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Date First Name Last Name Organization Opinion Comments
6/22/2017 Dolores Porziella Oppose So the developer wants to build gigantic unit on a former MBTA land filled with arsenic, diesel 

fuel, and God knows what else in one of the only places in Boston that is like a small hamlet. 
He wants to cause massive traffic congestion more than what we have now. It takes me 45 
minutes to get from Readville, to Wolcott Square during rush hour traffic. Who is this going to 
benefit anyway, the developer not the people of Readville, Dedham or Hyde Park. It will 
benefit the low income or the very rich not the middle class people who are the brunt of the 
people who live in Readville. These types of building is not made for such a small area this is 
a development that is made the downtown Boston and the Financial District. This has been a 
small family oriented area for over one hundred years. Shame on all of you who want to take 
this away from us. Money talks and I would like to know whose palms this developer is filling in 
order to get you to push this true. Remember this what goes around comes around it is called 
Karma.

6/22/2017 Dolores Porziella Oppose So the developer wants to build gigantic unit on a former MBTA land filled with arsenic, diesel 
fuel, and God knows what else in one of the only places in Boston that is like a small hamlet. 
He wants to cause massive traffic congestion more than what we have now. It takes me 45 
minutes to get from Readville, to Wolcott Square during rush hour traffic. Who is this going to 
benefit anyway, the developer not the people of Readville, Dedham or Hyde Park. It will 
benefit the low income or the very rich not the middle class people who are the brunt of the 
people who live in Readville. These types of building is not made for such a small area this is 
a development that is made the downtown Boston and the Financial District. This has been a 
small family oriented area for over one hundred years. Shame on all of you who want to take 
this away from us. Money talks and I would like to know whose palms this developer is filling in 
order to get you to push this true. Remember this what goes around comes around it is called 
Karma.

6/22/2017 Dolores Porziella Oppose P.S. So another words the people of Readville have no say in the matter. The developer is 
going to be getting what he wants it doesn't matter how the residents feel. Whoa

6/23/2017 CHARLES DOW HYDE PARK & 
RESERVATION 
CORP.

Support AN EXCELLENT MUCH NEEDED PROJECT.
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6/26/2017 Dianne Qualter Oppose Hi, Although this may be beneficial to the whole city, local residents will be negatively 
impacted based on the current proposal. As is, I DO NOT support it. "The Proponent continues 
to meet with individuals and groups from the Readville and greater Hyde Park residential and 
business communities, and plans to continue these meetings throughout its design, planning 
and development review process." - Based on the current proposal this is not true - one small 
example is at one meeting I attending there was a unanimous opinion that a Readville sign or 
monument was not wanted by residents but that is still in the plan. "Coordination with the City 
of Boston on, and potential contribution to the cost of, design and/or construction costs 
associated with signalization improvements at the Father Hart Bridge". - Residents do not 
want the bridge signalized and for anyone that has tried to make there was over the bridge in 
the morning or evening knows that signals will just compound the backup of traffic that is there 
now and local streets. Currently we do not go out during certain hours and guests will not 
come to our house during certain hours now due to traffic delays that can add a half hour of 
time. How will a signal at the Father Hart Bridge help that from happening ? Also, our 
neighborhood will also become even more of a cut thru which is already a large problem now 
with speed and people not stopping at stop signs. "This announcement was very quickly 
thereafter followed in April, 2017 by the even more significant announcement by Mayor Walsh 
and Councilor McCarthy that the City would expend an additional $1.4 million to signalize both 
ends of the Father Hart Bridge and upgrade the existing signals in Wolcott Square. These 
steps are expected to materially improve existing traffic conditions in the immediate area of the 
Project." - The question is what is the plan if it doesn't ? What is the fix ? Can the traffic 
patterns not be fixed without this project happening if it is noted to be such a problem now ? 
Will resident only signs during certain hours on the neighboring streets turning into 
neighborhoods be put up ? Having lived in the area for ten years - traffic cutting thru 
neighborhoods because of the new phone apps has gotten very bad and at times very 
dangerous due to speed and people not stopping at stop signs in place. Will police presence 
be added so that this is being monitored in the neighborhoods ? Lastly, the neigborhood has 
requested a dog park for a couple of years - why is something like that not being incorporated 
??? Why can't it just be some restaurants and less housing units ??? What happens if the 
residential units sit empty and money is lost like has happened in some projects around the 
city ??? Thank you.

6/26/2017 Costa Tsolirides Support To whom it may concern: My name is Costa Tsolirides. I was a resident at 23 Leominster Rd 
for 27 years. I have kayaked and ice skated Spragues pond on many occasions and know the 
area well from both the water front and Sprague street. My parents still currently live at 23 
Leominster Rd and I am still a resident of Dedham. I am very excited to see that a residential 
development project could be happening at 36 Spragues street. This is an area that has been 
an eye sore for a long time. The neighborhood will see a positive impact. I am happy to see 
that there will be green spaces but have a few concerns with the building design materials. I 
would love to see more renderings and get a clearer idea of details with this project. I will 
attend the meeting tomorrow and hopefully if there are neighbors with a negative view on the 
project I can be an ally in calming their concerns. This is a project that will impact the area in a 
positive way and I hope that we can see it through. Thank you for hearing my thoughts. -Costa 
Tsolirides

6/26/2017 Richard Mckenna None Neutral I hope this is going private housing Not a housing projeCT I am selling in that area if u r 
interested
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6/26/2017 Erin Reed Oppose Traffic in Hyde Park is already a disaster due to the lack of reliable and affordable public 
transportation and the lack of attention given to safe active transportation in this part of the 
city. After several failed attempts to open your project documents, I'm less than impressed. 
Your initial project description does not seem to say how many of these would be affordable 
housing units. These industrial style units are unattractive and would only add to the overall 
traffic problems in Hyde Park and Dedham. It does not really matter how many of these are 
affordable housing units as the commuter rail in to Boston from the closest Zone 2 commuter 
rail, Readville Station, is over $200 a month and has limited stops and parking which would 
cause commuters to have to travel to other stops in either Dedham and Hyde Park only 
compounding traffic problems. The Sprague St bridge is far too wide for adherence to the new 
25 MPH speed limit. Boston Transportation Department has paid little attention to making 
Hyde Park safe for cyclists. It can't be expected that the residents of these 520 units are going 
to feel safe riding bicycles to destinations. Lighting in this area is poor and the sidewalks are 
less than desirable once the newly constructed sidewalks on the bridge end. Protected bike 
lanes would need to be installed in order to protect cyclists and narrow the driving lane and 
therefore slowing the increased amount of traffic. Additional bicycle parking, preferably 
covered bike racks would need to be added to the nearby commuter rail lots in order to 
accommodate any new bike commuters to the stations. As you know, Sprague St is a cut 
through to access 95/93 and in the opposite direction headed towards Hyde Park Ave to 
access 93 via Milton/Canton. Commuters are also cutting through Hyde Park to get to Forrest 
Hills and the Fairmount Station to avoid higher prices on the zone 1 and zone 2 commuter rail 
stops located in Hyde Park. These units would only be close to the commuter rail stop.
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 The closest grocery store is a half mile walk to the 32 bus leaving from Wolcott Square, which 
does not run as often as routes are split between ending in Cleary Sq and Wolcott Sq. I'm sure 
you're traffic studies in the report I cannot open indicate that traffic lights would need to be 
installed in key locations. You're going to have to do a lot to improve public and active 
transportation in Hyde Park. Furthermore, can the schools in Hyde Park even accommodate 
this many units? There aren't any plans to renovate any of the schools in the Hyde Park area. 
Families in the Hyde Park area are already placed on waiting lists for K1 kindergarten due to 
limited seats. They then get what's leftover at schools for K2 kindergarten. These units would 
add to the school traffic as families would most likely not have the children at neighborhood 
schools. The Channing School is 1.6 miles away and units would add traffic to River St and 
the local streets near the Channing. The Roosevelt School 1.7 and would add to the traffic 
problems on Hyde Park Ave and Wolcott Sq. The Grew School is 1.9 and would add to traffic 
problems in Cleary Square. The Boston Public School Transportation Department currently 
uses space near the Readville Train yard to park a portion of their fleet of buses. Multiple 
school buses would be in and out of this space in order to get students to various schools. Not 
every parent feels comfortable letting their child ride the bus, which again means more traffic 
in the area. This area does not need more housing units. Hyde Park lacks commercial space 
and jobs located within the neighborhood. Most people that live in Hyde Park have to drive or 
take the commuter rail downtown to get to their job. An office complex that perhaps preserves 
some of the current tenants that add value to the families that live in Hyde Park and Dedham 
is more desirable the cheap housing that will only cause more traffic. Hyde Park has some 
gems with the gymnastics gym, trampoline park and rock gym currently located at this 
location. The city of Boston should be investing more time and energy to bring employers to 
Hyde Park. I'm fairly confident census studies have shown that Hyde Park residents do not 
work in Hyde Park and spend a considerable amount of time traveling to jobs. This project is 
not what the neighborhood of Hyde Park needs. This is not why I voted yes for the Community 
Preservation Act. I want to see Boston preserving more open space, creating more space for 
outdoor recreation and preserving historic sites. Build affordable housing where it makes 
sense-not along the commuter rail. As far as MBTA is concerned the commuter rail is 
designed to bring people into Boston, they overlook that Hyde Park and Readville are actually 
part of Boston. I sincerely hope that you actually listen to residents and don't just force this on 
the community. What does the neighborhood of Hyde Park have to gain by allowing this 
project to move forward as it would only open the flood gate for similar projects like it. Thank 
you for your time.
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6/28/2017 Vikki Cibotti Oppose At this time, here are some of the concerns I have regarding this project: 1.) Currently we have 
no support from Boston for first responder fire or police. Dedham is the one to respond. One 
example of the neglect we already receive is at a recent neighborhood meeting, I brought up 
the frequent racing & speeding on Sprague Street & I was told that Dedham needs to address 
the problem, not Boston. More units on the Dedham side of the bridge should really be 
brought to Boston's attention even if they don't submit to you that they think it will be a 
problem, it will be. 2.) We currently have traffic problems getting in & out of our driveway, 532 
more vehicles in my direct neighborhood, would only make this worse, MUCH worse! Our 
driveway is also mistaken for a place to turn around at least 8 times a day, with the increase in 
traffic, this will only get worse. 3.) There is real rat problem in this specific area which spills out 
into our yards, with the disruption, due to the construction of this project, the occupied blgs & 
non occupied blgs in that area will only displace even more rats & we will have a MUCH larger 
problem. I already have to pay for services to rid us of rats, collect the dead rats in our yard & 
dispose of them. I would like to one day not go out to my car & the morning & not see a rat in 
my yard. Construction of this project will ensure that will never happen. 4.) The disruption to 
my privacy and enjoyment of "non work" hours. The quality of my free time will be severely 
diminished. As we heard last night, the project can take anywhere form 18 months to 5 years 
depending on how well the units sell. Not to mention the parking lot & bar that will be located 
within feet of our home. The noise from the bar patrons and the transient traffic will also cause 
disruption to the peace & quite I would have. 5.) Loitering, we currently come home already to 
find people sitting on our porch loitering or standing, sometimes fighting in our front yard. The 
possibility of more than 750 so called neighbors, will only add to this I am sure, I do not want 
to have to pay for a fence to be put up because now I have even more people thinking that my 
front lawn is public property. I am sure there are many more reasons I can give, but at the 
moment these are at the top of my list & I wanted to be sure to submit something. I hope these 
are considered and recognized during this process and help prevent this project from taking 
fruition.

