACK BAY HOUSE?S CONVERTED FROM DORMITORIES OR SCHOOL

{
|
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BACK BAY HOUSES CONVERTED FROM DORMITORIES OR

SCHOOL USE: 1970-2013

The jollowing is a summary of buildings were used for dormitories or school (classroom, office,
etc.) purposes and have been converted back into 1o residential use (apartments, condominiums,

or single-family residences). Included are buildings located between B
Street, Arlington through Massachusett,

Newbury Street nor west of Massachusetts Avenue.

eacon and Newbury
s Avenue. This list does not include buildings on

Address of School or Doimitory

Year converted Back to
Residential Use

Former School

L

4 Arlington 1993 Katharine Gibbs
5 Arlington 1993 Katharine (3ibbs
6 Arlington 2007 Gibbs; Emerson
100 Beacon 2007 Emerson
126 Beacon (school bldg.} 2003 Emerson
128 Beacon (school bidg 2003 Emerson
130 Beacon (school bldg.) 2003 Emerson
132 Beacon 2008 Emerson
134 Beacon 2008 Emerson
145 Beacon 2003 Emerson
148 Beacon 1999 Emerson
150 Beacon z 1999 Emerson
175 Beacon 1984 Emerson
177 Beacon ; 1974 Chamberlayne
181 Beacon Legalized as apartments in Fisher
1984 (existing condition)
183 Beacon Legalized as apartments in Fisher
1984 (existing condition)
190 Beacon 1977 Emerson
191 Beacon 2005 Emerson
206 Beacon 1976 Emerson
211 Beacon Legalized as apartments in Chamberlayne
1992 (existing condition)
212 Beacon 1973 Burdett College (lessee)
315 Beacon 1981 Emerson, Chamberlayne
317 Beacon 1983 Emetson, Chamberlayne
357 Beacon 1981 Emerson (lessee)
359 Beacon 1981 Emerson (lessee)
477 Beacon 1979 Boston University
303 Berkeley 2003 Emerson
274 Clarendon 1974 Chamberlayne
278 Clarendon 1978 Chamberlayne
16 Commonwealth 1974 Chamberlayne
21 Commonwealth 1975 Chamberlayne




Address of School or Dormitory | Year converted Back to Former School
Residential Use
25 Commonwealth 1997 Mass General Hospital
28 Commonwealth 1975 Chamberlayne
49 Commonwealth (school bldg) | 2003 Simmions
51 Commonwealth (school bldg) 2003 Simmons
59 Commonwealth ' Legalized as apartments in Chamberlayne
1984 (existing condition)
63 Commonwealth 1984 Chamberlayne
116 Commonwalth , 1978 Chamberlayne
128 Commonwealth (school bldg) | 1993 Chamberlayne
130 Commonwealth (school bidg) | 1993 Chamberlayne
131 Commonwealth 1972 Boston University
135 Commonwealth 1975 Chamberlayne
148 Commonwealth 1976 Chamberlayne
198 Commonwealth 1997 Newbury College
200 Commonwealth 1998 Newbury College
202 Commonwealth 1998 Newbury College
204 Commonwealth 1998 Newbury College
211 Commonwealth (school bldg) | 1975 Chamberlayne
232 Commonwealth | 1975 ‘Chamberlayne
274 Commonwealth 1976 Chamberlayne
276 Commonwealth 1976 Chamberlayne
278 Commonwealth 1976 Chamberlayne
280 Commonwealth ! 1976 Chamberlayne
282 Commowealth 1976 Chamberlayne
- 298 Commonwealth 1978 Chamberlayne
315 Commonwealth 1981 Garland
319 Commonwealth 1983 Garland
321 Commonwealth 1983 Garland
325 Commonwealth 1976 Chamberlayne
329 Commonwealth 1981 Garland
337 Commonwealth. 1983 Garland
339 Commonwealth 1983 Garland
341 Commonwealth 1981 Garland
343 Commonwealth | 1983 Garland
349 Commonwealth 1979 Garland
5 Fairfield 1975 _ Chamberlayne
29 Gloucester Legalized as apartments in ‘Chamberlayne
2005 (existing condition) ,
34 Gloucester 1975 Chamberlayne
18 Hereford 1976 | Chamberlayne
40 Hereford 1978 Miss Farmer’s
28 Marlborough 1979 Fisher
86 Marlborough 1974 Fisher, Emerson




L.

]

| Address of School or Dormitory

Year converted Back to.

Former School

Residential Use
90 Marlborough (school bidg.) 1989 Katharine Gibbs;
' Chamberlain School of
V. Retailing
138 Marlborough 1995 Newbury College
163 Marlborough 1984 Cambridge School of
: Business
199 Marlborough 1976 Chamberlayne
238 Marlborough 1976 Chamberlayne




ATTACHMENT 3:

IMMEDIATELY IM
TAX ASSESSMENT

[PACTED ABUTTERS
VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX ASSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

Recap:

Assessment Values and Annual Real Fstate Taxes:

Tax Assessment

‘ i Values
Residential 'Pfoperties Assessment Valures
Beacon Strt?et' from Arlington S’ﬁreet to Berkeley Street: 241,615,616
Arlington Street' From Beacon Street to Commonweslth Avenue 116,160,741
North Side of Marlberough- Street from Arlington to Berkeley Street 92,611,800
Totai Residential Pmpertles 410,388,157
Fisher College Schiool Properties 43,384,258

Fisher. College Investment Apartments (115, 139, 141 Beacon. Street) _ 6,558,500

TFotals

Residential Occupancies

460,330,915

Beacon Stré:et from Arlington Street to Berkeley Street:

Total Residential Condominiums

Total Single Family Units

Estimated Apartmiént Units in Seven Buildings
Subtotal

Arlingtun‘$treet from Beacon Sgreet to Commonwealth Avenue:

Total Residential Condominiums

Tetal Single Family Unifs

Estimated Apartment Units in Seven Buildings
Sabtotat

Nnrth‘Sid_eé of Marlborough Street from Arlington Street to Berkeley Street

Combined 'I;‘otais

Total Residential Condominiums

Teotal Single Family Units

Estimated Apartment Units in Seven Buildings
Subtotal

Tota! Residential Condeminiums

Total Single Family Units

Estimated Apartment uaits in Seven Buildings
Totat Residential Units

Current

Annual Tax

2,117,969
LA47510

1,104,943

4,670,422
8,693
86,177

4,765,292

125

70
196

40

40

52
60
114
217

130
347




Lod
)
§
5
{_}

(3

&
.
(]
(]
8

~

r , T

[—

ATTACHMENT 3: TAX AS

Address

100 Beaci}n Street

Unit#1A
Unit#1B
Unit#1C
Unit #2A

Unit #2B

Unit #3A
Unit #38
Unit #4A
Unit #4B
Unit #5A

Unit #5B

Unit #6
Unit #7
Unit #8
Unit #PHA.
Unit #PHB
Unit #PS-1
Unit #P8.2
Unit #GPS-1
Unit #GPS-2
Utiit #GPS-3
Unit #GPS-4
Unit #GPS-5
Unit #GPS-6
Unit #GPS.7
Unit #GPS-§
Unit #GPS-9
Unit #GPS-10
Unit #GPS-11
Uhit #GPS-12
Unit #GPS-13
Unit #GPS-14
Unit #GPS-15
Unit #GPS-16
Unit #GPS-17
. Subtotals

101 Beacon Street
102 Beacon Street

103 Beaéon Street

Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Unit #5
Unit #6
Subtotals

Type

Condominium

Apartment Bldg

Tax Assessed Value

Page 2 af11

SSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

1. Pr’upertiées on Beacon Street Between Arlington Street and Berkeley Street

Current Anxiual Tax

443,700

661,800
1,726,500
1,687,300
1,374,100
1,687,300
1,672,400
1,689,300
1,750,300
1,726,400
1,682,300
4,126,300
4,126,300

4,132,400,
3,581,900

4,358,600
36,800
36,800
50,600

50,600

50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600
- 50,600
50,600
50,600
50,600

50,600

Fisher College (Mortimer Hall)

Condominium

355,800
336,900
281,000
316,600

594,700
1,239,210

5,830
8,696
22,686
22,171
20,683
22,171
21,975
22,197
22,998
22,684
22,111
54,219
54,219
54,299
47,066
57,272
483
433
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
664
37,561,200 ' 493,531

3,310,000 43,493
4,734,634 Exempt

4,675
4426
3.692
4,160
7.814
16,283

3,124.210 41,050
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX AS-SES‘SMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

i. Propertiés on Beacon Stre

Address
104 Beacbn Street

105 Beacon Street
Unit #1
Unit #1-A
Unit #2
Uniit: #3
Unit #4
Unit #5 3
Unit #6
Unit #7
Unit #8
Unit #9
Unit #10

Subtotals

106 Beac%on- Street
107 Beacon Street
108/110 Beacon Street

109 Bcaéon Street

Unit #1

Unit #2

Uit #3

Unit #4

Uit #5

Unit #6
:Subtotals
111 _Bea_(éo_n.Street
112 Beacon Street
113 Beacon Street
114 Beacon Street
113 Beax;::on Street
116 Beaq‘on Street
117 Bcaci:on Street

118 Beaéon Street
118 Beacon Street

119 Beacon Street

Unit #1

Unit #2

Unit #3

Unit #4

Unit #5

Unit #6
Subtotals

Type Tax Assessed Value
Fisher College (Smith Hall) 3,586,648
Condominium

255,100
263,300
221,500
354,800
347,500
357,000
348,700
339,700
371,500
338,600
755,900
3,953,600
Fisher College (Smith Hall) 3,729,335
Apartment Bldg 1,875,500
Fisher College | 5,736,933
Condominium
577,700
697,900
663,800
715,800
721,100
1,379,600
4,755,900
Fisher Coilege 1,740,000
Fisher College (Florence Hall) 3,012,654
Apartment Bldg 2,332,000
Fisher College (Florence Hall) - 2,869,967
Apartment Bidg (Fisher College) 2,205,500
Fisher College (Florence Hall) 3,012,654
Single Family 4,514,538
Fisher College 5,739,933
Industrial - Fisher College 272,000
Condominium
519,600
688,900
805,800
714,300
865,400
1,177,500
' 4,771,500

et Between Arlington Street and Berkeley Street (continued)

3,352
3,459
2,910
4,662
4,566
4,690
4,581
4,463
4,381
4,449
9,932

7.590
9,170
8,722
9,405
9475

18,127

6,827
9,052
10,588
9,385
11,371

15472

Page 3 of 1T

Current Annual Tax

Exempt

51,945
Exempt
24,644
Exempt

62,489
Exempt
Exempt

30,642
Exempt

28,980
Exempt

59,321

Exempt
8,693

62,695
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX A éSSESE*«»I‘KI]?JJ.\IT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

1. Properties on Beacon Street Between Arlington Strect and Berkeley Street (continued)
- Address Type Tax Assessed Value Current Annual Tax
120 Beacon Street Condominium
] Unit #1-A 269,900 3,546
Unit #1-B 248,500 3,265
(7 Unit #2 794,000 10,433
Unit #3 989,300 12,959
(3 Unit #4 888,000 11,668
] Unit #5 | 878,300 11,540
{3 Unit #6 ; 949,400 12,475
) Unit #7 974,000 12,798
M ‘Subtotals : 5,991,400 78,684
[ 121 Beacon Street Condominium
Unit #1 ; 594,200 7,807
[] Unit#2 684,600 8,995
: Unit #3 736,000 9,671
(1 Unit #4 776,000 10,196
Unit #5 s 820,000 10,538
(1. Unit #6 1,052,000 ' 13,823 -
' , Subtotals _ 4,662,800 61,630
] 122 Beacon Street Condominium
: Unit #1 265,900 3,493
(] Unit #2 784,600 10,309
o Unit #3 805,400 10,582
(] Unit #4 ; 854,200 11,224
i Linit #5 859,900 11,299
» Unit #6 861,900 11,325
L Unit #7 882,000 11,589
(] Subtotals 5,313,900 69,821
(] 124 Beacon Street E Condominium
T Unit #1-F 379,900 4,991
ry Unit #1-R i 465,900 6,121
; Unit #3-F 564,000 7,410
Sh Unit #3-R 540,600 7,103
Unit #5-F 325,300 4274
) Unit #5-R f 375,200 4,930
) Unit #6-F 568,700 7472
) Unit #6-R 606,300 7,966
; Unit #G-F 268,800 3,532
' ) Unit #G-R 248,700 3,267
Unit #PH-F : 675,700 8,878
) Unit #PH-R 934,200 12,275
: Subtotals : 3,953,300 78,219
P :
]
} §
J
]
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ATTACHMENT 3:

L. Properties on Beacon Stré

. Address

125 Beacon Sireat
Unitt #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Unit #5
Unit #6
Unit #7
Unit #8
Unit #9
Unit #10
Unit #11
Usit #12
Unit #13

Subtotals

127 Beacon Sireet
Uniit #1
- Unit#2
Unit #11
Unit#12.
Unit #21
Unit #22
Unit #31
Unit #32
Unjit #41
Unit #42
Uit #51
Unit #52
Subtotats

128 Beacon Street
Unit #A
Uit #8
Unit #C:
Unit #D
Unit #E
Unit #F
Unit #G
Unit #H
Unit #
Unit #K
Unit #L
Subtotals
129 Beacon Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Uit #4
‘Subtotals

H

i

TAX A;éSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE T

I
i

Type Tax Assessed Value

Condominium
301,900
326,900
455,800
567,600
455,800
424,800
455,800
429 400
469,900
432,800
474,600
435,600
822,800

Condominium
322,800
373,100
248,200
388,200
397,300
363,300
424,400
362,100
424.500
362,100
450,600

372,000

Condominium .

3,749,960
3,043,800

758,800
4,540,810
2,859,000
1,619,900
2,007,800
3,291,000
3,418,500
2,696,400

3,839,000
—— 7

Condominiym
1,380,500
618,600
1,078,200

1,403,500

5,993,100

4,490,500

31919910

4,480,800

PageSof 11

AXES

et Between Arlington Street and Berkeley Street (continued)

Current Annual Tax
=drrent aAnnual Tax

3,966
4,295
5,989
6,669
5,989
5.581
5,989
5,642
6,174
5,686
6,236
5,715
10,811

4,241
4,902
3,274
5.102
5,220
4,780
5,576
4,757
5,583
4,957
5,920

4,890

49,273
40,061

9,970
59,666
37,567
21,285
27,565
43,243
44,919
35,430

30,444

18,139

8,128
14,167
18,441

78,742

5,002

419,473

58,875
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX AS

L. Properties on Beacon Street Between Arlington Strect and Berkeley Street (continued)

Address

131 Beac?n Street

133 Beacc?n Street
135 Beacon Street
137 Beacggm Street
139 Beac@n Street
141 Beacém Street

143/ 145 Beac{m Street (303 Berkeld
Un;xt #1/3 '

Unit #2

Unit #4

Un:it #5

Unit #6

Unit #7

Unit 48

Unit #9
Subtotals

Totals, Beaeaq Straet (From Arhngttm Street fo Berkeley Street)

Total Res:dentlal Units (Beacon bt

PageGofi1y

SESSMEN'I‘ VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

Type Tax Assessed Value

Fisher College (Carty Hall) 3,170,500
Fisher College (Carty Hall) 3,170,500
Apartinent Bldg 1,919,000
Gibson House Museum 286,500
Apartment Bldg (Fisher College) 2,539,000
Apartment Bldg (Fisher College) 1,814,000
y S8t} Condominium
3,435,000
2,233 400
1,967,800
1,852,100
1,839,700
1,631,900
1,822,200
2,286,000 ,
201,615,616

reet from Arlington Street to Berkeley Street)

Total Residential Condominiums
Tutal Single Family Units

Total Residential Units

Estimated Apartment Units in Seven Buildings

Current Annual Tax

45,143
29,346
25,856
24,336
24,173
21,443
23,943
30,038

Exempt
Exempt
25215
Exempt
33,362
23,835

224,278
2,117,969

125

70
196
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1 ATTACIIMENT 3: TAX ASSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

H 2. Properties on Arlington Street Between Beacon Street and Commonwealth Avenue

-

1 .

Address Type Tax Assessed Value Current Annual Tax
S 1 Arlington Street ' Fisher College 2,605,500 Exemnpt
(] 2 Arlington Street Condominium

Unit#] 984,000 12,929
1 Unit#2 780,800 10,259
. Uit #3 751,400 9,873
] Unit #4 782,000 10,275
o Unit #5 : 879,200 11,552
{ Unit B 695,100 9,133
” Subtotals _ 4,872,500 64,021
" 3 Arlington Street : Condominium
) Units #1&2 1,624,100 21,340
i Uit #2 429,000 5,637
B Unit #4 334,400 4,394

3 Unit #5 ) 473,500 6,221
a8 Unit #6 369,400 4,853

Apt. Gffice Unit 490,500 15,676
B Subtotals ' - 3,720,900 58,121
[ ] " 4/5 Arlington Sireet Condominium '

Uniig #1 1,058,300 13,906
- Uit #2 1,503,700 19,758
t } : Unit #3 : 2,265,500 29,768
r } Uniit #4 2,265,500 29,768
w s Uit #5 , 2,456,600 32,279
. Unit #7 2,760,700 36,275
L } Subtoals ' 12,310,300 161,754
L] 6 Arlington Street Condoriinium

Unit#1A : : 1,647,768 21,651
i Unit #1M ' j 2,325,422 30,556

L Unit #2A ' 2,150,747 28,260
e Unit #2M - - 1,687,324 22,171

P Unit #3 3,936,049 51,719
o Unit #4 3,971,836 52,189

Uit #5 : 4,067,228 53,443
L] Uit #6 4,162,219 54,691

r Unit #7 4,261,733 55,999
. Unit #8 4,550,830 59,797

! Unit#9 4,583,204 60,224
1 Udit #PH ' 8,091,921 106,327
o Subtotals 45,436,371 597,027
: ] 8 Arlington Street Condominium
L ' J Mental Health Program, Inc 1,618,300 Exempt
v Unit #1 2,088,400 27,441
) Unit #2 2,201,700 28,930
B Unit #3 4,114,000 54,957

)i Unit #4 3.828,100 50,301
o Uqfi_t #PH 4,722,700 62,056

Unit #TH - 3,598,870 47,289
Subtotals 22,172,270 270,974
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX ASSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

i
H
H

Page8ofli

2. Properties on Arlington Street Between Beacon Street and Commonwealth Avenue (continued)

Address
10 Arlington Street
11 Arlington Street

12 Arlington St (1 Commonwéajth) Condominium

Unit #1
Uit #2
Unit #3
Uit #4
Uit #5
Unit #A
Unit #B
Uit 4C
Uit #D
Subtotals

i

Totils Ariinéfon Street (From Bea

Total Residential Units (Arlingtoy

Type Tax Assessed Value
Tulles Institute 1,118,500
Tulles Institute 1,427,000
4,888,000
5,087,000
4,780,400 -

