Date:
Time:
Location:

Arlington Zoning Board of Appeals

Tuesday, April 27, 2021
7:30 PM
Conducted by remote participation

Additional Details:

Agenda Items

Administrative Items

1.

Remote Participation Details

In accordance with the Governor’s Order Suspending Certain Provisions of the
Open Meeting Law, G. L. c. 30A, § 20 relating to the COVID-19 emergency, the
Arlington Zoning Board of Appeals meetings shall be physically closed to the public
to avoid group congregation until further notice. The meeting shall instead be held
virtually using Zoom.

Please read Governor Baker's Executive Order Suspending Certain Provision of
Open Meeting Law for more information regarding virtual public hearings and
meetings: https://www.mass.gov/doc/open-meeting-law-order-march-12-
2020/download

You are invited to a Zoom meeting.

When: Apr 27, 2021 07:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)

Register in advance for this meeting:

https://town-arlington-ma-

us.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJ OtcumhqjdrGNX9GxBqOeW ISK30bRQHcDBe
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about
joining the meeting.

Meeting I1D: 990 5094 5121
Find your local number: https://town-arlington-ma-us.zoom.us/u/adNWeNXzLr

Dial by Location: 1-646-876-9923 US (New York)

Members Vote: Approval of Meeting Minutes
Members Vote: Approval of Decision for 41-43 Fairmont Street

Members Vote: Approval of Decision for 59 Mount Vernon Street
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https://www.mass.gov/doc/open-meeting-law-order-march-12-2020/download
https://town-arlington-ma-us.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJ0tcumhqj4rGNX9GxBqOeWISK3obRQHcDBe

Hearings

8.

Election of Zoning Board of Appeals Officers

Discussion of Proposed Revisions to Rules and Regulations

Executive Session
To Discuss Strategy with Respect to Litigation Regarding 64 Brattle Street

Douglas W. Heim, Town Counsel

Docket # 3651: 190-192 Mystic Valley Parkway (continuance of April 13, 2021
hearing)

Comprehensive Permits

9.

1165R Massachusetts Avenue

To allow the Applicant sufficient time to prepare a detailed response to
questions and comments regarding traffic and roadway concerns, the Board
will vote whether to grant a continuance to Tuesday, May 18, 2021 at
7:30pm.

Meeting Adjourn
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Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Discussion of Proposed Revisions to Rules and Regulations

Summary:
ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
Draft Changes to ZBA
& Reference Material Draft Changes to ZBA Rules _and Regulations 21 04.pdf Rules and Regulations
21_04
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Town of Arlington

Zoning Board of Appeals
Rules and Regulations
Adepted:—January 28, 2020Revised: Mareh 36 _.2021
1. General
1.1. Authority: The Arlington Zoning Board of Appeals (the Board) is authorized by and in

1.2.

1.3.

accordance with the applicable sections of Chapters 30A and 40A of the General Laws of the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts.

Powers: Under Zoning Bylaw, the Board shall have the following powers. In exercising these

powers, the Board may, in conformity with the provisions of the Zoning Bylaw and the Zoning

Act, revise or affirm in whole or in part, or may modify, any order or decision, and may make

such order or decision as ought to be made, and to that end shall have all the powers of the

officer from whom the appeal is taken and may issue or direct the issue of a permit.

1.2.1.Appeals: To hear and decide appeals. Any person aggrieved by reason of his inability to
obtain a permit from the Inspector of Buildings under the provisions of the Zoning Bylaw,
by any officer, department or board of the town, or by any order or decision of the Inspector
of Buildings or other town official in violation of any provision of the Zoning Bylaw may
take an appeal to the Board.

1.2.2.Special Permits: To hear and decide applications for special permits except for applications
referred to the Arlington Redevelopment Board (ARB) by the Zoning Bylaw.

1.2.3.Variances: To authorize upon appeal, or upon petition in cases where a particular use is
sought for which no permit is required, with respect to a particular parcel of land or to an
existing building thereon a variance from the terms of the Zoning Bylaw. In exercising this
power, the Board may impose limitations both of time and use, and a continuation of the
use permitted may be conditioned upon compliance with regulations to be made and
amended from time to time thereafter.

1.2.4.Comprehensive Permits: Refer to the Board’s current Comprehensive Permit Rules as
adopted and amended.

Organization

1.3.1.Membership: The Board shall consist of five (5) full members and two (2) associate
members. All members of the Board shall be residents of the Town of Arlington, one (1)
member shall be an Attorney-At-Law, and at least one (1) of the remaining members shall
be a registered architect or a registered professional engineer.

1.3.2. Appointment: The members of the Board are appointed by the Arlington Select Board for a
term not-to-exceed three (3) years.