7/7/2017 Miriam Carr Resident Oppose I have lived in Readville for 14 years and have taken the train into work and I think this project 
is a terrible idea. There is already so much traffic in Readville and on Sprague Street with 
Amazon and all of the other companies that are on Sprague Street. Then we have companies 
and the BPS school buses at the Readville train station opening. As it is the trains are late 
every day. And it is packed with to many people. I think this project is going to going to have a 
negative effect on our neighborhood and our residents and our quality of living in the City of 
Boston and Readville.

7/7/2017 ROY CROSSLEY Oppose REGARDING TRAFFIC AS OF NOW DURING RUSH HOUR IS MADNESS AND ANOTHER 
521 UNITS AND UNITS OF WHAT? ARE THERE GOING TO GUARANTEE SAFETY AND 
OUR HOME VALUES?

7/7/2017 Jim LaFond-Lewis Oppose Area infrastructure is insufficient for big increase in densely packed housing. The Father Hart 
bridge, onto which Walcott Square traffic already backs up at rush hour, is inadequate and 
appears will need to be taken out of service sometime in the relatively near future. Unless the 
plans include an additional bridge to cross the tracks, that situation will only get worse. 
Additionally, the volume of traffic through Walcott Square backs up, at times several light 
cycles in either direction. This project will only make matters worse.

7/7/2017 Jessica Savino Support I support this project. I feel that an influx of new residents to the area will help local businesses 
and would be good for the neighborhood.
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7/7/2017 Carol Hayes Oppose The size of this development is outrageous for this area. The height of the buildings will also 
detract from the surrounding predominantly residential neighborhood. Readville is one of the 
few neighborhoods left in Boston that has a suburban feel and allows residents to own 
property and have decent sized yards. The Readville neighborhood and especially the area 
adjacent to the proposed development is extremely congested with traffic. The infrastructure of 
roads and traffic control devices in the area is not suitable to such a large development and 
has been severely neglected for over 20 years now. Traffic solutions for helping alleviate the 
daily mile plus traffic jam in multiple directions over the Father Heart (Milton St) bridge, Wolcott 
Square, and the Sprague Street bridge have yet to come to fruition. The proposed 
development will clog already clogged roads plagued by cut through traffic traveling to and 
from downtown Boston. The number of proposed parking spaces is unrealistic as most 
families have 2 cars. This in itself will cause problems for the neighborhood around this 
monstrous development. The Readville train station is still $6.75 a trip while the Fairmont train 
station is $2.75, making the argument that many people will chose to take the train from here 
instead of owning a car, ridiculous. Also, there are no grocery stores or shopping areas within 
walking distance to this development.

7/7/2017 Alyson Gauley Resident Oppose I cannot think of any project that would be more disastrous for Readville than the 36 - 70 
Sprague Street project. We simply do not have the infrastructure for this many people and 
vehicles in our small community. That is what are - a small community. Our streets are already 
filled with unbearable traffic at rush hour and public transportation is deplorable. The 
commuter rail is expensive, unreliable and often filled to capacity when it reaches Readville 
station. Please do not go forward with this project. There is no need to overdevelop Readville. 
This is nothing more than a money making enterprise for those not invested in our community. 
They will build. They will get paid. They will leave. I am very concerned that these projects 
keep moving forward. We have new houses that are being built in Readville that clearly do not 
have proper frontage but are still approved for building. If this project goes through I would be 
very interested to know if there are special interests involved.

7/7/2017 Kathleen Regan Homeowner Support Very much opposed due to already heavy traffic and no where to put more cars on the road at 
rush hour right now we have to play chicken to get out of our drive ( worst during school year 
with buses)

7/7/2017 michael farren Oppose a project even half of what is proposed would be a traffic nightmare along Sprague st...what 
about Dedham residents quality of life...Marty Walsh had no problem bringing up the negative 
impact of a casino in Everett..I am against this project...

7/7/2017 Jarrod LEBLANC Oppose I oppose the building of these projects. I am extremely concerned and worried for the safety of 
my children. With 521 rental units, there will be no stake in ownership and zero responsibility 
for the buildings and my community as evidenced by all the projects throughout Boston.

7/7/2017 Gale Berger Oppose I work at Blue Hills Vocatonal School 2 evenings a week. A trip that should take 13 minutes 
takes me sometimes 40 minutes because of traffic. I have been on Sprague where it has been 
backed up beyond the proposed entrance to this complex. I am very concerned about the 
increased traffic and have heard nothing that would make that not impact the street negatively.

7/7/2017 Charles Knecht neighborhood 
resident

Oppose The project is to large for that neighborhood, to many residents, vehicles and to much traffic.

7/7/2017 Ashley R Oppose Sprague st, esp the intersection with Milton street, is not built for heavy traffic which will likely 
occur with 500+ apartments and a restaurant. Thank you.

7/8/2017 Michael Healey Resident Oppose I am opposed to this development The last thing we need is 500 cars a day in that 
neighborhood it's bad enough now . We already have a rat problem in Readville with this new 
construction It will bring more rats.
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7/8/2017 Marianne Martin Oppose This project will impact my neighborhood in the most negative way. I grew up in 
Readville/Dedham area. My parents first home was in Wolcott Square, Readville. We moved 
two miles into Dedham. I have attended St. Anne's Church for most of my 55 years. As a 
parent, my son would walk to church every Saturday afternoon as a pre-teen and I never 
worried about him. Most of my son's youth was spent at Bajko rink. Over the years, there has 
been an incredible increase in traffic congestion with commuters avoiding Route 128 and 
cutting through Milton, Readville and Dedham from the Expressway to the East Street exit. I 
can feel the change in the neighborhood. The Readville/Dedham area was always an urban, 
but quaint area. Family friendly. Walkable. And safe. We can address the traffic concerns; 
however this project will forever change the character of the residential feel of this area. 
Readville is one of more family friendly sections of Boston. It is a residential hidden gem. 
Boston as a whole will suffer with the loss of another family friendly neighborhood to a more 
urban/congested area. Does Boston want to encourage young families to leave the city and go 
to the suburbs? And added congestion will only impact the loyal, Boston homeowners whose 
home values are going to suffer. The charm of this area will be forever -- forever -- lost! 
Shame on Boston for not celebrating its family-friendly neighborhoods. This is the wrong 
project in the wrong neighborhood.

7/8/2017 Mary Bender Oppose (Your options are too limited. I support a scaled-down version of this plan, only after careful 
review of all plans for the neighborhood.) I have been named to the Impact Advisory Group for 
this project. I want to see a thorough, in depth look at this project involving experts not paid by 
the developer and I am very skeptical that that is going to happen. So far all the information is 
coming from the developer. The numbers are all presented by him, the studies all paid for by 
him. He needs to be told to take a step back. We were told that this project will be 500 
households to the Readville neighborhood, which as of now has 1500. That is a HUGE impact. 
He is proposing 521 units for the site. Who says that is the right Number? ... The developer 
does. Who says it will have no impact on the schools, on sewer and water, on police, fire, 
traffic? ... He does. Who says no other development is coming despite several dormant 
proposals .. the developer, again. Signalization is coming to Father Hart Bridge and the 
Sprague Street area. There was no neighborhood input on this that I am aware of. The only 
ones who seem to think this will solve anything is those who want to exploit our congested 
neighborhood. This plan needs to be studies on its own merits and with an awareness that 
others want to build all around the area as they can exploit the designation of "Transit Oriented 
development." We keep hearing the Mayor has designated Readville as the number 1 site for 
residential development, and I welcome that. But we must do it right, I fear this project is going 
too fast and with no real numbers whatsoever. I want to see us looking with an honest eye to 
the future and examining the plans for the Readville neighborhood as a whole.

7/8/2017 Pamela Aist Hillside Condo 
Resident

Oppose Why do developers insist on putting housing next to railroad tracks? Residents will be 
complaining about the noise. Walls along the tracks only eliminate noise on the first floor. The 
quality of life is also diminished when so many people are crammed into small land areas. The 
height is inappropriate for the neighborhood. Stick to three stories.

7/8/2017 Eugene Favret Manor 
Neighborhood 
Assn.

Oppose I believe that the traffic situation caused by the additional vehicles would forever change our 
neighborhood. I foresee AM and PM traffic periods far worse than they all ready are. Much of 
the Sprague St. traffic is generated by people using it as a cut though access to Rte 95 -128 - 
Rte. 1 and Rte 138, a problem generated by the Proliferation of handheld GPS units. We were 
told that young people no longer routinely use automobiles however all of the people I know 
have 1 or more vehicles. Will they utilize the (T)? I think not due to the fact that over and over 
it has been proven unreliable. Eugene Favret
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7/8/2017 Karen Palumbo Oppose I am opposing this project. We have too many people commuting and or driving down Sprague 
St. The excess amount of traffic now and then adding your proposed project will ultimately ruin 
Sprague St. and surrounding areas that are already heavily populated. This project doesn't 
benefit the current residents and or the community;it will only created more congestion, stress 
on community resources and environmental impact. Please rethink your project. From a 
concerned resident that lives on Sprague St. Dedham Karen Palumbo

7/9/2017 Rose Favret Manor 
Neighborhood 
Assoc.

Oppose Thank you for this opportunity to voice my concerns. One of my concerns is the traffic on 
Sprague Street. It is a nightmare now and I feel you have not addressed this key point. Many 
people work from their cars in this day and age. It is a mobile society and cars have become 
an extension of their workplace. Many people only check into their offices once a week. This is 
a known fact. Long-time home owners in Readville and Dedham should not have to be 
subjected to this burden for the sake of people that do not have a vested interest in the 
community. They come and go with little regard to the impact to the area. Your presentations 
have said numerous times that they will live here, go to work, come home and when the time 
comes they will move on and buy a home, and I feel, most likely elsewhere. Why would they 
stay there, and put up with the traffic. I feel that this project will become a stand-alone 
community answerable only to itself. The people that live there will be doing their own thing 
and completely block out the old community. They will go to their jobs, meet friends in a more 
urban setting, utilize urban setting stores, come home and forget about the 
Readville/Walcott/Hyde Park neighborhood. Also something of this size would put a strain on 
city services. You have said that the services will be increased to accommodate the need. 
There is something called budgets and cities and town scrape for every dollar they can get 
and there is such a thing as priority of need. Will this complex have its own in-house 24/7 
security? or will it be "self-policing"? This project is very large and the concept will create a 
different form of life style for an established real neighborhood with real people and a way of 
life that will be forever altered by a concept. Again thank you for allowing me to voice my 
concerns I appreciate being allowed to do so. Most respectfully, Rose Favret

7/9/2017 George Wons Oppose I see no positives in this project. It will impact the police dept., the fire dept., let alone the 
impact it will have on the water supply, sewerage and traffic. Looks nice in paper (like most 
failures), but in the real world, all it does is feed the greed of developers who's only care are 
their pockets.