2,877,800
3,492,700
331,600
287,700
362,500
389,700

22,497 400

con St to Commonwealth Ave) 116,160,741

Steeet from Beacon Street to Commonwealth Avenue):

Total Residential Condominiums
‘Total Single Family Uaits
Estimated Apartment Units

Total Residential Units

Current Annual Tax
Exempt
Exempt

64,228
66,343
62,814
37,814
45,894
4,357
3,780
4,763
5120
295,613

1,447,510

]

40
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Address

1 Marlborough Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Unit #5
ESubiotats

3 Marlborough Street
'Uiit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Subtotals

5 Marlborough Street

7 Mm'fberough Street
Uit #1
Unit #2
Subtotals.

9 Mar]sbomugh Street
11 Mar%borough Street

15 Marlborough Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit#3
Unit#4
Uit #5.
Q

Subtotals

17 Mailborough Strest
hit #1

nit #2

nit #3

hit #4.

nit #5

nit #6
Subtotals

cococo

19 Mar borough Sireet

21 Marlborough Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit#3
Unit #4
Subtotals

25 Marjborough Street
29 Mar?bomugh Street

tidoor Condo Parkmg

Type

Condominium

1,609,200

Condominium

1,805,100

Apartments

Condominium

Apartment Building
Apartment Building

Condomininm

183,300

Condominium

817,500

Single Family

Condominium

Aparonent Bldg
Apartment Bldg

Tax Assessed Value

1,450,200
927,000
779,300

8,466,700

1,024,400
856,100
786,300

1,363,500
1,986,100

1,587,400
1,893,100
1,840,100
1,822,160
1,947,400

792,800
780,400
806,300
751,500

1,014,500

6,596,100

1,628,700
5,935,600
3,282,600

2,218,500
2,218,560

Page®of 11

A’I‘TACHM'ENT 3: TAX ASSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

3. Properties on the North &de of Marlboreugh Street hetween Arlington and Berkeley Streets

Current Annual Tax

19,055
12,180
10,240
11,125

21,144

13,232,400

3,671,900
2,579,500

3,549,600
2,673,600
2,606,000

9,273,400

4,963,000

12,865,600

13,460
11,249
10,331

13,207

20,544

26,097

20,858
24,875
24,178
23,942
25,588

2,408

10,417
10,254
10,594

9.874
13,330
10,741

86,672

21,401
66,167

43,133

26,525

29,151
29,151

73,744

43,247
33,394

46,641
335,132
34,242

121,849

65,210

157,226
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ATTACHMENT 3: TAX ASSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

3. Propertigs on the North §

Address

29 Mariborough Street
Unlit #1
Uniit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Unit #5
Unit #6
ISubtotais
31 Marlé‘:orough Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Unit#5
Unit #6
%‘u’bto_tals
33 Marlborough Street
' Unit#1
Uit #2.
Unit#3
Subtotals

35 Marié)_erough Street
Unit #1
Unit #2
Unit #3
Unit #4
Uit #3
Unit#6

37 Marlborough Street

39 Marlborough Street

Unijt#1
Uait'#Q
Unit #3
Unit #4

Subtotals :

4] Marl%o.rough St (301 Berke

Totals North Side of Marlborough
to Berkeley Street)

Type

Condominium

Condominium

Condominium

Condominium

Single Pamily

Condominium

ley) Apartment

Tax Assessed Value

Street (From Arlington Street

ide of Marlborough Street between Arlington and Berkeley Streets

Current Annual Tax

Total Residential Units {North Side of Marlborough Street from Arlington to Berkeley Street)

Total Resideatial Condominiums
Totaf Single Family Units

449 300 5,903
323,900 4,256
400,500 5262
452,900 5,951
862,100 11,327
2,421,400 31,817

4,910,100 64,516
184,464 2,423
292,068 3,837
548,268 7,204
512,400 6,732
512,400 6,732
512,400 6,732

2,562,000 33,660
3,083,400 40,515
479,800 6304
2,377,600 31,233

5,940,200 78,052
298,600 3,923
227,600 2,990
669,200 8,793
1,650,300 21,684
368,600 4,843
308,500 4,053
752,100 9,882

' 4,274,900 56,168

4,559,000 59905
322,360 4,235
1,447,600 19,021
650,100 8,542
786,200 10330

3,206,260 42,128

11,745,000 154,329

92,611,800 1,104,943

52

A

Estimated Apartment Units in Seven Buildings 70

124

Total Residential Units

e T —
e e



ATTACHMENT 3: TAX AS

Recap: Fisher College Properties:

Address
School Properties:

1 Arlington Sireet
102 Beadon Street
104 Besdon Sireet
106 Beadon Street

108/11¢ Besdon Street
111 Beadon Street
112 Beacon Sireet
114 Beadon Street
116 Bedgon Street
118 Beadown Stréet
118 Beacon Street
131 Beadon Street
133 Beacon Street

Investment Residential Apartmen

115 ‘Beacon Street
139 Beacon Street
141 Beadon Street

Othier Propertiesy

10 Arlingion Street
11 Arlington Street

Type Tax Assesed Value
Fishér College 2,605,500
Fisher College (Mortimer Hall) 4,734,634
-Fisher Coliege (Smith Hall) 3,586,648
Fisher College (Smith Hall) 3,728,335
Fisher College ' 5,739,933
Fisher College 1,740,000
Fisher College (Florence Hall) 3,012,654
Fisher College (Florence Hall) 2,869,967
Fisher College (Florence Hall) 3,012,654
Fisher College 5,739,933
Industrial - Fisher College 272,000
Fisher College (Carty Hall) 3,170,500
Fistier College (Carty Hall) 3,170,500

Subtotals- 43,384,258
Apartment Bldg (Fisher College) 2,205,500
Apartment Bldg (Fisher College) 2,539,000
Apartment Bldg (Fisher College) 1,814,060

Subtotals 6,558,500
Tellus Institute 1,118,560.
Tellug Institute 1,427,000

‘Subtotals 2,545,500
Totals 52,488,258

Page 11 of 1]