1.3.3.Positions: Each year, the members of the Board shall elect from among the members of the
Board a Chair and a Vice Chair. The Chair shall preside over hearings, rule on points of
order, supervise the work of consultants to the Board, and direct the general work of the
Board. In the absence of the Chair, the Vice Chair shall assume the role of the Chair. The
Board Administrator shall serve as the Clerk at all hearings, supervising the recording,
taking the minutes, and accepting exhibits and documents submitted by applicants.
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1.3.4.In the absence of five (5) full members at any individual meeting or hearing, an associate
member may, with the approval of the Chair, assume the role of a full member for that
meeting or hearing.
Application Procedures
2.1. Appeals
2.1.1.Any person desiring to obtain the permission of the Board for any purpose for which such
permission is required under the provisions of the Zoning Bylaw shall make application in
writing therefor within thirty (30) days from the date of the order or decision which is being
appealed by filing a notice of appeal, specifying the grounds thereof, with the Town Clerk.
The Town Clerk shall forthwith transmit copies thereof to such officer or board whose order
or decision is being appealed, and to the members of the Board. Such officer or board shall
forthwith transmit to the Board all documents and papers constituting the record of the case
in which the appeal is taken.
2.1.2.The Board shall fix a reasonable time for the hearing of any appeal or other matter referred
to it or any petition for a variance. At the hearing, any party, whether entitled to notice
thereof or not, may appear in person or by agent or by attorney.
2.2. Application Process
2.2.1.Application: The application form for an appeal, special permit, or variance shall be
approved by the Board and made available at the Building Department Office during their
regular office hours. The application shall be accompanied by a checklist of required
documentation and list of current fees.
2.2.2.Documentation: The documents required to be filed with the application are to be included
on the application checklist for the type of review being sought: appeal, special permit, or
variance. An application is not considered complete until all the required documentation is
filed including a receipt for all applicable fees.
2.2.3.Notification: Notice of the time and place of all hearings and the subject matter, sufficient
for identification, to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in the town once in
each of two (2) successive weeks, the first publication to be not less than fourteen (14) days
before the day of the hearing, and also before the day of the hearing shall send notice by
mail, postage prepaid, to the petitioner and to the owners of all property deemed by the
ZBA to be affected thereby, including the abutters and the owners of land next adjoining the
land of the abutters, notwithstanding that the abutting land or the next adjoining land is
located in another city or town, as they appear on the most recent local tax list, and to the
ARB. The publication required by this section shall contain the following printed in bold
face type: (1) the name of the petitioner; (2) the location of the area or premises which are
the subject of the petition; and (3) the date and place of the public hearings.
2.2.4.Fees: Application fees shall be set by the Board and the list of fees shall accompany the
application. No application shall be considered complete until the required fee or fees have
been paid in full.
2.2.5.0nline Posting of Documents: Unless for good cause demonstrated by the applicant
consistent with public safety exemptions under the Massachusetts Public Records Laws, the
applicant shall provide to the Board a PDF copy of all materials submitted with the
application with the understanding that the documents may be posted to the Town’s website
or be included in an online posting of the hearing’s agenda. This requirement will not
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relieve the Board of its obligation to have a print copy of the application available at the
Inspectional Services Department for public review.

2.3. Coordination with Other Town Boards and Commissions

2.3.1.Arlington Redevelopment Board: Special Permit applications for lots meeting the
requirements of Section 3.4.2 in the Zoning Bylaw shall be heard by the Arlington
Redevelopment Board instead of the Board. All Variance and Comprehensive Permit
applications shall be heard by the Board.

2.3.2.Arlington Conservation Commission: Lots that meet the criteria for review by the
Arlington Conservation Commission must receive a favorable review by that commission
before being heard by the Board. Hearings for Lots that meet the criteria but have not
received a favorable review will be continued until such time as a favorable review is
issued.

2.3.3. Arlington Historical Commission: Lots and Structures that meet the criteria for review by
the Arlington Historical Commission must receive a favorable review by that commission
before being heard by the Board. Hearings for Lots and Structures that meet the criteria but
have not received a favorable review will be continued until such time as a favorable review
is issued.

2.3.4.Historic Districts Commission: Lots and Structures that meet the criteria for review by the
Historic Districts Commission must receive a favorable review by that commission before
being heard by the Board. Hearings for Lots and Structures that meet the criteria but have
not received a favorable review will be continued until such time as a favorable review is
issued.

234.2.3.5. Tree Committee: Demolition and construction projects that meet the criteria for

review by the Tree Committee must receive a favorable review by that committee before a

building permit can be issued. Hearings for projects that meet the criteria but have not

received a favorable review will proceed at the Applicant’s risk.

2.4. Prehearing Process:

2.4.1.Preliminary Meeting with Inspector: The applicant should meet with the Building Inspector
or his designate to determine the appropriate review by the Board. The Inspector should
provide the appropriate application, forms, and other documents as appropriate for the
requested review including the Residential Design Guidelines.

2.4.2.Completion of Required Application and Documentation: The Applicant is required to
provide all the information requested under Section 2.2.2. If there is a reason why some of
the information cannot be provided, that should be brought to the attention of the Building
Inspector or his designate for review.

2.4.3.Review of Submission for Completeness with Inspector: Upon completion of the required
application, forms, and other documents, the applicant shall meet with the Building
Inspector or his designate to review the materials and confirm that the application is
complete per Section 2.2.2.

2.4.4.Submission of Applicable Fees: A receipt showing payment of the required fees shall be
included with the Application.