7/10/2017 Jim Maher Manor 
Neighborhood 
Assn

Oppose As President of the Manor Neighborhood Assn, we feel our neighborhood will be impacted by 
the additional traffic generated by this development. We are concerned that traffic will impact 
the 4 major intersections closest to this apt complex. At the last public meeting, we asked for 
the number of approved or proposed BPDA projects for the is area and how they will also 
impact the traffic. We know Yard 5 has been approved and there this other proposed apt 
complex for Hyde Park Ave. How can this development go forward with linking the traffic issue 
of the approved or potential projects to the Readville and Manor neighborhoods. We maybe 
from Dedham, but a number of our residents have close family ties to Hyde Park/Readville, we 
shop in Hyde Park/Readville, Our Seniors visit their family and friends in Hyde Park/Readville, 
our local church is in Readville and our residents use the Readville Station to get to work in 
Boston. Please consider all the traffic and public safety issues this additional traffic will cause 
to both of our neighborhoods in Dedham and Boston. Sincerely, Jim Maher-Manor 
Neighborhood Assn- President

7/10/2017 Carla Healey Oppose one of the main reasons I moved to Readville was for it's quintance a country feel in a major 
city - however over the past five years or so the traffic has triple in size partly due to the added 
schools in the area and a short cut to the highways this complex will only add addtional 
burden, congestion to this area. And there is talk of added another complex across the road. I 
understand the need for addtional housing but one doesn't fit the community.
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7/10/2017 Sean Kelley Neutral I am deeply concerned about the added traffic that this project will bring. Specifically the ability 
to get over the tracks at Readville station and through the 3-way stop at the intersection of 
Sprague and W. Milton Street. What is the expected emergency response time for an 
emergency event during rush hour?

7/10/2017 Susan Sarkis Oppose Oppose the size of the project, fact there are not homeownership opportunities. 
Homeownership brings pride to property area. Doubling population of area without increased 
fire and police services. Traffic issues, probability of expansion. Over abundance of rental 
properties in Hyde Park, crime increasing. Need onsite management...dealing with rodent 
issue in rental property on West Milton St., city can not do anything about, what happens with 
500+ units. Concerned about home values. Empty nesters are not moving into these units. 
Please do not call.

7/10/2017 Roma McKenzie-
Campbell

Resident 
Readville 
Neighborhood 
watch

Oppose The area the developer is proposing is the most congested area where triffic is concern. Often 
we sit in traffic for a long time just trying to navigating that area. Putting up a 500+ unit 
residential building with retail will just worsen the situation. Maybe a small building would be 
more appropriate for that area. This will be a traffic nightmare waiting to happen. Maybe while 
the developers are plan the building project, they should consider widening both both bridges 
in the area.

7/11/2017 Anthony Ruscito Oppose I oppose this project, as 521 residential units will have a negative impact on the community 
With regard to traffic in the immediate area of the proposed construction project, motorist 
experience daily traffic congestion. Intersections are frequently blocked during traffic jams. 
The city needs to collect data on the traffic in the area by observing traffic patterns during the 
hours of 3:30 and 6:00 P.M. Also, traffic pattern should be examined during the early morning 
commute. Also, I strongly oppose the height of the proposed buildings. New buildings should 
conform to the height of the existing buildings in the community. Also, there is a project of 32 
new units on River Street that will near completion soon. The River street project will add 
additional traffic. Sincerely, Anthony Ruscito

1/10/2018 Sheila Burke Southwest CDC Oppose Its a greay concept if you were tp build a college/university or even a time sharing/hotel but 
bad idea for an apt complex. First of all HOUSING IS A BASIC NEED. Why should you profit 
on a BASIC HUMAN NEED and exclude certain individuals and families from living and 
enjoying the benefits of a BASIC HUMAN NEED as housing. The Mayor and the Governor 
should be ashamed of supporting these expensive units going up. They are not for the 
homeless or indiduals or families

1/10/2018 Sheila Burke Southwest CDC Oppose Its a greay concept if you were tp build a college/university or even a time sharing/hotel but 
bad idea for an apt complex. First of all HOUSING IS A BASIC NEED. Why should you profit 
on a BASIC HUMAN NEED and exclude certain individuals and families from living and 
enjoying the benefits of a BASIC HUMAN NEED as housing. The Mayor and the Governor 
should be ashamed of supporting these expensive units going up. They are not for the 
homeless, individuals and families searching for affordable housing. Second, they only have 
one and two bedrooms which discriminates against larger families Third, this is discretionary 
to be bias, discriminatory and profit greed.. Fourth, a development this size is not safe for 
children or grown ups. This is a haven for crime,traffic and again discrimination to only allow 
people who grew up there as children, raised their children, and their children's children.
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1/11/2018 Francesca Piccirilli Oppose I was at the meeting on January 10, 2018 at St. Annes. Angelo Scaccia represented spoke 
most eloquently for most of the people who live in READVILLE. I am opposed to this 
disgraceful greed that will effect our health and our life-style. They need to leave Readville 
alone and go find another place to build cheap housing for a buck. You where there you saw 
the response. And in regards to Jordans lecture about our children living there...they want to 
own their own ?homes? not live in apartments. HOMES are not affordable in Boston they want 
to live in a house. Tell him that. There is no traffic solution...most people will not take the ?T? 
and by the time the Franklin Train hits Readville it is full to capacity which is a safety hazard 
and it is usually late, not to mention the cost. Speaking of long so isn?t your web address. 
Again I OPPOSE this project. Thanks for your time.

1/11/2018 Aldo Porziella Resident Oppose The size of this type of project and restaurant, etc does not belong in an extremely small 
residential area which already suffers from congestion as a cut through for people who reside 
in Canton, Norwood, Dedham, Westwood to get to the main highways leading out to the city. 
People do not live in apartments for ever and have no invested interest in the community.

1/11/2018 Dolores Porziella Oppose I have already emailed you before regarding my opposition to this project. I am resending as 
requested at last nights meeting since a petition was not going to be enough Has anyone 
taken into consideration of the impact the traffic pile from morning and evening rush hour 
traffic coming from 138 and Truman Highway going through Neponset Valley Parkway through 
Wolcott Square over Father Hart Bridge or straight to Cleary Square would have in our area? 
What is going to happen to the Residential area of Readville? Is it going to be a free for all of 
the traffic and cars going through and the new development in Readville which will only 
exacerbate the current situation. (i.e. Danny Road, Chesterfield St., Readville St) . My other 
concern is what happens if the MBTA decides to eliminate the Readville stop for commuter rail 
all together which is the reason why the developer wants to build there in the first place what 
happens then? (they did in the past) During rush hours it takes me 45 minutes to 1 hour to get 
home from Danny Road to Neponset Valley Apartments (usually a 5 minute drive) As I have 
advised before the size of this development is not conducive to this area. Even our City 
Councillor admitted as much over a year ago and the article was duly noted in the Hyde Park 
Bulletin what's changed since then I would like to know? If a smaller developer could not get 
approved to build 1/3 of that amount a year ago why should this developer get approved to 
build a development 3 times the size of that one. The last time I reached out to me you did not 
respond, please give me the courtesy or acknowledgement that my concerns are taken into 
considerations. Hope you have a nice holiday and have a conscience and do the right thing. 
Regards,

1/11/2018 Danielle Jurdan Oppose I have been to a few meetings and not once have the developers or anyone from the City of 
Boston discussed traffic, traffic mitigation or the impact of basically doubling the number of 
residents in the neighborhood with this one project. Since this project has been proposed, 
Amazon has opened a distribution center in Dedham on Sprague Street which I believe has 
exacerbated the traffic situation to the point that the road can not handle even one quarter of 
what this development is proposing.

1/11/2018 Brandon Gifford Resident Support Overall I support the project but do worry about the attractiveness of living here with being 
disconnected from Wolcott. Can anything be done to connect the development with Readville 
Station/Wolcott Square via a walking path along/under the train tracks? Sprague street is fine 
but isn't exactly pedestrian friendly and doubles the distance to Wolcott. Given the traffic 
issues over Milton St bridge this may make more people walk to Wolcott/#32 as opposed to 
adding more traffic.
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1/11/2018 Larry Rich Oppose By far the biggest issue of concern is the ever increasing traffic congestion. The issue of traffic 
has been the subject of many community meetings, and hasn?t reared its head only to 
hamper this project. It is a real concern to the neighborhood. The fact that this developer was 
unaware of the traffic issue prior to making this proposal is indicative of having not done his 
homework. The traffic plan layed out by the developer leaves too much to chance, and relies 
on the decisions of others, of which he has no direct control. In short, it is not a plan, but a 
wish. The idea that the MBTA could add trains to the schedule is disingenuous. For the MBTA 
to add trains would require a ridership study, which would take some time. During that time 
potential riders would tire of the poor service and begin driving to work, thus adding to out 
traffic woes. While the project is being touted as a solution to Boston?s middle income housing 
shortage, once again it seems that those with altruistic intent have come forward with a hand 
out. For many in the neighborhood, their property is their greatest investment and asset. Why 
should our investment suffer? Out of curiosity, I showed this proposal to a realtor, not a 
neighborhood guy, but one familiar with Readville. His reply was that if this developement 
goes through property values will fall. That was before I brought up the traffic issue. His reply, 
if the traffic situation isn?t sorted, the values will drop even further. If this developer really 
wants to do something about the housing issue, he should not do it on the backs of the people 
who have invested in Readville (and Dedham and Milton). Let him develope a couple of cul-
de-sacs with one and two family homes and off street parking, which would mirror the 
community. Of course this would result in either a loss or less profit for the developer, so I 
think we know he is trying to tap the altruistic nature of others. Of course, one can not be on 
the subject of middle income housing without really wondering what that is. Looking at the 
figures provided, the affordable rents,that is the 70% AMI, are actually more that the average 
mortgages for this neighborhood. That begs the question, what are the middle income rents? 
What is the middle income bracket? What is the average difference in cost between these 
middle income rents, and the rents downtown? Is this really about building middle income 
rental units, or is that just a convenient way to deflect criticism when the project meets 
resistance, as it has. Lastly. What is the net benefit to the existing community? The process 
can not simply be about mitigating impact. Quid-pro-quo, what does the neighborhood get in 
exchange for what will be a very large change to the lifestyle we invested in? Inclusion in a 
neighborhood is about much more than owning a home. No one in Readville wishes for more 
neighbors. People choose where to live for a number of reasons, and neighborhood density is 
one of them. Readville has provided a comfortable way of life to many people who have not 
asked for much more than some peace and quiet. What value does the process put on that? 
What value does the BPDA put on that? Not being very familiar with this process, and the 
parties involved, I truly hope the BPDA is looking out for the people of Boston and not just a 
step in the rubber stamp pipeline. Thank you for your consideration.

