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From: Francis Rodeur

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Cc: Chris.osgood@boston.gov; Jonathan.greeley@boston.gov; Strysky, Alexander (EEA); Padien, Daniel (DEP);

aaron.michlewitz@mahouse.gov; Joseph Boncore; richard.mcguinness@boston.gov; ed.flynn@boston.gov;
Brian.golden@boston.gov; Kim.Janey@boston.gov; michelle.wu@boston.gov; Julia.mejia@boston.gov;
michael.flaherty@boston.gov; a.e.george@boston.gov; internet, env (EEA); Engler, Lisa Berry (EEA); Suuberg,
Martin (DEP); MAYOR@BOSTON.GOV; Teresa.polhemus@boston.gov; Heather.campisano@boston.gov;
Chris.busch@boston.gov; Ebony.DaRosa@Boston.gov

Subject: Chapter 91 / MHP Regulations

Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 3:56:56 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I do not support the Pinnacle project and no civic organizations or residents spoke up at the
DEP hearing in support of it.

Francis Rodeur
Boston
frodeur@gmail.com
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From: Margaret Brigas

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Cc: Chris.osgood@boston.gov; Jonathan.greeley@boston.gov; Strysky, Alexander (EEA); Padien, Daniel (DEP);

aaron.michlewitz@mahouse.gov; Joseph Boncore; richard.mcguinness@boston.gov; ed.flynn@boston.gov;
Brian.golden@boston.gov; Kim.Janey@boston.gov; michelle.wu@boston.gov; Julia.mejia@boston.gov;
michael.flaherty@boston.gov; a.e.george@boston.gov; internet, env (EEA); Engler, Lisa Berry (EEA); Suuberg,
Martin (DEP); MAYOR@BOSTON.GOV; Teresa.polhemus@boston.gov; Heather.campisano@boston.gov;
Chris.busch@boston.gov; Ebony.DaRosa@Boston.gov

Subject: Chapter 91 / MHP Regulations

Date: Wednesday, July 7, 2021 6:00:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I strongly support the MassDEP in its effort to make simple changes to the Chapter 91 MHP
process to confirm its 30 year history studying, modifying and ultimately approving MHP's

that are appropriate to each city and town along the oceanside. These plans are well thought
out, undergo extensive study and public participation, before approval.

Are they always favored by all, including abutters? No. Are they always carefully developed
and undergo extensive public review to achieve the proper land use balance. Yes.

I support MassDEP’s proposed amendments to 310 CMR 9.00 and to endorse the confirmation
of each of the seventeen existing municipal harbor plans, including Boston’s Downtown
Waterfront MHP.

The Downtown Waterfront MHP is no exception. As the product of years of planning, across
more than forty public meetings starting in 2013, the plan is the result of an exceptionally
inclusive and comprehensive process and reflects the character of its location at the economic
and transit core of the region.

There is urgency to take action on Boston’s Downtown Waterfront. To remove the MHP from
the proposed regulations would erase eight years of planning and progress, and I urge you to
confirm the plan along with the other sixteen Approved Municipal Harbor Plans across the
Bay State.

Margaret Briggs
CONCORD
peb.briggs@gmail.com
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From: Rogelio Beatty

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Cc: Chris.osgood@boston.gov; Jonathan.greeley@boston.gov; Strysky, Alexander (EEA); Padien, Daniel (DEP);

aaron.michlewitz@mahouse.gov; Joseph Boncore; richard.mcguinness@boston.gov; ed.flynn@boston.gov;
Brian.golden@boston.gov; Kim.Janey@boston.gov; michelle.wu@boston.gov; Julia.mejia@boston.gov;
michael.flaherty@boston.gov; a.e.george@boston.gov; internet, env (EEA); Engler, Lisa Berry (EEA); Suuberg,
Martin (DEP); MAYOR@BOSTON.GOV; Teresa.polhemus@boston.gov; Heather.campisano@boston.gov;
Chris.busch@boston.gov; Ebony.DaRosa@Boston.gov

Subject: Chapter 91 / MHP Regulations

Date: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 11:22:18 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings, the following comments were submitted by a visitor to PinnacleCentral Wharf.com.

Anguilla

I recognize and applaud that, for over thirty years, municipal harbor planning has been a
critical mechanism for Massachusetts cities and towns to promote public access to — and
activation of — the waterfront in a manner consistent with the unique character of the local
harbor.

The Downtown Waterfront MHP is no exception. As the product of five years of planning,
across more than forty public meetings starting in 2013, the plan is the result of an
exceptionally inclusive and comprehensive process and reflects the character of its location at
the economic and transit core of the region.

There is urgency to take action on Boston’s Downtown Waterfront. To remove the MHP from
the proposed regulations would erase eight years of planning and progress, and I urge you to
confirm the plan along with the other fifteen Approved Municipal Harbor Plans across the Bay
State.