2.4.5.Scheduling of Hearing by Administrator: Once the Building Inspector or his designate has
confirmed that the application is complete and the applicable fees have been paid, the Clerk
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shall call upon the Chair to schedule a hearing. The Clerk shall file legal notices in the
paper of record and provide notice to interested parties as defined in Section 2.2.3.
2.4.6.Preparation of Planning Memorandum: The Director of the Department of Planning and
Community Development shall review Board applications and provide a memorandum to
the Board outlining the case and any recommendations for Board consideration.
Hearing Procedure
3.1. Scheduling
3.1.1.The Board shall hold hearings and render decisions in accordance with the applicable time
limitations as set forth in Sections 9 and 15 of the Zoning Act.
3.2. Open Meeting
3.2.1.All meetings and hearings shall be open to the public and conducted in accordance with
M.G.L. c. 30A, §§ 18-25 and 940 CMR 29.
3.3. Testimony
3.3.1.The Chair, or in his absence the Acting Chair, may administer oaths, summon witnesses,
and call for the production of papers. The Board shall make a detailed record of the
proceedings.
3.3.2.The applicant is expected to make a brief presentation of their case to the Board. Members
of the Board may ask questions of the Applicant during and after the presentation. The
Board will then call for comments from the public. After receiving comments, the Board
shall be free to ask questions of the Applicant while it deliberates.
3.3.3.Members of the Board, the Applicants, and all members of the public shall adhere to the
Robert’s Rules of decorum during a debate including being polite, addressing all questions
through the Chair, listening to all sides, focusing on issue over personalities, and avoiding
questioning motives. Individuals who are unable to adhere to decorum will forfeit the
remainder of their time to address the Board.
3.4. Decision
3.4.1.At the conclusion of all testimony, questioning, and discussion, the Chair shall call for a
vote of the Board. The record shall include the vote of each present voting member, setting
forth clearly the reasons for the Board’s decision, and of its other official actions. The
concurring vote of four (4) members of the Board shall be necessary to reverse any order or
decision of any administrative official, or to decide in favor of the applicant on any matter
upon which it is required to pass under the Zoning Bylaw, or to effect any variance in the
application of the Zoning Bylaw.
3.4.2.The granting of any appeal by the Board shall not exempt the applicant from any provision
of the Zoning Bylaw not specifically ruled upon by the Board or specifically set forth as
exception in this particular case from a provision of the Zoning Bylaw. It shall be unlawful
for any owner or person to reconstruct, convert or alter a structure or change the use,
increase the intensity of use, or extend or displace the use of any building, other structure or
lot, or change any required limitations or special conditions imposed by the Board in
authorizing a special permit or variance without appealing to the Board as a new case over
which the Board shall have complete administrative power to deny, approve or modify.
3.4.3.The decision shall be considered provisional until the Board votes on the final written

decision in an open meeting of the Board.
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343344, Voting members of the Board shall sign the official copy of the written decision
either in person or in an electronic format acceptable to the Town.
3.5. Withdrawal
3.5.1.An applicant may withdraw an application that is before the Board without prejudice
provided that the request is made at least forty-eight (48) hours before the scheduled
hearing. An applicant may further withdraw an application that is before the board up until
the time a vote is called for by the Chair, but this shall result in the forfeiture of all fees.
3.6. Continuance
3.6.1.At any point, either the applicant or the Board may request a continuance of a particular
hearing until a future scheduled hearing. During that time, the applicant may be requested
to provide additional information or documentation by the Board.
3.7. Recording
3.7.1.A copy of the record shall be filed within fourteen (14) days in the office of the Town Clerk
and the office of the ARB. Notice of decisions shall be mailed immediately to parties in
interest as designated in paragraph 2.2.3. above, and to every person present at the hearing
who requests that notice be sent to him and states the address to which such notice is to be
sent. Upon the granting of a limited or conditional zoning variance or special permit, the
Board shall issue to the Petitioner a notice, certified by the Chair or Clerk, containing the
name and address of the Petitioner, identifying the land affected, and stating that a limited
or conditional variance or special permit has been granted which is set forth in the decision
of the Board on file in the office of the Town Clerk. No such variance or permit shall take
effect until such notice is recorded in the Middlesex County Registry of Deeds. The fee for
recording such notice shall be paid by the Petitioner and the notice shall be indexed in the
grantor index under the name of the owner of record.
3.8. Reconsideration
3.8.1.No appeal or petition for a variance from the terms of the Zoning Bylaw with respect to a
particular parcel of land or the building thereon, and no application for a special permit
under the terms of the Zoning Bylaw, which has been unfavorably acted upon by the Board
shall be considered on its merits by the Board within two (2) years after the date of such
unfavorable action except with the consent of all but one of the members of the ARB;
provided, however, that an annulment of a favorable decision of the Board by the Court
pursuant to the authorization contained shall not constitute unfavorable action within the
meaning of this paragraph.
Adoption of Rules and Regulations
4.1. Per the Zoning Bylaw, the Board is empowered to adopt rules, pursuant to the Zoning Act and
not inconsistent with the provisions of the bylaws of the town, for conducting its business and
otherwise carrying out the purposes of the Zoning Bylaw. A copy of these rules shall be filed in
the office of the Town Clerk.