1/11/2018 Tara O'Brien Oppose Hi to whom it may concern: I am very upset that there would be such an idea of massive 
construction in Readville. The traffic if awful already! I grew up in the area.. Im am restricted to 
live in the City of Boston due to its residency law that we have. My husband works for Boston 
EMS. We can barely afford to own our home on the city payroll. Now we have to worry about 
the quite neighborhood being destroyed. We ended up buying a house here because its quiet 
and we are raising 3 boys here. I highly doubt the owner of this project would even live here! 
You would be taking Readville's charachture away from this town. The amount of apartments 
going in are ridiculous! We would be loosing the family suberb feel we have. This would ruin 
our neighborhood! I would not to raise my family around this madness! If I wanted this I would 
move to the inner city area of Boston..This project is disrupting so many families. Its very dis 
hearting.



36-70 Sprague Street Public Comments via website form 2018-03-28

12

1/11/2018 Ann Gentile Resident Oppose Traffic enough there is already too much. Taxes they are already higher than surrounding 
towns. We have enough industry in the town new soccer field was vandalized we cannot build 
on edge of Boston too much crime Let's fix what we have we need new high school more 
important projects

1/12/2018 Jessica Savino Support I am in full support of this project. Maybe 521 units is a little agressive, but an influx of people 
would positively impact our business districts and also could bring in a new demographic of 
people that Hyde Park lacks right now.

1/12/2018 Dave Vittorini Support I am in full support of this project. An influx of people would positively impact our business 
districts. I also think the amenities they are offering would appeal to young people and that is 
something the neighborhood needs.

1/12/2018 Sean Sullivan Resident Oppose This would not be good for the community. How about all the issues we have going on around 
Wolcott sq, Hydepark ave, and the bridge get fixed and see if it even helps. Please do not 
approve this project.

1/12/2018 Sean Hurley Neutral Our main concern is how Sprague Street and the nearby Wolcott Square in Readville will 
support this massive endeavor. We are happy to support this provided that sufficient roadway 
infrastructure (roads, bridges, etc) is budgeted. Without significant infrastructure support, we 
have issues with the development.

1/12/2018 Jay Paget Support As a resident of Hyde Park, I support this project. If Hyde Park has more and varied housing 
options I think this will have a positive impact in the community. In addition, the people who 
reside there will be shopping, eating, participating in the arts, recreational activities and other 
aspects of the of the neighborhood that could strengthen the community in many ways. 
Overall, I think this is a positive addition to Hyde Park.

1/12/2018 Maryanne Dineen-Norton Oppose I oppose the current plan. I think the planned development is too large for the area 
infrastructure of roads and bridges. I am not at all convinced that the proposed residents 
would largely use the commuter rail. Who says they would be mostly people with downtown 
jobs convenient to the commuter rail system? What about the second resident in many of the 
units? Multiply the number of cars by the potential residents to reach the number of cars 
impacting the traffic. I think some residential development of the space could be a positive 
think for the area but not 521 units! I further think the planned buildings are incredibly ugly! 
Why would we want "industrial -like buildings" added to our area? Not a positive addition!

1/12/2018 Thaddeus Constantine Support I think that Readville will benefit from having more residents that will help make it a more 
vibrant community. Added restaurants and stores will help keep people in Readville as well. 
Hopefully more residents will also encourage the MBTA to expand service to Readville. The 
added younger residents should help revitalize Wolcott Square as well. Better new residents 
who are likely to use the commuter rail into the city than more warehouses and distribution 
centers which just further clog up our roads. I hope that the developer will continue to work 
with the city and state to mitigate the current traffic issues on the Milton Street Bridge and into 
Wolcott Square

1/12/2018 Lisa Goren Support We need more of this kind of development in HP! I hope there will be restaurants and coffee 
shops! It would be great if we could have the T come down this far too, to relieve traffic!

1/12/2018 Cyrus Tehrani Boston 
Resident

Support I'd like to voice my support for this project as a Boston resident. This type of housing density is 
crucial to solving Boston's housing crisis and needs to happen across all neighborhoods. This 
will add a significant amount of IDP units as well as market rate units in a relatively affordable 
area of the city. There is no housing on this site currently and is right next to the Readville 
station. This is exactly the type of location where we need to be adding dense, transit-oriented 
housing. Cutting down the density of housing for this project hurts all Boston residents and the 
project should be approved as proposed.
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1/12/2018 Matthew Conley Oppose While I live about 2 miles away from this proposed development I travel over the Milton St 
bridge on a daily basis. The bridge is gridlocked with traffic on a daily basis no matter the time 
of day. Building a development this size will only add more congestion over bridge and divert 
more traffic into the neighborhood.

1/12/2018 Patty Hickey Oppose Born and raised in Readville , continuing to live within 1mile radius of site. I do not believe this 
will benefit the community. If market rate s don?t sustain, the units will be vacant and the city 
will fill them with people from outside our community. Traffic is horrendous already and 
bringing in more cars will be detrimental to our roads and lifestyles. Our police and fire will not 
be able to handle more conflict and trauma. So in total I am COMPLETELY against this 
proposal

1/12/2018 MaryAnn MacPhail Neutral I think this will be a great addition to Readville, but I am concerned about the traffic impact. 
The traffic right now is pretty bad during peak rush hour 7-9am and 4-7pm the traffic over the 
bridge is awful.

1/13/2018 Stephanie Golas Support I support this development. HP sorely needs good development/housing and young residents 
who will be transit oriented and invest in the community. It is important that street/traffic 
infrastructure be considered. I think this will be good for the neighborhood.

1/13/2018 Kristene Boucher Neutral I would like to see a project of this size improve the neighborhood's access to public 
transportation. An increase in the regularity of #32 bus route, more commuter rail options, etc. 
I have seen that there is a proposal to turn the Fairmount Line into a T "indigo line." I would 
hope that the Sprague Street project would speed up the implementation of the indigo line. I 
have heard that there will be an improvement to street traffic infrastructure, however with the 
proposed population increase public transportation will be even more important than it is now.

1/13/2018 Kathy Riley HOME OWNER Oppose I am a homeowner in Readville and a number of things need to happen in order to get support 
for this project. We oppose it in its current form. 1) Don't take away our views. ! One of the 
reasons that we live in Readville is the Blue Hills. This project will obstruct our beautiful views 
of the Blue Hills. 2) Increased traffic, there is a huge traffic problem in Readville, adding 2-3 
cars per minute greatly increases the problem. Right now it sometimes takes me 10 minutes 
during rush hour to get our of my driveway. 3) Commuter Rail pedestrian safety and fare 
restructure. The Readville commuter rail station is unsafe for pedestrians. If your not hit by a 
school bus then its a contractor vehicle coming out of Industrial Drive. The fare structure is 
inequitable. Many Readville, Dedham and Milton etc. residents choose to take the commuter 
rail out of Hyde Park vs Readville due to the cost differential of Zone 1 vs. Zone 2. In order to 
encourage residents to take the commuter rail this needs to be corrected with the MBTA. 4) Its 
too big for Readville - 521 apartment units approximate the number of homeowners in 
Readville. You go from a community of homeowners invested in the neighborhood to a 
community or renters not invested in the neighborhood. There is got to be a significant 
homeownership component to this project. Thank you for considering my comments.

1/13/2018 Nancy Landry Oppose Way too much traffic already in this area at commute times. I live very nearby.
1/13/2018 Daniel Farnkoff resident Neutral you will have to build a brand new bridge to address the gargantuan traffic increase to what is 

already a nightmarish and hazardous traffic situation.
1/16/2018 mark carr Oppose My opposition is based on all the concerns we've already discussed at the previous meetings; 

increased traffic congestion which could never be mitigated with new signals and sidewalks. 
Please build this ugly monstrosity elsewhere.
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1/16/2018 Susan Carr Homeowner Oppose I have attended every public meeting concerning this project and strongly OPPOSE this 
Project. The current serious traffic concerns of this location alone should negate any plans for 
an apartment complex in this area. It is a matter of public safety. At the last meeting, 
signatures were collected and presented from the residents of Readville on the support of this 
project. 89% were apposed, 2 % were For and 9% were undecided. These statistics speak 
volumes on how the residents ( the tax payers & voters) of this area feel about this project. 
This is non-negotiable! Reminder: Elected officials representing this area DO NOT support this 
project; Scaccia, Rush & McCarthy Thank you. Susan Carr

1/16/2018 Kelsey Barber Support Good morning, I support this project, but with caveats. I am concerned that this project will act 
as permission for other buildings in Hyde Park to raise their rents. I was looking forward to 
moving here next year because it is one of the only remaining affordable neighborhoods in 
Boston. But if other buildings follow this development's lead, I and most of the people I know 
will never be able to afford Hyde Park. We are millennials, the alleged target demographic for 
buildings such as this, but we cannot live there. The proposed rents for these apartments are 
technically affordable for people who make 100% of the AMI, but not the mean income for 
Boston or Hyde Park. I would encourage the developer to use those data sets as a basis for 
their middle-income rent prices instead, and also pursue more affordable units. There is no 
point in having apartments that are priced to generate a lot of profit if no one can afford to rent 
them and they just sit empty. I ultimately want this project to succeed.