SSESSMENT VALUES AND ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

Current Annual Tax

Exempt:
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt.
Exempt
Exempt

8,693
Exempt
Exempt
8,693 %

28,980
33,362
23,835

86,177

Exempt

-

94,870

T —————
pases 1

*Note: Hypothetical annual real estdte tax at the $31.96 commercial tax rate would be $1.386,561 if the properties were

not tay exempt. At the $13.1

4 residential tax rate the hypothetical annual tax would be $570,069.
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ATTACHMENT 4:

FISHER COLLEGE’S VOTE TO INVEST $15,000,000 IN THE
ACQUISITION, RENOVATION AND EQUIPPING OF 10/11 ARLINGTON
STREET




= O
| folt - 2013 00o23346
%ﬂ“ O FISHER COLLEGE BK: 51078'Pg: 97  Doc: CTF
wjgm— e Page: 1016 OX04/2013 02:53 PM
i Clerk’s Certificate '
I, Scott Fisher, hereby certify that I am the duly elected, qualified and acting
Clerk of Fisher College, a Massachusetts non-profit corporation (the “Institution™), and that:
1. Attached héireto as Exhibit D are true and correct copies of the Votes duly adopted _
by the Board of Trustees of the Institution at a regular meeting duly called on March 4, 2013 (the
“Votesly at which meeting a quorum was present, and that since the date of such Votes, such

Votes I;ave not been amer

onthe dEa.te hereof.

acting .

Name

Thomas

M. McGovern

Steven Rich

ME> 150741

27v.1

ded, altered, modified or revoked and remain 1:1 full force and effect

E. The fol-iowgsg individuals (each an “Authorized Officer™) are the duly appointed,
dnd qualified officer

opposite his name below and
certificates and instraments as described in the Votes, and that the true
each such officer is set forth opposite his name below:

of the Institution, that each such officer holds the office set forth
is duly authorized to sign each of the documents, agreeraents,

and genuing signature of

ISR

LSl

Office

Bk

President

Vice President for Finance

(Signature on F ollowing Page)

—.



ﬂ IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has set his hged §ids vh day of marh , 2013. -

. e A1
) : Name: Scott Fisher _ .

{} | Title: Clerk

0 J

S COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

[N . :

H | Sdeui s,

[3 On this ljf"_"?day of _Mjmg—j_, 2013, befo;:e me, the undersigned notary public,
personally appeared ‘Scott Fisher, Clerk of Fisher College, proved to me through satisfactory

(1 evidende of identification; which was be the person whose name is

o signed on the preceding ior attached document, and acknowledged to me that he signed it
(7 voluniarily for its stated purpose.

) r—\ (,,,10
L t{gypu égmnﬁxpm efos|cq

(SEAL)

JEFFREY L. CONRAD
P Notary Public i i
MMONWEALTH OF mssacﬁussﬂs
by Comimission Expirey,
.hmezs 2017 A

MED 1507 127v.1

-
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VOTES

VOTED: That the College is authorized to purchase the land and the improvements
thereon located at 106-1] Arlington Street, Boston, Massachusetts (the *Arlington Street
Property”) for the purchase price of $11,750,000 pursuant to the terms of the Purchase

~and Sale Agreement dated October 12, 2012 between the College and Tellus I[nstitute,

Ine.

VOTED: That the College is authorized in connection with the ownership and
operation of the Ariington Street Property to enter into leases, service contracts and
construction contracts and all other contracts necessary to the ownership and operation of
the Arlington Street Pfroperty including without limitation 2 lease to Tellus Institute, Ing.

H

VOTED: That the College is authorized to borrow the proceeds of a loan (the “Loan’)
from TD Bank, N.A., ior another financial institution (the “Lender”), as determined by an
Authorized Officer (as defined below}, for the purpose of the financing or refinancing of,
or ithe reimbursement of funds advanced by the College in connection with (a) is
putchase of the Arlington Street Property and {b) the costs incurred in connection with
theipurchase of the Aflington Street Property, such Loan not te exceed $9,320,000.

i

i

VOTED: That the {Cﬂl!ege is authorized to extend the terms of the existing Credit
Agreement with the Lender through March 3 1, 2014 in the maximum credit amount of
$730,000 (“Maxim_wil. Credit Amount™); such facility may be renewed annually
thereafter in an amount not to exceed such Maximum Credit Amount as determined (o he
necessary or desirable by an Authorized Officer,

VOTED: In order to secure the College’s obligations with respect o the Loan, the

College ishereby-au_lhgrized to grant to the Lender (i ) @ mortgage on the Arlington Street

Property, and (2) an assignment_of al} Teases and rems related to the Arlington Street

Proberty, the granting of such mortgage and assigninient is hereby authorized without any

further approval of or action by the Board of Trustees.
i

VOTED:  That each Authorized Officer be, and ea
authorized, empowered. and directed to do any and a
deliver, file and record any and all agreements, instruments, papers, certificates and
documents which shall be or become necessary, proper or convenient 1o carry ouf the
Loan and grant of the mortgage and assignment, in'c!udi'ng, without limitation, one or
more of the following agreements and documents, each to contain such provisions and to
be in sich form as an Authorized Officer acting alone shall determine 1o be necessary of
appropriate, and the.execution, acknowledgement and delivery of each such agreement or
docyment by such Authorized Officer shall be conclusive evidence as (o authorization by

ch one of them singly hereby is,
Il things, and 1o make, execute,

this vote:

MET 15068486v.2
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A Loan Agreement, dated as of a date to be determined, by and
between the College and the Lender;

A Note, dated as of a date to be determined, from the College to
the Lender evidencing the obligations of the Loan;

1 A Hazardous Materials Indemnification dated as of a date to be

determined, from the College to the Lender;

Assignment of Leases and Rents dated as of a dawe o be
determined, from the College 1o the Lender;

Mortgage and Sccurity Agreement dated as of a dale to be
determined, between the College to the Lender; and

Such other agreements, certificates, instruments and documents in
connection with the Borrowing and/or the grant of mortgage and
assignment with respect thereto as the Authorized Officer or
~officers executing or delivering the same determine to be necessary

or appropriate 10 carry out the transactions contemplated by this
vote.