End of Rules and Regulations
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Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Executive Session

Summary:
To Discuss Strategy with Respect to Litigation Regarding 64 Brattle Street

Douglas W. Heim, Town Counsel
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Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

Docket # 3651: 190-192 Mystic Valley Parkway (continuance of April 13, 2021 hearing)

ATTACHMENTS:

Type File Name Description
I Reference Material 190_mvp_parking_-10.pdf 190 mvp parking -10
o  Reference Material new_parking_190_MVP.pdf new parking 190 MVP
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EXISTING UTILITY RELOCATION OR REPAIRS.
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REFER TO THE ARCHITECTUAL PLANS FOR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION.
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BUILDING LOCATION, CORAL RD CURBING AND BUILDING SETBACK INFORMATION.
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Town of Arlington, Massachusetts

1165R Massachusetts Avenue

Summary:
To allow the Applicant sufficient time to prepare a detailed response to questions and comments

regarding traffic and roadway concerns, the Board will vote whether to grant a continuance to
Tuesday, May 18, 2021 at 7:30pm.

ATTACHMENTS:
Type File Name Description
2021-04- e
0  Reference Material 22 1165R _MassAve Civil- 2R(<)92vi1<;\?v4522 1165R MassAve Civil-Site

Site_Review_2.pdf
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IBIETIA

IMPROVING COMMUNITIES TOGETHER
April 22, 2021

Christian Klein, Chairman
Zoning Board of Appeals

Town of Arlington
50 Pleasant Street
Arlington, MA 02476

Re: 1165R Massachusetts Avenue - Arlington, MA
Comprehensive Permit Civil / Site Peer Review

Dear Chairman Klein:

BETA Group, Inc. (BETA) has completed a follow-up peer review of Civil and Stormwater related elements
for the proposed Chapter 40B residential development located at 1165R Massachusetts Avenue in
Arlington, Massachusetts. Our analysis of the civil and stormwater elements of the site plans and
supporting documents for the above-referenced project are based on selected materials from the
following available documents:

Pertinent Documents/Sections of the Chapter 40B submission to the Arlington ZBA, including:

0 Section 3.2.6 — Report on Existing Condition

0 Section 3.2.10 — Recreation and Open Space Amenities

0 Section 3.2.11 - List of Requested Waivers

0 Section 3.2.13 — Impact Analysis of the Natural and Built Environment

0 Section 3.2.16 — Compliance with Master Plan
Supplemental Site Design Information including:

0 Proposed Site Plan Documents, Proposed Residential Development, 1165R Massachusetts
Avenue, Arlington, MA (16 Sheets), April 1, 2021 (Revision 6), prepared by Bohler Engineering
(Development Plans);

L101 - Layout and Materials Plan, by Kyle Zick Landscape Architecture, dated 4/1/21
L102 - Planting Plan, by Kyle Zick Landscape Architecture, dated 4/1/21

L103 - Swale Planting Plan, by Kyle Zick Landscape Architecture, dated 3/23/21
Sheet 3 — Bridge Plan and Elevation, by Nitsch Engineering, dated 1/15/21

Drainage Report, by Bohler, revised 4/1/21

0 Response to Comments Letter from Bohler Engineering, dated April 6, 2021.
MassDEP Stormwater Management Standards (SMS);

O OO0 O0OoOo

The following are our comments on the supplemental site development plans and supporting documents.
General

BETA’s comments presented here relate to existing site conditions and the current conceptual project
plans and figures available with respect to the civil / site / stormwater design associated with the
Comprehensive Permit application for the proposed 1165R Massachusetts Avenue 40B housing project.

BETA GROUP, INC.
701 George Washington Highway, Lincoln, RI 02865
P: 401.333.2382 | F: 401.333.9225 | W: www.BETA-Inc.com 14 of 24



April 22, 2021
Page 2 of 11

Part of this review includes an overall analysis of the existing site to confirm its suitability for the proposed
project. At this preliminary phase, it is understood that the proposed site utilities such as the stormwater
management system have not been fully designed and are shown preliminarily. A preliminary drainage
analysis has been provided including supporting calculations.

Proposed Project

The proposed project includes construction of 130 residential units in four (4) apartment buildings along
with associated access driveways, parking areas (total of 11 surface spaces) and garages, utilities,
infrastructure, a Riverwalk, and stormwater management system improvements (the Project). The Project
also proposes a new vehicular bridge over Mill Brook and proposes to re-route Ryder Brook. A
Comprehensive Permit Application was filed with the Arlington ZBA under the M.G.L Chapter 40B
provisions in June 2020.

Vehicular traffic into the Site will be from Massachusetts Avenue only, while vehicles exiting the Site can
leave via Massachusetts Avenue or Ryder Street. The driveway connecting the Site to Ryder Street will
only allow for one-way traffic.

Existing Conditions

The proposed Chapter 40B Residential Development is located at 1165R Massachusetts Avenue and
includes two parcels that total approximately 2.3-acres of land, located between Ryder Street,
Massachusetts Avenue, Quinn Road, and the historic Boston and Main Railroad (now the Minuteman
Commuter Bikeway) in Arlington, Massachusetts (the Site). The Project Site is generally within an
industrial/commercial area in Arlington and is bounded to the north, east, and South by Mirak Automotive
Dealers and an Automotive Detailing business; and to the east by Construction/Contractor facilities and a
condominium. Both Ryder Street and Forest Street (located to the west of the Project) are primarily
residential neighborhoods.