1/16/2018 Richard McMurtry Oppose Hello, I would like to state my opposition to this project. I have loved living in this neighborhood 
for twenty years and have seen various changes. Some of these changes have had positive 
effects on the community while others have not. This proposed 521 unit development will have 
a negative effect. I understand more housing in Boston is desired, but there is also a need for 
commercial/industrial space also ,which is currently there. Traffic congestion is extremely 
heavy already and adding 521 more housing units will not help the matter.This proposed 
project should not be allowed to be built. Thank you, Richard McMurtry

1/16/2018 Danielle McMurtry Oppose Hello, I understand the high demand for more housing in Boston. This issue is an important 
one, and I am open to more buildings being built for this reason, but only in the right 
circumstances and location. The proposed area is already extremely populated, with traffic 
rates high and an excessive amount of cars already on the road. With the construction of this 
building and the new tenants it is inviting into the neighborhood, it will prove to be to much. 
The 521 apartments to be built will most likely bring more than that many people, as well as 
their cars. This placement is a poor one and will only result in more issues being put on the 
neighborhood. Thank You. One of the hundreds of opposed members of the community, 
Danielle McMurtry

1/17/2018 Kelly Coyne Neutral Hello, Regarding the project, I think it is just too big of project. If it could be scaled down to a 
smaller size. Readville has not seen a lot of growth and to just hit the area with 521 units it a 
bit too big. Boston needs housing, no denying that, but this section isn't ready for that many 
units. I I know the plans call for traffic enhancements and that will need to addressed foremost. 
We need to factor in all the resources that will be need to support a housing complex of this 
size. Police, Fire, EMS, MBTA, pedestrian traffic, vehicle traffic, BPS.. ..the list goes on. Along 
with rental properties, we need to be able to offer ownership to people. Starting with a smaller 
amount of units will help the neighborhood grow in numbers and strength. We also need to 
take into consideration the quality of life issues that this will bring to the current residence of 
Readville, as we have seen a large uptick in traffic already in the area, as well as 
parking/ridership at the Readville Train. Thank you, Kelly Coyne

1/17/2018 Rachel Roberts Support As a resident of Hyde Park, I am in favor of this project! This is a great community to live in, 
and the plans (inclusive of the pond park, parking, and improved traffic signals near the 
commuter line) will be a tremendous benefit to the community.
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1/18/2018 Thomas Taylor Readville 
resident

Support My name is Thomas Taylor and I live approximately 1 block away from this development, 
along W Milton St. I am writing in support of this proposed project. Hyde park and specifically 
Readville have seen very little development compared to other parts of the city. I welcome this 
project and hope this is the beginning of revitalizing the plight of light industrial yards 
everywhere in Readville and along Hyde Park Ave. I hope this development encourages future 
projects and specifically the revitalization of Wolcot Sq. Readville deserves to have a couple of 
nice family restaurant/bars. Thank you

1/19/2018 Kadineyse Paz Boston Tenant 
Coalition

Neutral Hello, my name is Kadineyse. I am a resident of Roslindale on the border between Hyde Park, 
and I am very concerned about the project proposed at 36-70 Sprague St. While I am not 
opposed to new investment in our neighborhood, I am against this project as it is currently 
proposed. Boston is already far too expensive for the average working family, and it is clear 
that this massive residential proposal is not intended for the current residents of Hyde Park, 
and will contribute to ever rising rents, and likely increase the speed of displacement 
happening across the city. I support the improvements to our neighborhood that this type of 
development could bring, such as the effort to turn the Fairmount Line into rapid transit. 
However, in order to ensure that the current residents who live in Hyde Park will be the ones 
who are able to afford living here, and enjoy such improvements, we need large projects like 
this to provide at least 35% affordable housing, at a cost of of no more than 50% AMI. In light 
of the impact this development will have on a wide range of people, we also ask that the 
review process is slowed down, that there are more public meetings, with a concerted effort 
made to inform and include the large immigrant population that lives in Hyde Park; a 
population that is 30% not native English speakers. Thank you for taking my concerns into 
consideration.

1/20/2018 Jayme Washington Support I am a homeowner in Hyde Park and I support the proposed development. I would also like to 
be informed about meetings and updated about this project to show my support. Thank you.
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1/23/2018 Erica Schwarz Southwest 
Boston CDC

Oppose I gave similar comments at the public meeting Jan 10th, but wanted to formally submit the 
following: I?m the Executive Director of Southwest Boston Community Development 
Corporation. Our mission is community development, broadly defined. We develop affordable 
housing, we have a summer youth jobs program and our resident-driven organizing committee 
is now advancing plans to turn the vacant Doyle playground into a neighborhood park. 
Southwest Boston CDC members support development ? and the benefits it can bring. The 
question is what kind of development and who is it for. Housing prices continue to skyrocket. 
The need for more deeply affordable housing is massive and growing. As is, this proposal will 
not only bring very expensive housing to Hyde Park that most local residents couldn?t afford, 
but it will have an impact in raising prices here and in the surrounding area. This will cause 
even more families to be pushed out of Boston. Last year our organization commissioned a 
study from Tufts University to analyze the risk of displacement in Hyde Park and Roslindale. 
That study analyzed patterns of rising rents and of displacement of residents, largely caused 
by increased housing costs. It identified several indicators of the displacement. When they 
looked at Hyde Park, they found that 37% of Hyde Park census tracts have a ?high? 
vulnerability for displacement of current residents vs. 20% of Boston as a whole. One reason 
is because Hyde Park has not seen the same level of development that much of the rest of the 
city saw over the last few decades. So rents and land values are slightly lower here. 
Developers have now really discovered Hyde Park. But the wrong kind of new development 
will make that displacement risk become a reality. To have a development of this massive size 
and only require that 13% of units be affordable at 70% AMI is not right and it?s not fair. We 
can get creative. This proposal needs to be reworked with the developer so that it reflects the 
affordability that real families, living in Hyde Park right now, desperately need. Among our 
membership, I can think of people who work in Hyde Park restaurants, who are teachers, 
artists, who work as a handyman or painter, or have jobs as cashiers in Hyde Park, or who are 
retired, who could not afford these apartments. These same people now face rent increases of 
$500 a month, or live in apartments with terrible conditions, or are overcrowded living with 
extended family because they can?t afford to move out. 43% of Hyde Park households earn 
less than $50,000 a year. None of them could afford the market rates in this proposal. 31% of 
households earn less than $35,000 a year. None of them could afford the affordable 
apartments in this proposal. Finally, residents who will be most impacted by new development 
must have a voice in deciding what kind of development come here. The standard municipal 
outreach is to alert abutters about a public meeting who live within 300 feet of the site. This is 
a 556,000 square foot proposal. And much of the abutting land is not occupied. Yet the BPDA 
stuck with the 300 square foot outreach. The City exists for its residents! I ask the PBDA to 
slow down this process to ensure those who will be impacted can help determine what is best. 
The City, local residents and The Noannet group have an opportunity to ensure that this huge 
site supports the needs and desires of Hyde Park residents. As is, this proposal is harmful to 
the people of Hyde Park and the surrounding neighborhoods.

1/24/2018 Heidi Eagles Oppose I strongly oppose this project as a neighbor and community member. The traffic in this area is 
already horrendous, especially during rush hour. The bridge that crosses Milton Street and 
goes over the commuter rail tracks is literally falling apart and would be even further strained 
by the number of new residents that are proposed. Please do not approve this project. It will 
hurt the neighborhood.

1/25/2018 Kerry Klaas Support This project is what Readville needs. We?re raising our three kids here therefore we?re the 
future of the neighborhood. Readville needs to accept the reality that Boston neighborhoods 
are expanding so instead of laying dormant as an undustrial depot this is our opportunity to 
become a more resident friendly place to live. Wolcott and Cleary Square businesses will 
never improve if we don?t have more mixed income residents move in. This is what Readville 
needs so desperately.
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1/26/2018 Karen Palumbo Oppose I?m a resident on Sprague St and am OPPOSED to this current proposal of apts to Readville. 
Our roads and neighborhoods CAN NOT handle anymore traffic. As a resident on Sprague St, 
I bless myself every time I back out of my driveway because the continuous speedway that 
Sprague St has become is extremely dangerous. Regardless of the push for this "public 
transport lifestyle", your residents will still have cars whether it's a zip car, Tax, uber or lyft 
coming and going. There will be added traffic regardless! It takes 10 minutes to get out of my 
driveway and 20+ minutes to get over the bridge into Readville. By allowing this large apt 
complex to be built is trying to squeeze a round peg into a square hole. It doesn?t fit! The 
existing neighborhoods and roads can?t take anymore. The burden is real, I live it everyday 
and can?t take much more of it. Sincerely a concerned citizen, Karen Palumbo

1/27/2018 Albert Micozzi Oppose The infrastructure can not handle the traffic. Traffic lights will only manage the flow causing the 
thur-put to slow down to avoid grid lock. The area needs thru-put already by the widening of 
roads, the addition of lanes (capacity) and removal of all bottle necks. There are many 
bottlenecks during busy hours at this time. The bridge on sprague st @ west milton st. is one 
lane. although the bridge over the tracks to HP ave. is two lanes it is feed by four roads and all 
are one lane. The underpass going to Walcott sq. is always backed up during rush hour. If a 
truck goes under that bridge it must block both directions to clear the top. The underpass is 
round at the top. Neponsite valley parkway leads to rte 138 by way of two one lane country 
roads. 138 is heavily congested at rush hour. On neposite valley parkway we have a large 
number of business such as THE RIDE, AMAZON delivery, a large Produce firm and at least 
12 businesses. The river st bridge at Cleary Sq. is one lane and is feed by 6 roads. That 
bridge intersection is always a bottleneck during rush hour the lights slow the traffic to avoid 
grid lock! From the proposed project sprague st. is one lane though dedham. This leads to the 
Endicott rotory which is fed by 4 single lane roads going out to 128 via East st. East st. is very 
congested at rush hour already. In the oppsite direction there is a low railroad bridge so trucks 
have to use East st. to 128. Dedham residents as well as readville residents will be burdened. 
The addition of 521 units will add at least an additional 521 cars, some units will have two 
cars. Those units will over burden our two truck small walcott sq. fire station, very small 
walcott sq. Post office, Cleary sq. Police station and few local parks. A fire in my neighborhood 
during busy hours will make it impossible for the fire trucks and emergency services to get to 
the project side in efficient time. we are an older neighborhood and emergency services are 
very important. I have lived in Readville for 32 years and I am in total opposition to this project. 
It will degrade our quality of life and level of Safety. The Mayor and City councilors should 
know a petition was signed against this and 89% signed against it, 9% wanted to do research 
1st and 2% did not want to comment at all. The only people that seem to be in favor is Treiney 
reality because of the rental business and long time residents in Readville will be selling their 
houses. Win fall for realitors!

1/27/2018 Ray Foley Oppose I am opposed to any development that does not address traffic Currently rush hour are a 
nightmare the statement that this project will only add 2 to 3 cars per minute is grossly 
misleading It should have said 120 to 180 cars per hour during rush hour would love to see 
development but with a plan get rid of busses trash trucks

1/27/2018 Claretta Tonetti Oppose As a tax paying resident of Hyde Park I am totally against this project : it will increase traffic , 
augment pollution and it will deteriorate the quality of life . The only " amenity " that I can think 
of is the choice of good music to help you spend more hours in traffic .



36-70 Sprague Street Public Comments via website form 2018-03-28

18

1/27/2018 Russel Roberts Dedham 
Resident

Oppose While I like the idea of expansion and growth, sprague street is already severely bottle-necked 
at Readville Station and immediately past the station entrance at Milton Street to go over the 
bridge to Hyde Park Ave. This complex and additional traffic would cause even more of a 
backflow for patrons trying to use readville station (both entering and exiting), not to mention 
access to the Milton Street bridge. Additionally, this will create a more uneven flow of traffic in 
the other direction too going towards East street. Efforts to better regulate traffic in a more 
efficient manner on sprague street around the Readville junction should be put in place first 
before adding more burden to citizens who use the commuter rail services. Until that 
discussion is thoughtfully considered, I oppose the development. Thank you for your time.