Rogelio Beatty
Hansenside
tgdobie@gmail.com
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From: Daniel Napolitano

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Cc: Chris.osgood@boston.gov; Jonathan.greeley@boston.gov; Strysky, Alexander (EEA); Padien, Daniel (DEP);

aaron.michlewitz@mahouse.gov; Joseph Boncore; richard.mcguinness@boston.gov; ed.flynn@boston.gov;
Brian.golden@boston.gov; Kim.Janey@boston.gov; michelle.wu@boston.gov; Julia.mejia@boston.gov;
michael.flaherty@boston.gov; a.e.george@boston.gov; internet, env (EEA); Engler, Lisa Berry (EEA); Suuberg,
Martin (DEP); MAYOR@BOSTON.GOV; Teresa.polhemus@boston.gov; Heather.campisano@boston.gov;
Chris.busch@boston.gov; Ebony.DaRosa@Boston.gov

Subject: Chapter 91 / MHP Regulations

Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 6:54:27 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I am opposed to the Downton Municipal Harbor Plan. Please send it back to the city so they
can start the process over for a more inclusive and equitable waterfront

Daniel Napolitano
Everett
dannapolitano4@gmail.com
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From: Todd Lee

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: Save Boston"s Waterfront

Subject: Chapter 91/MHP Regulation

Date: Wednesday, June 9, 2021 7:22:38 PM
Attachments: TL signature .png

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Follow-up COMMENT on yesterday’s (6/8/21 - 1:00 pm) zoom hearing.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment AGAINST the proposed MHP changes.

I speak as a private citizen. However, my background as a Fellow of the AIA, a former chair
of the BSA Urban Design Committee, a long-term urbanist and city planner, a three-time
resident of Harbor Towers on and off for the past 30 years, and having had my offices with up
to thirty-five employees for more than 40 years on both sides of the Fort Point Channel.

This experience gives me a fairly intimate knowledge and deep love for the downtown part of
Boston’s waterfront, the very waterfront wrested over the past 50 years from decay and
embarrassment by forward-thinking and public-spirited pubic officials and civic stewardship.

You have heard, and will continue to benefit from the closely-reason arguments from all of
Mayoral candidates, from CLF in its defense of the most recent ruling invalidating the MHP
public process, and from the NE Aquarium’s thorough review of the multiple issues needing
to be addressed in this opportunity to do a comprehensive plan.

I speak to an even more basic issue:

- the travesty of the spirit of the proposed changes, which would allow private gain to rob
public investment.

The Commonwealth and the City cannot allow this outrageous and cynical proposed change to
go forward, and maintain any sense of honor.

I am confident that our current Governor and his Environmental Protection Agency will
understand how much good there is in waiting and carrying forward a just and legal public
planning process. Be brave, Seize this once-only opportunity to plan for the maximum public
benefit for our city and state which has so-often correctly prided itself as an exemplar of of a
common-Wealth.

Very truly yours,

TODD LEE FAIA, LEED AP - ARCHITECT
85 EAST INDIA ROW - 32H BOSTON MA 02110
6173203782 VOICE TXT

todd@toddleearchitect.com
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From: Steve Hollinger

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: Padien, Daniel (DEP); Deanna Moran

Subject: Comment Letter on Chapter 91/Municipal Harbor Plan - Proposed Regulatory Update
Date: Thursday, August 5, 2021 12:55:12 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system. Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

8/5/21
To: DEP

CC:
Daniel Padien, DEP Program Chief
Deanna Moran, CLF

Subject: Chapter 91/Municipal Harbor Plan - Proposed Regulatory Update
Comment

To Whom it May Concern:

Please accept this e-mail as my public comment on Chapter 91/Municipal
Harbor Plan - Proposed Regulatory Update in advance of the August 6,
2021 deadline.

1. The BPDA Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan should be considered
independently of other MHPs being considered under proposed regulatory
changes.

2. The Downtown MHP process was flawed, largely focused on permitting of
two projects (Harbor Garage, Hook Wharf) rather than prioritizing public
access and resiliency across the 42-acre scope of the MHP. Fortunately,
Boston is seeing a political awakening in terms of potential of

waterfronts to address both priorities, so there is an opportunity to

vastly improve the planning process.

To be clear, the BPDA Downtown MHP as filed should not be approved by DEP.

BPDA should be expected to draft a Downtown MHP that prioritizes public
access (including civic and cultural engagement on ground floors, beyond
commercial uses). In addition, a Downtown MHP should reflect best
practice in addressing anticipated, combined impacts of sea level rise,
storm surge and precipitation (as well as other impacts). As I

understand, the minimum expectation of such a plan would be predicated
on a data-driven, district-level understanding of challenges ahead. To

date, BPDA has not initiated district-level climate planning for any

Boston neighborhood.