The Project Site was originally developed in the 1800s as a mill and is almost entirely degraded. It is
improved by former mill buildings, parking areas, and a single-lane vehicular bridge over Mill Brook. The
onsite buildings are interconnected via breezeways and have undergone additions since the original
development of the property. The primary structures consist of a 4-story brick building located northeast
of Mill Brook (with single-story additions to the east and south) and a 3-story frame building located
southwest of Mill Brook, which is connected to the 4-story building over Mill Brook by a breezeway.

A review of the current FEMA Flood Insurance Study for Middlesex County and the existing conditions
topography presented on current Project plans indicate that the 100-year floodplain Base Flood Elevation
associated with Mill Brook changes significantly, dropping from Elevation 103 feet north of Ryder Street
to Elevation 90 feet at the southern limit of the Project. Based on the elevations of the top of the retaining
walls that contain Mill Brook, the 100-year FEMA flood is contained within those walls. The existing
northern driveway, however, is located within the 500-year flood plain Zone X. FEMA Floodway is also
mapped along Mill Brook.

Civil / Site / Stormwater Review Summary:
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April 22, 2021
Page 30f 11

Major elements of the preliminary site design include installation of a new site drainage system and
relocation of Ryder Brook. The project also proposes a reduction in overall impervious area through
provision of new landscaping. The project is presented as a redevelopment project under the MassDEP
Stormwater Management Standards.

Based on BETA’s review of the available Project plans, documents, and publicly available information, we
respectfully provide the following comments and recommendations related to the Applicant’s response
and supplemental information.

SITE PLANS

2. There is no emergency access drive shown around the rear of the Buildings 1, 3, and 4.
Recommendation: The Applicant must coordinate with the Arlington Fire Department to determine
if an emergency access drive is required around the rear of the main site building.

Applicant’s response: The Applicant previously met with the Fire Department during a meeting in
September 2020 and confirmed that emergency vehicle access was sufficient. The applicant will
continue working with the Fire Department as the project moves forward.

BETA 1: Written confirmation from the Fire Chief regarding adequacy for emergency access should
be provided to the Board.

3. The northeastern portion of access driveway to the Building 2 parking garage (to the south of the
proposed building) extends into existing pervious/vegetated area. The proposed edge of pavement
does not tie into the existing edge of pavement. In addition, the proposed grading in this area will
direct stormwater to the southeast, toward Map 57, Block 2, Lot 16A.

Recommendation: The Applicant should provide the proposed grading and edge of pavement
around Building 2 to demonstrate that surface runoff from this area will not be directed onto the
property at #1155R Mass Ave or directly into Mill Brook without treatment.

Applicant’s Response: The proposed grading replicates existing drainage patterns. The applicant has
added a perimeter pea stone gravel strip as described in the MassDEP Stormwater Handbook at the
edge of pavement within the project site boundaries. This is shown on the revised plans.

BETA 1: The proposed filter strip will provide improved water quality treatment for this area. It is
recommended that the proposed grading at elevation 96 be adjusted to avoid concentrated flow
across the filter strip. The installation of the filter strip needs to be coordinated with proposed
landscaping features in the area.

4. According to the Architect’s plans, areas of porous flexible pavement are proposed for the Riverwalk
Recommendation: The Applicant should provide a detail of the pervious pavement section for
review to evaluate its functionality.

Applicant’s Response: The applicant has further evaluated the options for walkway materials along
Mill Brook and currently proposes an asphalt subbase and chip and seal surface. The decision to not
use pervious pavement was based on the following:
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The impact to stormwater runoff would be negligible

This path was the only pervious pavement on the project and would require mobilization of large-
scale equipment (not scaled for this walkway) for maintenance

Concerns of clogging of the pervious pavement over time with sediment thus eliminating the
benefit

BETA 1: Overall peak runoff from the site will be reduced due to a decrease in impervious area.
Water quality improvements are proposed through the installation of a water quality treatment
unit. We do not object to the removal of the pervious pavement.

5. Areas for trash collection and snow storage are not identified on the site plan.
Recommendation: The Applicant should identify potential areas for trash collection and snow
storage on the site plan to confirm that these will not conflict with other site elements.

Applicant’s response: Trash storage will be maintained within the building. Small trash containers will
periodically be brought outside from a storage area within the garage for pickup as needed.
Additionally, snow storage areas are shown on the revised plans and are limited to the immediate curb
lines where possible, but the majority of snow will need to be removed from the site when it impedes
facility operations. A note has been added to the plans indicating this.

BETA 1: No further comment at this time.

6. No erosion controls or sediment controls are shown on the site plans and no details have been
provided.
Recommendation: An erosion control limits should be shown on the site plans for review and
erosion control details should be provided.

Applicant’s response: A Sediment & Erosion control plan, including appropriate details, is provided
with the revised plans.

BETA 1: A Soil Erosion and Sediment control Plan has been included with the revised plan set. The
erosion controls as shown appear adequate for the proposed construction. The sediment controls
should be coordinated with requirements included in any Conservation Commission approvals.

7. Standard details including catch basins (CB), manholes, tree filter boxes, utility trench, etc. should be
added to the site plans.