1/27/2018 Stacey Roberts Neutral The traffic on Sprague street and the mere design of the road with a sharp turn heading 
toward the ECEC lends for traffic concerns for those of us who live in the area. I am not 
opposed to having this wonderful development built as long as the traffic congestion by the 
train station is addressed and there is a redesign of the road by the Blue Jay an Village Manor 
restaurants where it is already difficult to pull out of now. Thank you -Stacey Roberts (64 
Durham Road, Dedham MA 02026)

1/27/2018 Ean White Support I generally support this project though I do have a couple of reservations about it. I won't be 
doing any sloganeering like "the Manhattenization of Hyde Park" though. Change is coming to 
Hyde Park whether we like it or not, and it would be better for the community to get behind a 
project and participate in the development process than to just get steamrolled later on. This 
proposed development does tick a lot of important boxes: middle income housing, 
transportation oriented design, et cetera. And, now, with some condo units being mixed in with 
the rental units I feel better about the project knowing that some residents will really have roots 
in the neighborhood. I do take issue with the material sensibility of the architectural design. 
The stated goal is to echo the historic mill building aesthetic. However, what historic mill 
building has a flat concrete facade? Brick would be the material of choice to achieve the stated 
design goal. Another strategy would be to vary the construction of the four buildings a little bit. 
While this would impact economies of scale somewhat, just giving the sense that the complex 
of buildings evolved over time rather than all being plopped down at once could help humanize 
the design. My biggest concern is, of course, traffic. While I appreciate that the developers 
have considered incentives to encourage commuter rail ridership and other transit oriented 
design measures, we do not in Boston have a corresponding development oriented transit 
process. The commuter rail in Hyde Park is heavy rail. Even for the Fairmount line which runs 
entirely within city limits. Heavy rail is ridiculously expensive to operate and maintain for short 
routes. That residents have to use heavy rail just to get around town is insane. A much better 
option would be to extend the existing light rail South from Forest Hills to Readville. The rail 
rights of way are already in place for this. Fixing this glaring transportation shortcoming is 
certainly not the job of this development, and there may be a bit of chicken/egg thing going on 
here; if there is enough development here then _maybe_ the MBTA will see fit to bring 
affordable light rail to Readville. Expecting a large percentage of the residents of this proposed 
development to embrace the obsolete, breakdown-prone and expensive heavy rail commuter 
line is, I think, overly optimistic. But, waiting for the MBTA to do something about the problem 
may not be practical either. I would like to propose that the entire development team (including 
City and T officials) take the commuter rail to and from Readville and South Station, during 
rush hour, every day for a month. And, twice a week during that month, attempt take the 
commuter rail to an event, like the symphony or a ball game, not during rush hour or on the 
weekend. Then, at the end of the month, consider whether the current estimates for the 
percentage of residents riding the commuter rail still make sense. Ean
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1/28/2018 Lucille Barney tpbarney@com
bast.net

Oppose The reason I oppose this, have lived in Readville for 40 years, i have to go out west milton 
street or Neponset valley parkway to get to highway and Sprague street has become a 
nightmare between the bus traffic from the school in westinghouse and business and the 
buses that park at Readville station the last thing we need is 571 apartments with traffic 
coming on sprague street of monsignor Ryan bridge on to hyde park ave or more traffic on 
Neponset valley parkway AND also the traffic that will go up sprague to dedham and circle at 
bottom of hill on to east street you who proposed this building do not live in the area so why 
should you care I DO NOT SUPPORT THIS APARTMENT BUILDING I hope this does not 
pass because it will be a nightmare for the Readville residents

1/28/2018 Dan Farnkoff resident Oppose Boston has enough housing for the rich. Make this development 50% affordable or dont build it 
at all.

1/29/2018 Jennifer Moses Mrs. Neutral Hi, I am a Dedham resident who lives on Sprague St. so I've been trying to follow this project, 
unfortunately, I haven't made it to any of the meetings, it's just too hard to get to them with my 
work/family schedule, I don't know all of the details, only what I have been able to find online 
and in the various local papers. I think the complex looks great, much better than what is there 
now and I like the idea of another restaurant close by but I was just very disappointed to see 
that Brinks will still be there. We already have SO much traffic on Sprague St and people drive 
very fast, the trucks are so noisy and from what I can tell looking at the proposed photos this 
really doesn't replace much of the traffic we have now. The Brinks trucks (along with the 
Grants trucks) are one of the worst, I think because of their weight they are very noisy. I'm 
torn, I think the project would be an improvement but without addressing the traffic concerns 
and the volume, I don't think I can support this project. Cars already back up beyond the 
proposed entrance to this complex trying to get over the Sprague St. bridge at rush hour. I 
don't think we can handle the additional volume. This area is already so congested. I know I 
live on a busy street but the neighborhoods will also end up with way more cars cutting 
through to avoid the backup on Sprague St. at either end. The Amazon drivers are already 
doing it and with Waze bringing people through quiet streets adding 500-1000 (maybe more) 
cars to the street doesn't seem sustainable to me. I understand that you are saying that people 
will commute by train (as do my husband and I, we walk to the Endicott Station) BUT, and it's 
a big but, not everyone works in the city and those that do still need to grocery shop and run 
errands and live their lives when they aren't at work and to do that from that location requires 
getting in a car and that is going to result in SIGNIFICANTLY more traffic going by my house 
every day and will negatively impact my property value. I am still on the fence about this 
project and would love to hear what you are proposing in terms of traffic solutions without any I 
don't think it's possible to support this project. Sincerely, Jennifer Moses

1/29/2018 Diane McDonnell Oppose I Am against the apartment development. I am concerned about the traffic, potential shadows, 
and noise that is possible from the development.

1/29/2018 Dianne Qualter Oppose I oppose this as it is currently set up. I thought the suggestion of 55+ residents was a great 
one. I would suggest a split of half non 55+ and half required 55+ occupants to have a good 
mix but also provide the neighborhood with something that is needed - specific over age 55 
housing - as mentioned Fuller Village is a thriving and excellent place, but there is a wait list 
and think this age group should be thought of specifically versus the younger generation and 
families. Putting a combination of specific age groups together in a complex seems like 
something that could work - and that I could and would support.
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1/29/2018 Verity Steven N/A Support I support the project. I believe it is well thought out and attractive. Yes, there are traffic issues 
in the area now. The largest traffic issue in my view has been forced on this neighborhood by 
the City of Boston itself. The school busses are the largest issue. Each bus contributes 8 trips 
per day through the neighborhood. I believe the project will add some, but not a tremendous 
amount of new traffic. The added human factor is what I see as a benefit to the area. Thank 
you.

1/29/2018 david powell Oppose I have lived in Readville for my whole life and have seen the traffic navigating my 
neighborhood has completely gotten out of hand. please try to travel from sprague st to 
walcott sq for the evening commute. traffic barely moves trying to cross the father hart bridge. 
a distance of under a mile takes thirty to forty minutes to complete. I believe that adding over 
five hundred apartments will only serve to make a bad problem even worse. I also see that 
there is only parking for one vehicle per unit. where will the renters park their other vehicles? i 
believe they will park in the residential neighborhood near by. I believe adding a housing 
project of this size to a small community is a mistake and will have drastic consequences to 
the residents of readville. PLease do not approve this project

1/29/2018 Gerry Roth Resident Oppose This proposal will just add additional congestion to an already unacceptable traffic problem 
that exists every workday especially around the rush hour time frames (6AM-9AM & 3PM-
7PM). I have been already stuck in traffic starting down by the village manner restaurant 
taking more than 30 minutes to go less than 1/2 mile to get home. From the other side in can 
be just as bad trying to approach from RT 138 where I have been stopped at the top of 
Neponset Valley Parkway trying to go about a 1/2 mile to home. These problems continue to 
get worse even without the additional traffic that would be added by this proposal as more and 
more people use automated traffic options on their cell phones that route even more cars our 
way when ever there is a traffic accident or excess congestion on any of the surrounding area 
Highways. Until these existing issues are resolved there can be no additional traffic added as 
this 500+ unit would create.

1/29/2018 Robert Babiaza Oppose We fully oppose the building of 521 Unit Housing Development at 36-70 Sprague street!!!IWe 
feel the traffic will be inpassable due to the increase in cars (approx.) 1000 plus vehicles that 
will be added to the area! We feel this is not a good fit for the neighborhood as it will impact 
the ability to get access through the neighborhood during morning rush hour and afternoon 
rush hour, and also the school buses have a impact on morning traffic as well.We feel the 
neighborhood cannot support the extra traffic as it is by adding an additional 1000 plus cars.

1/29/2018 Leon Martin 1979 Oppose I do like the idea and design proposal, but until there is a concrete, meaningful improvement of 
the traffic and infrastructure PRIOR TO the approval of a project anywhere near this scale, I 
will remain opposed to this and and other development which has the potential to severely 
exacerbate the already problematic traffic. Further, even with improvement of traffic flow, I 
think the size of this proposal is way too aggressive

1/29/2018 Joanne Connerty Support Although this looks beautiful I am very very concerned about traffic
1/29/2018 Harriet DiMarzio Oppose I am very much against the 521 unit housing proposal. The area is saturated with traffic now. I 

can only imagine if 521 units with at least one car per unit and traffic for a 150 seat restaurant 
was added to,the mix. The parking spaces provided will not prevent an overload of parked 
cars along Sprague Street. This area of Readville is not conducive to a development of that 
proportion. Readville is a pass through for people coming off of 95 in Dedham wanting to head 
into Boston as it is --our roads and bridge can not take the additional burden of the proposed 
development.
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1/30/2018 Anita Costantino Oppose I strongly oppose the building of this apartment complex. The traffic on the St. Anne's side of 
the Fr. Heart bridge is already congested, adding these additional residents and cars will make 
it nearly impossible to get through the area in a timely manner. I live less than a mile from the 
train station and it can take 10 minutes or more for me to get home in the evening because of 
the congestion, it should take 1-2 minutes.. I take the commuter rail into Boston and the 
Franklin line trains are already overcrowded by the time they reach Readville. I rarely get a 
seat on the train now, adding 500+ additional riders will make it impossible. Often times when 
the weather is bad the train is so full that it won't allow people to board at Readville. How can 
they handle an additional 500+ riders. There are already too many large trucks and buses that 
go through the T parking lot to get to businesses under the Sprague Street bridge area, the 
construction vehicles for this project will make walking in the area extremely hazardous. I have 
witnessed first hand a woman being hit by a small truck while attempting to catch a train, and 
a few years back someone was killed by a bus passing through the parking lot. This area is 
extremely dangerous now for anyone attempting to walk to/from the train station, adding 
construction vehicles and then 500+ cars is a recipe for disaster. The Wolcott Square area is 
very congested now due to the traffic from Dunkin Donuts, the gas station, the train station, 
and the bus stop along with all the traffic going to Rt, 128. Add an additional 500+ cars and it 
will be impossible to pass through the area. There are already a number of apartment units 
being built in Hyde Park with more being proposed. This is more than the neighborhood can 
and should have to accommodate. I have lived in Readville for 56 years, my family has owned 
property for more than 100 years. I do not want to see a new development change the area in 
such a negative way. The residents of the area should have the final say on this project, and 
the majority say NO!