OTED: That any one or more of the Authorized Officers or other officers of the

of them singly hereby is, authorized to approve the definitive terms
ng but not limited to the matusity date {not 1o exceed 16 years),
xceed 4.00%) and final Loan amount (not to exceed $9,320,000),
ice contracts -and construction contracts and all other contracts
tership and operation of the Arlington Street Property. and to take
T to cause such. further action to be taken as may be necessary or
out the transactions contemplated by these votes and, in the name
College, to affix the corporate seal to any and all agreements or
| by these votes and to attest thereto. '
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)TED: The fc'ﬁowin_g persons are each designated as an Authorized Officer for
> purpose of these Votes:

Name _ __ Position

Thomas M. McGovern ~ President

Steven Rich Vice President for Finance

DTED: The College hereby declares its official mtem under Section 1.150-2(d}( 1)
d (e) of the Treasury Regulations as follows:

The College jreasonably expects that there shall be reimbursed
from the proceeds of fax-cxempt bonds capital expenditures
(including capital expenditures made within the last 60 days)
temporarily advanced for the purchase of the Arlington Street
Property, renevatmns thereto and equipping thereof (the “Project™)
by the College, the maximum principal amount of such tax-exempt
bonds and other obligations reasonably expected to be issued for
the Project being $15,000,000.

These Votes shall take effect immediately. -

Date

ME

d as of March 3, 2013

1 15068486v.2
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BZC #

Grant

CHMENT 5:

of Dormitory |

27504 — 133 BEACON STREET

Use Subject to Expiration on June 30, 2009
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AL IACHMENT 4:

CITY OF BOSTON

BOARD OF APPE BZC #27504 — 133 Beacon Street

i | Grant of Dormitory Use Subject
B QFFIGE OF THE BOARD OF APPEAS

, to Expiration June 30, 2009
September 12, 2006 e
DATE “ . |

Deeision of | the Board of Appeal on the Appesl of
Fisl?er Coliege

o vary the téi'ms of the Boston Zm}ihg Cade, wnder Statute 1956, Chapter 665,
E H

as amended, Seotion 8, at premises:
133 Beacon Street, Ward § i

inthe following respect: Conditionsjﬁ_ Use

i

Artiple(s): 6(6-4) ﬁ
Exten

d the occuapney of tfxfe-darmatory'bcyand June 30, 2006
I8

In his formal appeal, ﬂw-A%p}a
tie refusal afithe Building Commiss

ellaut states briefly in Wwriting the grounds of and the easens for his appeal from
recond,

foney, as set forth in Paperson file numbered BZC-27504 and made a part of this

In conformity with the lay
owners of allpropeity desmed Ty 8
lists, which nbtice of public heaving

the Board mailed reasonable not
& Board to ba affected theveby,
was duly advertised in g daily 1

THRE BOSTON HERALD on Tuesday,

ice of the public hearing to the petitioner and o the
as they appeared on the then wiost recent lncal fax
1ewspaper published in the City of Boston, namely;

Aungust 32, 2006

The Board took a view of the petitioner's Initd, examined its location, layout and other chasacteristics.

The Boston Redevelopinent Authiority Was sent notice of the appeal by the Building Department and the legal
regitired perd Id- of'tinie was allotted 1o enable the BRA to render 2 recommendation to.the Board, as presoribed in the
Code, i '

Aﬂetham‘ing all the facts aud e\}ideue_e presented at the public hearing held on Tuesday, Septerber 12,2006 in
accordance with notice and advertisement aforementioned, the Board finds as follows:

The Appetiant appeals to be !;'tslievcd of complying with the aforementioned scotion of the Boston Zoning Cade,
altas per Application far Permit #06:3576 dated Apr

: 1L 28, 2006 and plans submitted to the Board at its hedring and now
ot file in the Ruilding Department, | _
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CITY OF BOSTON

BOARD OF APPEAL

: § OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF APPEAL

133 Beacon Street, Ward 5
BZC-27504
Date of Hearing: September [2, 2006

: Permit #06/ 3576
Declgion of} the Board of Appent on the Appeal of Page 2

This appeal seeks to extentthe legal occ.upﬁncy of a dormitory beyond June 30, 2006..

The reason for this appeal;is fo allow the continued use of the premises as a dor m:tmy by Figher Coliege,
according to a previous degision of the Board.

At the hearing, the appltcant testified that the Board should grant the 1equested relief because the use of
the premises as stident h@usmg has been in continuous existence for nearly forty years, dating from-the
time that Fisher College (then Fisher Junior College) originally purchased the building. The applicant
further testified that the college has demonstrated, through its near ty four-decade petiod of continuous use
of the premises as.a dormitory, that such a use is appropriate to the location, does not adversely affect the
neighporhood, poses no hazard to vehicles or pedestrians, and does not constitute a muisance. The Board
granted the necessary con ditional use permit in 2003 and attached as proviso that relief would expire in
three ysars, This was done in order to ensure that the use would be reviewed again by the Board in order
to defermine whether any negatives impacts on the neighborhood were occasioned by the use. The
applicant testified that it lias had no complaints during the preceding three years and that the use Has
existed harmoniously with the neighborhood during this time.

At the hearing, the applicant presetted testintonial ev:dence averring that Fisher College is a 100 year-old
acereflited independent college, offering curricula that integrate 4 degrec-granting liberal arts education
with pareer and pre-professional progy ams designed to meet the changing needs of both traditional and
non-traditional learners. |

Fisher Colloge—then Flshet Tunior College—purchased 131-133 Beacon Street in 1968 and.began using
botlr pttached buildings as dormitories, These uses have continued since that time; although the offfeial
listed occupancy of 133 Beacon remained “Lodging House & Dormitory” uwntil 2003, when the fegal
occupancy was changed to “Donnitory™ afier action by this Board.

No physical addition, alferation or steuctural wotk - of any kind is to be performed. Fisher College is
corupiited to continuing o adcquataiy address. all security-related issues-concerning: 133 Beacon Street,
as well as its entire c'nnp%ls in general. :

At the hearmg, 1epi‘asentatwes of the local distriet city councilor, the Ma.yot 8 Office of Neighborhood
Services, several at-largq ity comeilors, the Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay, and several

nmghbors all testified in support of the application, contingent. upon the Board attaohmg a-similar
t’:xputatmn date to the relicf so as o ensure another oppmtumty in the fiture to review the use’s m:pact ot
the neighborhoad.