Applicant’s response: Standard details are provided on the revised plans.
BETA 1: Details have been provided. A detail for the installation of drain pipe through Mill Brook
wall should be provided. It is suggested that the top course shown of the Pavement Section Detail
be increased to 1%2”.

8. The sidewalk and driveway grading adjacent to the west side of Building 2 should be reviewed. The

plans show the road grade at 6.6% and the sidewalk grade at maximum of 5%. This could result in
significant elevation difference between the road and sidewalk.
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Applicant’s response: The driveway grade of 6.6% cannot be changed due to existing conditions and
because of this, the adjacent sidewalk will need to be at the same grade. The note referring to
maintaining a maximum sidewalk slope of 5% has been removed from that area of the revised plans.

BETA 1: The revised grading approach is acceptable.
9. The Plans depict Building 2 being set farther back from the Bank of Mill Brook (as compared to the
existing building location). The plans do not specify how the area between the Brook and the building

will be stabilized following construction.

Recommendation: This area could be vegetated with native shade tolerant plants that will provide
cover and/or perch habitat for bird species.

Applicant’s response: Plantings have been added between Building 2 and Mill Brook that are native
and shade tolerant as shown on the revised plans.

BETA 1: Plantings have been added. We are reviewing the appropriateness of proposed species.

FLOOD PLAIN

10. Based on the proposed Project layout, it is unknown if construction requires filling within the 100-
year floodplain. Sufficient details have not been provided to determine if the work associated with
construction of the new vehicular bridge over Mill Brook requires filling below the Base Flood
elevation (94 feet). Compensatory storage is required on a 1:1 (per foot) basis by the Mass Wetlands
Protection Act (310 CMR 10.57) and on a 2:1 basis by the Arlington Wetlands Bylaw if fill is proposed
below the floodplain elevation.

Recommendation: The Applicant should provide preliminary bridge elevation plans that depict the
proposed bridge structure in relation to the floodplain elevation to confirm the Project will not
result in fill of the 100-year floodplain.

Applicant’s response: The proposed bridge will be built upon the existing channel walls. The proposed
bridge structure will be above the FEMA 100-year floodplain elevation and therefore there will be no
impact to nor filling of the 100-year floodplain. Design plans for the new bridge are attached for
reference.

BETA 1: The bridge plan submitted shows a proposed deck slab built on the existing walls. It
appears this type of construction will avoid impacts to the floodplain however no elevations are
provided on the plan. As the design develops revised plans should be submitted showing proposed
elevations including the bottom of deck elevation and the floodplain elevation, The extent of work
required to the existing walls should be further detailed.

STORMWATER
11. The Applicant submitted a drainage report for the project prepared by Bohler in March 2021. The
report includes a project narrative, an evaluation of Stormwater Management Standards and

supporting calculations and documentation. A revised Drainage and Grading Plan dated March 10,
2021 was submitted on March 18, 2021.
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12. The proposed design results in a net decrease in impervious area as compared to predevelopment
conditions. Based on the reduction in impervious area there is a reduction in overall peak flow and
volume from the Site.

13. The project proposes to relocate Ryder Brook into a 30” diameter pipe. The Brook currently
discharges to Mill Brook through a 24” diameter pipe. Due to the complexities of the watershed
draining to the existing 24” pipe, the analysis uses the maximum capacity of the 24” pipe as the design
flow for the relocated Brook. This is a reasonable approach, provided that there is no history of
flooding on the Site.

Recommendation: The Applicant should confirm that there is no history of flooding on the Site
associated with Ryder Brook.

Applicant’s response: With routine maintenance, the long-term owner of the property is not aware of
any flooding that periodically occurs within Ryder Brook. The existing Ryder Brook channel is
approximately 1.5 feet deep with a narrow bottom and drains to a headwall where it is conveyed to
Mill Brook through a 24-inch concrete pipe. The proposed relocated channel will have a bottom width
of 2-3 feet and a minimum depth of four feet, resulting in more than a doubling of capacity. The
relocated channel will lead to a headwall where it will discharge through a 30” pipe that provides twice
the capacity of the existing 24” pipe. Given this, the likelihood of any potential flooding will be greatly
reduced. An Operation & Maintenance Plan is also included within the enclosed Drainage Report and
provides recommended maintenance procedures for the Ryder Brook drainage swale. In addition, a
low point is provided at the southeast corner of proposed Building #4, which would provide relief from
flooding in the event that water in the relocated swale becomes backed up.

BETA 1: Since there is no documented historic flooding related to the existing 24” Ryder Brook pipe,
the assumption of flow through the proposed 30” pipe and open channel is appropriate for the
analysis. No further comment at this time.

14. Only a qualitative analysis of the relocated Ryder Brook conduit has been provided. Calculations are

required to demonstrate that the pipe for the relocated brook is adequately sized to prevent
surcharging.
Recommendation: Provide calculations for routing the 100-year storm through the proposed 30”
pipe and open channel. The calculations should include the capacity of the proposed channel at the
proposed headwall, evaluation of inlet control at the headwall and evaluation of the hydraulic
grade line through the 30” pipe system. Potential tailwater affects at the discharge to Mill Brook
should be considered.