1/31/2018 Allan McNab Support this sort of mass transit accessable development is what the city needs.
1/31/2018 Ariel Leitao Oppose What will be done to address traffic on Sprague street with all of these new units going in? It's 

already unbearable trying to drive during rush hour. Have any studies been done on the 
impact on traffic? Additionally, has an environmental impact study been done? I strongly 
oppose this, unless a solid plan is in place to address traffic.

1/31/2018 John Kenney Home 
(Wakefield 
Washington 
group)

Neutral This looks like a beautiful project. However, the traffic patterns around the Sprague St., East 
Milton St. and the whole Readville/Wolcott Sq. rail crossings are already overloaded. The area 
is dangerous and gridlocked during both office AND after school rush hours. The Readville 
station area is a great transportation hub with a lot of history and if this project can incorporate 
sorely needed traffic control improvements like traffic lights, cameras, and sensors then it 
might actually work and benefit the whole community not just the property developers. Hyde 
Park is a spread out, near suburban neighborhood. Cars are required for quick efficient travel 
around the village. Bus lines are slow, bound to heavy traffic and best operate in a north - 
south direction. Crossing east-west over the 2 sets of tracks has always been difficult. If this 
project can remedy the traffic problems while adding housing and business to the area 
BEFORE more residents and customers arrive, then I would be FOR this project. Pleas help 
make that happen. It would be a win-win proposal. Thanks, John.

1/31/2018 John Malinsky Oppose You have to be kidding putting all those units in and expect the bridge to get into Readville and 
then on to Dedham, Boston, etc. Has anyone ever looked at the current traffic bottleneck that 
happens in the morning, and afternoon?? Someone said to me there is a proposed traffic light 
that will solve the problem. I think NOT! This proposal will create bottlenecks that are far worse 
than the ones we have now. I OPPOSE!!!!
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1/31/2018 Joyce Barnes Neutral I am VERY CONCERNED about the inevitable worsening of the already debilitating and 
dangerous traffic snarl that happens on the Milton St. bridge and through Readville. I take no 
issue with additonal housing, and would welcome new restaurants, BUT this development plan 
MUST include a comprehensive traffic solution that would benefit the whole neighborhood. An 
integrated system of traffic lights, signage, and pedestrian and bicyclist safety features should 
be a high priority for the city, even without this development.

1/31/2018 Jay Baskowski Support I think the project would be a lot better than having what's there now, which is essentially 
nothing. I do have concerns, like many, about the influx in traffic to an already congested area 
and have yet to hear what plans are in place to deal with such an increase. Have you 
addressed this yet?

1/31/2018 Michael Nestrud Neutral Rotary at East Street and Sprague in Dedham is already overwhelmed. This intersection may 
need to be redone and a light put in or other traffic modifications to support volume.

2/1/2018 philip cabral Oppose This proposed project contains way too many apartment units for that location. The area 
already has majot traffic issues. Access to this project will primarily route traffic through 
Dedham. Sprague Street is already an area seeing increases in traffic due to the Amazon 
distribution terminal location. Residents of Dedham's Manor neighborhood have had 
significant issues with tractor trailers entering the neighborhood streets causing power line 
failures. I believe that a smaller scale project would be a beneficial use for that property, but 
certainly not a 500 plus unit complex.Also any developer who thinks that a restaurant in that 
location would succeed needs to rethink about that type of investment. Numerous restaurants 
have been started and gone out of business at far more accessible locations than Readville. 
Suggest they study some of the closures at the University Ave development off Route 128. 
There is nothing in that Readville location to attract people , let alone a view of a polluted 
pond.

2/1/2018 Jarred Jones Independent Oppose Having lived in this neighborhood as a child and frequenting Truman Highway, Sprague Street 
and Hyde Park Avenue. It is obvious to mee that the number of parking spots is insufficient. In 
theory, it is a good number but the reality of the situation is that until the fares are lowered or 
Rapid Transit service is brought to Hyde Park people here are going to have at least 1 car and 
they are also going to have visitors. There should be roughly 1.4/1.5 parking spots per unit. In 
addition without sit down restaurants to attract residents with disposable income, the 
apartment will essentially serve to raise commercial rents for the few small businesses in the 
area and to add congestion to a bridge that desperately needs to be widened. You would be 
better off compelling Mr. Warshaw to seek federal grants and subsidize more of these 
apartments (25-30%0 if he is successful in securing even funds to secure 12.5% of all units, 
the city should tap into the Affordable Housing Fund and match him. Implement a 32Xpress 
bus to facilitate the transportation of residents with more modest incomes.

2/1/2018 Jo-Ann Duke 4 Albemarle 
Court

Support Readville is a quiet intimate neighborhood building the 5 yard Sprague apartments would be 
devastating to the neighborhood.There?s alot of traffic in Readville as it is just can?t handle 
any more.

2/1/2018 John Bunker Oppose The traffic congestion over the bridges, on Sprague St. , West Milton St., and on Neponsit 
Valley Parkway is already a nightmare without adding over 500 apartments.
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2/1/2018 Anthony Dowling Support Anthony G. Dowling 36 Clifford Street Readville, MA 02136 857-719-2054 February 1, 2018 
To the BPDA, Regarding the proposed development concerning 36-70 Sprague Street in 
Readville. Being a Resident of Readville for my entire life (60 years) and a home Owner, I am 
in favor of this project as it has been proposed, but with a few concerns. Being a Member of 
the IAG and just speaking for myself, I find the following items issue for further discussion: 1. 
Height ? Building 2, 3, & 4 concern me (especially 3&4) a. Height needs to be discussed b. I 
would suggest to the Developer to immediately disregard construction of the READVILLE sign. 
2. Design ? I think the Community has spoken enough about the design and the Developer 
should begin making exterior design changes asap. The Utilitarian/Industrial look not cutting it! 
3. Density ? this piggy backs height, seems to be too many apartments. 4. Condos ? Is this a 
thought and how many 5. Sound ? Great point brought up regarding sound echoing off the 
buildings back into Readville. Baffles should be considered for the sides of buildings abutting 
the Railroad tracks. 6. Completion ? Will the Developer 100% complete the project? I feel this 
proposed project is just the beginning for this type construction in this area, and I feel it is 
incumbent of the Neighborhood to try to be a positive influence in its process. It?s my feeling 
that if the Community gets this project right, the projects coming (and you can bet they?re 
coming) in the future will be par too this project or even better. We should not box Ourselves 
out, by not having a positive role in the future of Readville. Sincerely, Anthony G. Dowling

2/1/2018 Catherine Dunphy Oppose The area of the proposed development is current a traffic nightmare. The bridges are time 
consuming to pass through and significant increasing the number of people residing in the 
area along with adding restaurants and other businesses will cripple current commuters ability 
to get to work. As a Hyde Park resident working for a Boston hospital in Longwood Medical 
Area my commute, which is less than 8 miles, currently takes 45-60 minutes. Without traffic it 
takes roughly 22 minutes. Quality of life of Hyde Park residents is at jeopardy. Pease vote no 
on this proposal.

2/1/2018 Teresa Neff Neutral I support using this land for residential housing. However, 521 units are too many. 350 units 
seems more reasonable for the neighborhood. I would like to see the developers substantively 
address the following: 1.Leverage the MBTA so that more trains are added. The trains should 
go both to Boston and to points west, such as Legacy Place and University Ave. The station at 
Readville also needs to be maintained to a higher standard. 2. The campus amenities should 
include a small grocery store, such as those now being tested by Amazon. A laundry should 
also be included in the amenities plan, especially if the units are not equipped with 
washer/dryers. This would potentially reduce traffic. 3. The building should leave no carbon 
footprint. 4. Traffic must be addressed. Make this project the model of how large semi-self-
contained communities can be part of existing neighborhoods. Essentially, Readville residents 
were offered nothing but 2-3 more cars per minute during the already highly congested 
morning and evening rush hours. Improvements to the Readville Station, better traffic 
planning, and realizing that people need cars to do more than go to work (and that car 
services are still bringing more vehicles to the area) would go a long way to creating good 
public relations with this project.

2/1/2018 tom brennan Oppose Why are we jamming a large residential complex into an area of primarily one and two family 
homes? I like the idea of the neighborhood improving with development but would rather see 
the large T property cleaned and put to good use. 521 residential units on Sprague St. will 
cause considerable congestion. The gridlock on the Neponset Valley Pkwy. and RR bridge is 
already significant and very difficult to negotiate at rush hour. A development like the one 
proposed here would make more sense at the old Stop & Shop site where the newly created 
traffic would have easy access to two wide roadways and closer proximity to I-95.
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2/1/2018 Peter Aldins Neutral I am very concerned about traffic and although the developers did observe traffic patterns, I 
think they need to be more proactive in addressing the traffic problems that will result from 521 
units as well as the construction of campus.