Thergfore, the Board of Appeal makes the following findings:
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CITY OF BOSTON
BOARD OF APPEAL

OFFICBOF THE HOARD OF APPEAL

133 Beacon Street, Ward 5

BZC-27504.

Date of Hearing: September 12, 2006
. Permit #06/3576

f the Board of Appe:gl on -the Appeal of Page 3

2} the specific site is:an appropriate location for such use;
_ E
by the use will not afﬂ_versaly affect the neighborhood;
h) there will be no sgfs:rious hazard to vehieles or pedestrians from the use;

i) “no. nnisance wi_ll;:hée created by the use; and

&} adequate and ap;?rppriate factlitics will be provided for the proper operation of the use.

Bd. Ap.3

"The Board is of the opinitf:_%l- that all conditions required for the granting of 2 Conditional Use Permit under _
Agsticle 6, Section 623 of ithe Zoning Code have been met and that the varying of the terms of the Zoning :
Codd as-outlined above Eyjﬂi not conflict witl the iitent and spirit of the Zoning Code. Therefore, acting :
undey its discretionary rower, the Board (the members and substitute meinber(s) sitling on this appeal) )
nnaningusly voted to geant the requested Conditional Use Permit as desoribed above, annuls the refusal -
of the B__uilding_Cemmissk'@metr and orders him to.grant 4 permit in accordance with this decision, with the
 following proviso which, if'not complied with, shiall render this decision nufl and void:
PROVISO: This relief tolexpire Tane 30, 2000,
APPRO D 'O BRI
*Assistant Cotporation-Colinsel _ 0CT 10 2006
i A True COPY; CHRISTINE ARAU.EQ ‘S. - ‘
| Atiost ANGEL O BUONOPANE |

zﬁ N

ho 2
b opic sm
P al Ads

PR P

ALY .Y

rinistrative Asat,




LIVERIES ON THE STORROW DRIVE OFF RAMP

Al
7]

ATTACHMENT 6

TRUCK D¥




ATTACHMENT 7:

BUS DOUBLE PARKING ON BEACON STREET




-HOUR LOADING ON BEACON STREET

RUCK EARLY MORNING OFF

ATTACE
COKE

— ) _ J— e e . .
¥ - - . N T Ly T ey o s gy e - = i ey e —.— pru—— — — ey - |J_ , ,
I T s T T e T e T = . e e ] - w.tJ_ G T ._ ! m “ _
~ — MII\ [ — (1 [ I [ J— i ] L s - . L




[ I !
[ SR A

T

[E—

ATTAC
OVERFL(

ENT9; _ !

IWWING CAFETERIA TRASH BEHIND 102-118 BEACON STREET

'ASSIGNED :
PARKING -
ONLY

s siGeg TORFD




%"S'ﬁllivan, Katelyn

From Mary [marynada@aol.com}
Sent Friday, June 07, 2013 9:23 PM
To: Sullivan, Katelyn

Ce: Sherif Nada

Subject Fisher College expansion matter

Dear Ms. Sullivan,

We ‘were recently informed by neighbors that Fisher College is proposing to convert two
re51dent1a1 buildings, 139 and 141 Beacon Street, into dormitories for 86 students. This is
Just ‘two blocks from our home. We understand there is to be a hearing to discuss this
proposal later in June, where variances would need approval. We will not be in town for that
meetlng, so wish to register our strong disapproval of this proposal.

We walk along Beacon Street quite regularly. Walking to and from our home is one of the great
pleasures and advantages of living down town, We are not pleased, as of today, to pass
through crowds of students smoking and otherwise hanging out. It is a normal activity of
college-aged youth, but it is not a normal expectation for our neighborhood. We bought our
c¢ondo thinking we were in a historically-preserved residential-zoned area, where regulations
stipulated not only architectural detail but use. A dormitory for 86 students on top of what
1§ there now seems a gross violation of those laws. Reading a copy of a letter sent to your
colleague Peter Meade on January 9 of this year from Howard Kassler, Chair of the
Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay, we are under the impression that, in fact, this
proposal is not within sanction or zoning.

Legase know that we are not in support of this proposal and hope you will take our opinions
mto .consideration.

Sincerely,

Mary and Sherif Nada

864 Beacon Street

Boston MA 92108




Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Alan Brody [ajb303@gmail.com)
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2013 8:30 AM
To::i Sullivan, Katelyn

Subject: Fisher college expansion plan

Déar Ms Sulljvan - -

Iunderstand that you are the person, at BRA, responsible for matters relating to Fisher College's proposed
expansion plans in the Back Bay. I'm writing to express my strong concerns about, and opposition to, those
plans: My wife and I own and occupy Unit #7 at 303 Berkeley Street (corner Beacon); thus, we live in g
building that is, I believe, adjacent to several proposed new Fisher dormitories (as part of the Fisher plan).

‘Thé‘,_re are many arguments being advanced in opposition to the Fisher expansion plan, including those relating
to: (i) architectural safety and compatibility for dormitory use; (ii) removal of the properties from the tax rolls;
(iii) concerns about student safety; (iv) Zoning Board and other zoning related issues; (v) and many others. [
am ot an expert in land use and redevelopment, and thus will leave it to others to discuss those matters; for
whit it's worth, many of those arguments seem reasonable to me.

I'ny writing simply to express non-technical opposition to a proposal to expand a college enterprise in a historic,
primarily residential neighborhood (Back Bay), Simply put, colleges are places where young college students
behave and do as you'd expect; they hang out, they have parties, they are rowdy, they loiter, they sometimes
misbehave, etc. There is nothing wrong with that, provided of course that such behavior is contained and is not.
inflicted on the rest of the community . . . in part, that is what campuses are for. A very small college enterprise
can hope to live amicably in a residential community (simply by virtue of its small size); a small college with
g;p@itious expansion plans cannot, Inevitably, growth causes a college and its attributes to become
incompatible with its neighborhood. That, in my opinion, is what is happening here.

years) But, at some point, it (and the City of Boston) must realize that F isher's success will require a solytion

other than to continue to grow in a neighborhood unsuited to college life.