Applicant’s response: The capacity of the existing 24-inch pipe is 26 cubic feet per second (CFS) and
this flow was used as the 100-year base flow for the proposed relocated swale and headwall. When
adding flows from areas on the site that drain to the proposed 30-inch pipe to this base flow, the total
flow is 34 CFS. The minimum capacity of the proposed 30-inch pipe is 56 CFS and is therefore adequate
to convey the 100-year flow. Additionally, the 100-year flow hydraulic grade analysis using the FEMA
100-year flood elevation of 94.5 feet as the tailwater elevation is included in Appendix F of the revised
drainage report.
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BETAL: The revised design of the Ryder Brook relocation including lengthening the open channel
reduces concerns about surcharging within the 30” pipe. Localized flow from the site is now
directed through a separate pipe system and directed through a water quality unit. The analysis as
revised appropriately reflects that the proposed system is adequate for the site.

15. The analysis in the drainage report uses NOAA 14 rainfall data. As required by Arlington Wetland
Protection Bylaw (Article 8) and Regulations for Wetland Protection (June 4, 2015), NOAA 14+ rainfall
data should be utilized.

Recommendation: Revise the drainage analysis utilizing NOAA 14+ rainfall data.

Applicant’s response: The enclosed drainage calculations are revised to utilize NOAA 14+ rainfall data.
BETA 1: Rainfall data has been updated. No further comment.

16. The drainage reportincludes an analysis of the proposed pipe conveyance system but does not appear
to account for roof runoff from the proposed buildings.

Recommendation: Revise the drainage analysis to include the roof areas of the proposed buildings
and show proposed discharge points from the roofs.

Applicant’s response: The drainage analysis is revised to include the roof areas.

BETA 1: The analysis has been updated and appropriately reflects runoff from the roof areas. It is
noted that a new 15” outfall is proposed into Mill Brook for the roofs from Buildings 1 & 3. A new
12” outfall is proposed into Mill Brook for the roof from Building 2. Confirmation should be
provided demonstrating that runoff from these new outfalls is clean and does not require
treatment.

17. No analysisis provided for the proposed 30” pipe within the driveway that will discharge to Mill Brook.
This pipe collects runoff from several proposed drainage areas as well as the flow from the relocated
Ryder Brook.

Recommendation: Provide analysis of the proposed 30” pipe in the driveway including flow from
CB-1, CB-2, YD-1, TD-1 and TD-2.

Applicant’s response: The drainage analysis is revised to include flows from the inlets to the 30” pipe.

BETA 1: The storm drain system has been revised. A separate system collects site drainage from
the paved areas and directs it to a water quality unit prior to connecting to the proposed 30” pipe.
The revised analysis appropriately reflects this revision.

18. The drainage report notes that a water quality unit will be provided to address removal of TSS. The
plans do not show the location of the water quality unit.
Recommendation: Show the location of the water quality unit and the connections to the proposed
drainage system.
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Applicant’s response: The location of the water quality unit and connections to the unit is shown on
the revised plans.

BETA 1: The revised drainage design includes the proposed water quality unit to treat runoff from
the paved areas. No further response at this time.

19. The proposed development includes parking in garages within the buildings. No information is
provided on floor drains within the garages. It is assumed that the floor drains will connect to the
sanitary sewer system.

Recommendation: Show garage floor drain connections.

Applicant’s response: Garage floor drains will be connected to the sanitary sewer system. Connections
will be shown on the architectural plans to be included with the building permit.

BETA 1: Architectural plans should be submitted to the Board to confirm the location of floor drain
connections.

20. No drainage control is shown at southeast corner of Building 2 or along the driveway to the west of
Building 2. The pavement appears to drain directly to the Bank of the River.
Recommendation: Consider incorporating a water quality structure to treat runoff from this area.

Applicant’s response: It is not feasible to provide a structural water quality unit between the pavement
and Mill Brook channel wall so the applicant has added a perimeter peastone gravel strip as described
in the MassDEP Stormwater Handbook, to provide water quality treatment at the edge of pavement
within the project site boundaries. A low point is proposed downstream of the perimeter gravel strip
for further collection of sediment. A detail of the perimeter peastone gravel trench has been added to
the plans.

BETA 1: The proposed filter strip will provide improved water quality treatment for this area. The
installation of the filter strip needs to be coordinated with proposed landscaping features in the
area. Maintenance requirements for the filter strip should be included in the O & M plan.

21. Sheet L101 of the Architectural plan set shows “Bio-swale plantings” in the proposed swale for
relocated Ryder Brook north of Building 4. Is a bio-swale proposed for this area?

Applicant’s response: A bio-swale is not being proposed for the relocated Ryder Brook. A bio-swale
relies on vegetative growth on the bottom of the swale and is most effective when the water within the
swale is traveling slowly or can be detained in small pools. These types of swales are generally used for
small, lightly developed drainage areas and also include planting media within the bottom of the swale.
The proposed relocated swale for the subject project will provide a small amount of sediment removal
within the voids of the proposed stone channel bottom, however it is designed to convey water through
and out of the site as quickly as possible. Native vegetation will be planted on the side slopes for habitat
enhancement, and although it may provide very limited water quality treatment, it is not intended to
function as a bio-swale.