2/1/2018 Anna Aldins Support As a senior in high school intending on moving back to Readville after college, I have a vested 
interest in this community. Overall, I believe that adding more homes and residents, especially 
younger families, will be good for the neighborhood. However, the project must be done 
correctly. The campus needs to be able to leave no ecological footprint, which will draw people 
to it and make this development the guide for others. If the residents are intended to bike or 
use the MBTA? something I agree most younger families will be open, if not expecting, to? 
proper amenities (such as small grocery stores and bike paths) and cooperation with the 
MBTA on scheduling more trains (to meet the intended uptick in rides from the area) are a 
necessity. The residents of Readville, whether living at the Sprague Street Development or 
not, should be able to gain something from this improvement: closer amenities (markets, 
restaurants, shops, etc.) within walking distance of home (to reduce CO2 emissions) and a 
safer and cleaner area around the currently-polluted pond. I think this idea is a good one, but it 
could negatively effect my community if not done properly.
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2/1/2018 Roberta Johnnene n/a Resident Oppose Dear Mr. Campbell: Please accept this communication in opposition to the proposal by OMB 
Sprague LLC to build a 4 buildings (some 7 & 8 stories high), 521 unit apartment complex at 
this local industrial site (L1) that is landlocked by 3 railroad track lines (Providence Line, 
Franklin Line & Fairmount Line), 2 bridges (Father Hart & Sprague) and a pond. I am a 
Readville resident within 500 or so feet of the proposed site (just over the Sprague Bridge). My 
reasons for objection to this project are: A: Project is not a fit for the neighborhood / location 1. 
Readville is a community of mostly single home (with some multi-family, owner occupied 
properties). It has a high concentration of elderly. An apartment / rental development that is 
20% or more of the total homes in Readville will irreparably destroy the nature and identity of 
the neighborhood; 2. Safety is a major problem. The geographical limitations at the proposed 
site restrict egress to the proposed 521 apartments to one small driveway at the base of the 
Sprague Bridge. A single entry and exit point does not support a residential apartment 
complex of this or any size and if allowed would prove disastrous for residents and first 
responders in an emergency; 3. The entire Hyde Park community worked for a long time with 
the city during the recent zoning reviews in 2014 to identify, maintain and tighten the local 
industrial zoning (LI-1) within the HP area and want to keep it; 4. The 1F-6000 residential sub 
district near the Dedham line of the Boston development will be negatively impacted by the 
project; 5. The proposed height of the project, at 7 & 8 stories, even given the grading of the 
site, will significantly and / or totally block the view that the Readville neighborhood has of Blue 
Hills. Those heights will also add significant shadowing to the residential single family homes 
off of Sprague, West Milton and Readville streets and block the morning sun that will rise in 
back of the buildings. B. There are too Many Variances for one project 6. The project use is 
not "as of right" and the community, particularly abutters and close proximity neighbors, do not 
support a use variance for the project; 7. The scope of the apartment project is too large and 
dense for the footprint the developer has under agreement and out of proportion to other 
approved projects in the city. 8. The Floor Area ratio (FAR) of 1.9 for the project is not within 
zoning requirements of either the LI-1 (1.0) or the 1F-6000 (0.3) zoning rules and the doubling 
and tripling of the ratio should not be approved; 9. The proposed heights of the project is 
outside the allowable zoning restrictions and will negatively impact the neighborhood?s quality 
of life. C. Brings Negative Impacts to Quality of Life and Neighborhood: 10. The congestion, 
noise, fumes and traffic in the area is already past solvable and this project will further 
aggravate the congestion issues and deteriorate the quality of life in the area; 11. Proposed ?
lights? at the Farther Hart Bridge will not solve (or need time to demonstrate their 
effectiveness before any new projects get greenlighted) the volume or traffic flow issues 
already in existence in the area; 12. The intersections at Sprague, West Milton, Milton, & 
Readville Streets, as well as Fleet & Milton, Neponset and Hyde Park Ave are too tight, 
restricted and cannot, particularly on the bridges, handle the volume of traffic currently in the 
area nor an increase a project this size would generate; D. Other reasons to deny: 13. The 
Readville Yard 5 project which has been recently modified and is being built, will add more 
truck (including large truck traffic, equipment, vans and car traffic, from businesses and their 
employees to this same area and that impact has yet to be felt or truly addressed; 14. 
Readville Yard 1& 2 are still being contemplated for additional projects as part of the MBTA 
layover, facilities and use projects and as they are, as of right projects, will need little oversight 
and therefore their impact is not being considered; 15. The maximum 68 ?affordable? units out 
of the total 521 units the developer is touting at 70% of median income will not in any way 
offset the damage to Readville by transforming it from a ?high owner occupied single family 
neighborhood to a ?transit?, transient rental community; 16. Nor will the rentals units in any 
way support or assist the high concentration of senior citizens in the Readville / Hyde Park 
neighborhood who linger on decade long waiting list for neighborhood housing that is suitable, 
safe, income restricted places to live; 17. The staggered construction schedule proposed to ?
maximize lease buildup? will itself result in years of construction that itself will harm the single 
family residential Readville neighborhood; and finally 18. Due to the significant and unmovable 
railway track boundaries, and inability to move the pond or build new infrastructure like new 
bridges to traverse the tracks, there is absolutely no room or options for any significant 
roadway and/or access, diversion, flow reconfiguration or expansion of traffic in the area of the 
proposal that will alleviate any of the above problems with site location, access, safety, 
congestion or pollution that 521 rental housing units would bring. Therefore I request the BRA 
deny the project. Respectfully, Roberta Johnnene 100 West Milton Street Readville, MA 02136



36-70 Sprague Street Public Comments via website form 2018-03-28

26

2/1/2018 Roberta Johnnene Oppose Dear Mr. Campbell: Please accept this letter in objection to the proposal by OMB Sprague 
LLC to build a 4 buildings (some 7 & 8 stories high), 521 unit apartment complex at this local 
industrial site that is landlocked by 3 railroad tracks (Providence Line, Franklin Line & 
Fairmount Line), 2 bridges (Father Hart & Sprague) and a pond. I am a Readville resident 
within 500 or so feet of the proposed site (just over the Sprague Bridge). My reasons for 
objection to this project are: A: Project is not a fit for the neighborhood / location 1. Readville is 
a community of mostly single home (with some multi-family, owner occupied properties). It has 
a high concentration of elderly. An apartment / rental development that is 20% or more of the 
total homes in Readville will irreparably destroy the nature and identity of the neighborhood; 2. 
Safety is a major problem. The geographical limitations at the proposed site restrict egress to 
the proposed 521 apartments to one small driveway at the base of the Sprague Bridge. A 
single entry and exit point does not support a residential apartment complex of this or any size 
and if allowed would prove disastrous for residents and first responders in an emergency; 3. 
The entire Hyde Park community worked for a long time with the city during the recent zoning 
reviews in 2014 to identify, maintain and tighten the local industrial zoning (LI-1) within the HP 
area and want to keep it; 4. The 1F-6000 residential sub district near the Dedham line of the 
Boston development will be negatively impacted by the project; 5. The proposed height of the 
project, at 7 & 8 stories, even given the grading of the site, will significantly and / or totally 
block the view that the Readville neighborhood has of Blue Hills. Those heights will also add 
significant shadowing to the residential single family homes off of Sprague, West Milton and 
Readville streets and block the morning sun that will rise in back of the buildings. B. Too Many 
Variances for one project 6. The project use is not "as of right" and the community, particularly 
abutters and close proximity neighbors, do not support a use variance for the project; 7. The 
scope of the apartment project is too large and dense for the footprint the developer has under 
agreement and out of proportion to other approved projects in the city. 8. The Floor Area ratio 
(FAR) of 1.9 for the project is not within zoning requirements of either the LI-1 (1.0) or the 1F-
6000 (0.3) zoning rules and the doubling and tripling of the ratio should not be approved; 9. 
The proposed heights of the project is outside the allowable zoning restrictions and will 
negatively impact the neighborhood?s quality of life. C. Negative Impacts to Quality of Life and 
Neighborhood: 10. The congestion, noise, fumes and traffic in the area is already past 
solvable and this project will further aggravate the congestion issues and deteriorate the 
quality of life in the area; 11. Proposed ?lights? at the Farther Hart Bridge will not solve (or 
need time to demonstrate their effectiveness before any new projects get greenlighted) the 
volume or traffic flow issues already in existence in the area; 12. The intersections at Sprague, 
West Milton, Milton, & Readville Streets, as well as Fleet & Milton, Neponset and Hyde Park 
Ave are too tight, restricted and cannot, particularly on the bridges, handle the volume of traffic 
currently in the area nor an increase a project this size would generate; D. Other reasons to 
deny: 13. The Readville Yard 5 project which has been recently modified and is being built, will 
add more truck (including large truck traffic, equipment, vans and car traffic, from businesses 
and their employees to this same area and that impact has yet to be felt or truly addressed; 
14. Readville Yard 1& 2 are still being contemplated for additional projects as part of the 
MBTA layover, facilities and use projects and as they are, as of right projects, will need little 
oversight and therefore their impact is not being considered; 15. The maximum 68 ?
affordable? units out of the total 521 units the developer is touting at 70% of median income 
will not in any way offset the damage to Readville by transforming it from a ?high owner 
occupied single family neighborhood to a ?transit?, transient rental community; 16. Nor will the 
rentals units in any way support or assist the high concentration of senior citizens in the 
Readville / Hyde Park neighborhood who linger on decade long waiting list for neighborhood 
housing that is suitable, safe, income restricted places to live; 17. The staggered construction 
schedule proposed to ?maximize lease buildup? will itself result in years of construction that 
itself will harm the single family residential Readville neighborhood; and finally 18. Due to the 
significant and unmovable railway track boundaries, and inability to move the pond or build 
new infrastructure like new bridges to traverse the tracks, there is absolutely no room or 
options for any significant roadway and/or access, diversion, flow reconfiguration or expansion 
of traffic in the area of the proposal that will alleviate any of the above problems with site 
location, access, safety, congestion or pollution that 521 rental housing units would bring. 
Respectfully, Roberta Johnnene 100 West Milton Street Readville, MA 02136
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2/2/2018 Robert Gallagher Support Hello, I am a member of the IAG. I support the idea of the project, but I do have some 
concerns. 1. The sheer size of the project is concerning. The number of units is very high. I am 
hoping we can agree upon a lower number of units, maybe in the 300-400 range. 2. I support 
more units for ownership and less for rental. 3. The proposed design is unattractive. 
Specifically, the material looks too industrial and prison-like. I support a more modern design. 
This project will change the landscape of Readville. As such, the IAG is drafting a mitigation 
package. We expect the developers to invest in our community in ways separate from this 
project.

2/2/2018 Michael Goff IAG member Oppose Mr Lance Campbell, BPDA I would like to thank you for organizing the meeting on 1/10/18. I'm 
opposed to the proposal based on the height and density as presented.The project does not fit 
into the neighborhood of one and two family homes very well.It presents a multitude of 
problems both in size and scope.Therefore I am in opposition to the project as presented. 
Sincerely, Michael P Goff

2/2/2018 Carol Hayes Oppose I am opposed to the 521 unit development proposal currently being planned for 36-70 Sprague 
Street. I live in the Readville, MA neighborhood and know the project would have a negative 
impact on my neighborhood. There are currently severe traffic problems in the immediate area 
that create bumper to bumper traffic in the mornings and afternoons. Adding such a large 
apartment complex will greatly increase this problem and reduce the quality of life in my 
neighborhood.

2/2/2018 Doreen Hayes Mrs. Oppose I am opposed to this development because it will create to much traffic in an over taxed street 
structure. I believe the developer has not considered the light industry across the road that is 
noisy (for example: dump truck's drive under the Sprague St. passing the edge of the 
development bridge all night long to exit onto Milton St.). This development will ruin our 
neighborhood.

2/2/2018 Rauny Baez Support Dear Lance, As a former Hyde Park business owner and current resident of over 14 years I 
fully support this development project. Hyde Park has always been a great community to live, 
but we're always behind other vibrant neighborhoods in the city when it comes to businesses 
and improving our community. The city of Boston is changing and we need the additional 
housing to attract new residents to our neighborhood who will in turn support current and new 
businesses. This project will also provide reasonable rental options for professionals and 
young families who would like to share and make this wonderful community even better that it 
is. Sincerely, Rauny