T ank you for your consideration of my views,

AI !Brody
303 Berkeley Strect (#7)
Boston, MA 02116




Sullivan, Katelyn

'From: Linda Morgan [words6@verizon.net]

Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2013 1:20 PM
To: Sullivan, Katelyn
Subject Fisher College's Fxpansion

June 11, 2013
To: Katelyn Sullivan

Re: Fisher College Expansion

I think everyone in the Back Bay agrees that when Emerson College sold its holdings in the Back Bay and
moved to Tremont and Boylston Streets, it was important to the city, and one of the best things to happen to
Emerson. Once called the Combat Zone, this section was avoided by city residents and visitors, particularly at
night. The move by Emerson helped transform the area to a vibrant neighborhood filled with restaurants and
cultural venues.

Unhke Emerson’s successful move, Fisher College’s further expansion into the Back Bay will change the nature
of the neighborhood in a negative way. Fisher gives nothing back to the neighborhood or the city. They pay no
property taxes, which leaves the residents to pay for the loss in tax dollars. They are like vampires sucking the
essence from this neighborhood leaving us with noise, trash, and cigarette butts.

Contrary to the mayor’s request that colleges locate outside of residential areas, Fisher is doubling down by
adding more dormitory space in the Back Bay when it doesn’t use all the dorm space it has now. Just because
they have more dorm space, doesn’t mean they will get more students.

I would ask the mayor to work with Fisher to replicate Emerson’s model, which is to sell their holdings in the
Back Bay and move to an area of the city that is non-residential. Or Fisher should consider moving to the
suburbs. Their Back Bay buildings will easily be sold and converted to residential housing. Like Cassandra, I
prédict that Fisher’s expansion in the Back Bay is a bad bet for them and the city.

,,,,,,

Lmda Morgan
122 Beacon Street
Boston

No Vlrus found in this message.
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Sullivan, Katelyn

From:
Sent:
To:

Cec:
Subject:

Hi Katelyn,

stephen.silver2@gmail.com on behalf of Stephen Silver [stephen.silver2@verizon.net]
Tuesday, June 11, 2013 8,13 PM

Sullivan, Katelyn

info@nabhonline.com

Fisher IMP

I live at 33 Marlborough Street and currently live with student activity in the alley behind my building. Since
we use our outside deck a lot, the noise in the alley is especially annoying. Converting 2 buildings on this alley
to student dorms will only make the problem worse and probably intolerable. I agree with everything in
NABB's response (o you and can't even believe that Iisher's proposal is being considered. This should not be a
stident neighborhood and Fisher should definitely consider moving the whole college. Expanding it here is the
worst idea imaginable for the residents of this neighborhood. I have confidence that the BRA will do the right

thing.
Regards,

Stephen Silver

33*Marlborough Street

A -
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Sullivan, Katelyn

From: Kimbo Craig [kimbocraig@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, June 14, 2013 8:36 PM
To: Mayor; Ross, Michael (City Council); Arroyo, Felix; Pressley, Ayanna; Connolly, John (City

Coungil); Murphy, Stephen (Councilor); will@mywillbrownsberger.com; Meade, Peter;
Sullivan, Katelyn; info@charlesforboston.com; danconley2013@gmail.com; cgrichie1
@mac.com; rob@robconsalvo.com; will@willdorcena.com; info@billforboston.com;
martinjwalsh02125@gmail.com; ccyancey@aol.com

am writing to express strong opposition to the Fisher College growth plan and ask the Boston
Redevelopment Agency (BRA) to deny Fisher's request. The Back Bay is one of the most historic
and well-preserved residential neighborhoods in America. We cannot permit Back Bay to become a
student quad for 1100 Fisher students. The Neighborhood Association of Back Bay (NABB) has
taken a strong stand against Fisher expansion. NABB has detailed numerous zoning laws Fisher will
violate that have been in force for over 40 years specifically to keep Back Bay residential. The
residents have maintained the integrity of these historic buildings very well. If property values
decrease while noise, congestion and vandalism increase, owners will sell. Who will be willing to buy
property in the middle of college dorms and how will they maintain that historic property? The
character of this area of Boston will irreversibly change.

EEar

‘L :Fisher students have a poor record as neighbors: noise, litter, drunkenness, vandalism and more. The
high student population will cause exponentially more noise, more trash, more smoking, more mischief, greater
numbers of students coming home late from bars and just hanging out like all young people'do. There are
many examples: a mother pushing a stroller who couldn’t pass by because a crowd of students blocked the
sidewalk; my elderly neighbor couldn’t get up our stairs because a group of students hanging out on the stairs
wouldn’t let her through. There are four elementary schools and at least three playgrounds within a few blocks
of Fisher College. Fisher expansion should not be permitted in a residential neighborhood.

2 kfhere is already a parking shortage in Back Bay; the parking problem will be far worse if Fisher is allowed |
to grow Students, teachers and staff will all require more parking, further impacting the neighborhood.

St

3. Fisher plans new dorms and student services on both sides of Beacon Street. Those will clearly impact
traffic flow in Back Bay and into other parts of the city. Arlington and Berkeley Streets are major city arteries
with entrance/exit to Storrow Drive. Double-parked Fisher delivery trucks are already a frequent problem both
n’lbrmng and evening since Fisher has no warehouse or loading-dock. Traffic backs up on Beacon Street to
the. State House and on Berkeley to Columbus. Storrow backs up in both directions. More students require
mOré paper, books, laundry, food, trash removal, and maintenance combined with more student traffic on foot
and in‘cars. The congestion and traffic noise will be exponentially worse in a historic, residential
neighborhood.




4. A local realtor has stated and the NABB has validated that Back Bay property values and Bostor tax
revenues will significantly decrease unless Fisher is stopped. Further, NABB detailed an additional, large tax
revenue loss if Fisher buildings become tax-exempt dorms, even while demand for city services like water,
sewage, trash removal, traffic lights and police protection will increase. Boston residents shouid not be
subsidizing Fisher growth plans.

5.: Housing students in a neighborhood where they cannot feel free to be young doesn'’t serve students well
either. An on-line search shows Fisher students already rate Fisher dorms as poor. Crowding more students
into sub-standard dorms amongst angry residents is wrong for students, residents, and for Boston. Fisher has
options; they could grow on Boylston Street, for example, without changing Back Bay as a residential
ingighborhood. Emerson, Suffolk, Simmons, and Bay State have all developed growth plans in Boston without
destroying the neighborhood.

RN

Flsher’s growth plan is entirely sclf-serving and violates years of zoning law. It is wrong for Boston and for
‘students, and therefore must be denied.