Details of the alignment, grading and proposed plantings of the relocated Ryder Brook have been provided
within the revised plans.
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BETA 1: Itis agreed that the Ryder Brook relocation will perform better as a conveyance system. The
extended open swale section will reduce the potential for surcharging within the system.

22. Three area/yard drains proposed, and one CB are proposed within the vegetated area north of
Building 4, and two CBs are proposed within the Road/parking area. Also, a trash rack is proposed at
the entrance to the 30” pipe for the relocated Ryder Brook. No details are proposed on CBs or
yard/area drains.

Recommendation: Provide details for the proposed drainage structures and trash rack.

Applicant’s response: Details of the drainage structures and trash rack are provided within the revised
plans.

BETA 1: No further comment.

23. Three trench drains are proposed:
a. Atentrance of garage for Building 4.
b. At toe of the driveway slope, just downgradient of the Proposed Bridge over Mill Brook.
c.  Within bicycle parking/site entrance area between Buildings 1 and 4.

No details are provided on the proposed trench drains.
Recommendation: Provide details for the proposed trench drains.

Applicant’s response: Details of the trench drains are provided within the revised plans.

BETA 1: No further comment.
UTILITIES

24. The Utility Plan (Sheet C-501) and Grading and Drainage Plan (Sheet C-401) show the proposed

sewer/water/drainage utilities schematically with no materials specified. In addition, no size for the
utilities are depicted except the sewer and only select elevations are specified.
Recommendation: We recommend the Applicant coordinate with the Arlington Public Works
Department regarding all proposed site utility connections to the public utilities in Ryder Street and
Massachusetts Avenue to confirm that the connections are appropriate and comply with Town of
Arlington construction standards.

Applicant’s response: The applicant will coordinate all utility connections with Arlington Public Works
as necessary to ensure they comply with their standards.

BETA 1: Final plans showing the utility connections should be submitted to the Board.

25. The Existing Conditions Plan shows an existing onsite sewer line and easement located immediately
east of Mill Brook. The proposed Project appears to require relocation of a segment of the sewer line
near the proposed bridge.

Recommendation: Details of the sewer relocation including pipe material, manholes, pipe lengths
and slopes should be provided to confirm that the proposed relocation will function appropriately.
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Applicant’s response: The sewer pipe belongs to the MRWA and is not being relocated. The applicant
will work with the MRWA for permitting of proposed connections to the sewer main.

BETA 1: Final plans showing the sewer connection should be submitted to the Board.

26. The Existing Conditions Plan shows the 24-inch culvert that carries Ryder Brook to its confluence with
Mill Brook. The Plans do not describe whether this culvert will be abandoned or removed.
Recommendation: The Applicant should describe how this culvert will be handled curing
construction of the proposed Project.

Applicant’s response: The existing 24” pipe will remain in place until the drainage swale relocation and
30" pipe have been constructed. The 30” pipe will use the same discharge point as the 24” pipe at the
Mill Brook channel wall, and the transition from 24” to 30” at that point will be scheduled during a
forecasted period of dry weather. After the 30" pipe is operational, the 24” pipe will be removed. The
demolition plan has been revised to note this.

BETA 1: The approach is reasonable pending any conditions from Conservation Commission
approvals. No further comment at this time.

CONSTRUCTION

27. The proposed Project as currently shown appears to require import of a significant amount of material
during construction. The adjacent neighborhoods are thickly settled with narrow streets and on-
street parking which may present challenges for large construction vehicles traveling to/from the
project site.

Recommendation: We recommend the Applicant provide a preliminary/draft Construction
Management Plan that would identify anticipated number of truck trips, potential truck routes,
onsite staging and material laydown areas, hours of operation, etc.

Applicant’s response: A Construction Management Plan will be provided to the Board for review.
BETA 1: The CMP will be reviewed once it is submitted
Conclusion:

The proposed stormwater management system has been revised since the previous review. The
stormwater management approach still relies on the Project’s classification as a redevelopment Project
under MassDEP Stormwater Management Regulations. This requires that the stormwater standards be
satisfied to the maximum extent practicable. The design relies on an overall reduction in impervious area
on the site and minimal stormwater BMPs. The primary drainage infrastructure includes a series of area
drains, trench drains, and catch basins. Water quality treatment is proposed through a proprietary water
quality unit.

The revised design and analysis provide improved operation of the proposed Ryder Brook relocation and
site drainage. In addition to the upgraded 30” outfall to replace the existing 24” outfall to Mill Brook, two
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new outfalls are proposed. The Applicant should document that these outfalls receive clean runoff and
no water quality treatment is required.

If you have questions about any of these comments, please feel free to contact us at any time. Thank you.

Very truly yours,
BETA Group, Inc.

William McGrath, P.E. Marta Nover
Senior Associate Vice President
cc:

Patrick Hanlon, Zoning Board of Appeals

Jenny Raitt, Director of Planning and Economic Development

Kelly Lynema, Senior Planner, Department of Planning and Economic Development
Douglas W. Heim, Arlington Town Counsel

Rick Valleralli, Town of Arlington

Mary O’Conner, Krattenmaker, OConner & Ingber, P.C.

Paul Haverty, BBH Law

Marta Nover, BETA

Laura Krause, BETA
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