3. My views regarding the Proposed Regulatory Update are largely aligned
with the Conservation Law Foundation. I would defer to CLF in terms of
particulars of the proposed regulatory update(s).
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Best regards,

Steve Hollinger

21 Wormwood Street #215
Boston, MA 02210

617 338-2222






From: Robin DiGiammarino

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Subject: DEP Waterways Public Comment
Date: Friday, August 6, 2021 9:24:53 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

As a resident of the Navy Yard, please do not allow more buildings along the Boston
waterfront. The Climate Ready study focused on East Boston and Charlestown project
significant flooding in the near future due to rising sea levels. It makes more sense to focus
on how to address rising sea levels than to focus on adding more vulnerable commercial
and/or residential structures that will flood and block public access. Every building currently
in the Charlestown Navy Yard will require coastal resilience solutions- gates, raised harbor
walkways, and/or raised roadways. None of the Climate Ready solutions include building
along the harbor- including on Pier 5- nor adding housing close to the water. Pier 5 could be
an example of how to use a living shore line to mitigate flooding. Please focus on coastal
resilience strategies not on approval of more buildings.

Robin DiGiammarino
Charlestown Navy Yard
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From: Stephen O"Brien

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Subject: Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan
Date: Friday, August 6, 2021 3:16:13 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system. Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Over the past few decades the City of Boston has done an admirable job of improving the Harbor waterfront
with attractive commercial and housing construction. However, given that these properties are privately owned, this
development has blocked public access to the Harbor for most of the citizens of Boston. What access there is tends
to be only a narrow walkway between the buildings and the water. Relative few sites are left that can provide a
significant amount of space for public use. As a resident of Charlestown, I would point to Pier 5 as one of the few
examples. There are many parts of the city that are suitable for housing and commercial development. There are
very few that provide the feeling of a very open space for recreation and relaxation that are available along the
Harbor. I would strongly urge you to consider preserving these open spaces along the Harbor and to give special
consideration to uses that through well conceived programs will draw residents to them to insure that they are truly
open, equitable and inclusive.

Sincerely,
Stephen T. O’Brien

197 8th Street, Unit 302
Charlestown, MA 02129
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From: KATHLEEN M ELLIOTT

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: mayor@boston.gov; kim.janey@boston.gov
Subject: Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan

Date: Friday, August 6, 2021 2:01:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

As aresident of Boston, I am submitting my comments regarding the review of the Downtown
Municipal Harbor Plan. The MHP is old and outmoded and does not take into account all of
the construction around the harbor in the last 20 years. It fails to preserve access to our
waterfront for public use as is required by Chapter 91. It appears that none of the current
MHPs in effect throughout the Commonwealth have been through the appropriate and legally
required steps for approval under mandated DEP processes.

Importantly, the Downtown MHP does not take into account rising sea levels or storm
protections necessary for climate resilience. The Climate Ready Boston resilience study has
not yet been completed. Most of the land abutting Boston Harbor is filled land and as such is
at much more risk than average. Any action to move forward with any proposed development
is completely premature and does not properly protect the waterfront.

Public access is our statutory right and that is why we have the DEP. For them to end run this
by just putting it into the regulations without each project proposed being separately
evaluated and some overall comprehensive criteria developed is a violation of our rights as
citizens and taxpayers.

It should not receive a rubber stamp approval. We have learned too much about the impacts of
climate change and rising tides and that constructing massive buildings along the Boston
Harbor is a recipe for future disaster. Please look to other, more-forward thinking cities that
put density away from the water’s edge leaving the open space free for residents of the city to
enjoy. Many other waterfront cities employ “retreating” where buildings are built away from
the waterfront as one answer to the issue of rising tides and storm surges.

Further, continued focus on issues of social justice and access to open space and the waterfront
for all should open up this review process for more public comment and certainly more
emphasis as to the intent of M.G. L. Chapter 91. This law’s intent seems to be negated by the
current Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan and a new Harbor Plan should be developed with
the tenets of Chapter 91 in mind. Either Chapter 91 and its intent is valid or it is not.
Municipal Harbor Plans have long given politicians and developers, not the people, the power
to dominate and wall off precious waterfront properties from all residents. Unfortunately, we
have seen all too often how MHPs have allowed most of Boston’s waterfront to be privatized,
severely limiting public access. If Chapter 91 contains limits on development, how did the
Seaport happen?

The funding for the clean up of Boston Harbor came out of the pockets of the ratepayers and
tax payers of Boston and surrounding communities. The benefits of this costly but successful
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clean up has accrued to private developers far more than the citizens at large who funded this
successful outcome.

It is not just the Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan that should be put under careful review but
all of the Harbor Plans in effect throughout the Commonwealth. Specifically, hasn't the
Charlestown Harbor Plan expired many years ago?

As an example, Pier 5 which sits entirely over flowed tidelands is subject to an RFP by the
BPDA and three proposals for residential development have been received. There are already
numerous dense projects planned throughout most of Charlestown and Pier 5 should remain as
a respite for all from urban life. While it is encouraging that so many are engaged in planning
equitable and inclusive access to the waterfront and Boston Harbor, we should not promote
projects that permanently wall off opportunity to create attractive, innovative and educational
programming for all citizens to enjoy along Boston’s shores. Density should be put where it
makes the most sense; not in a location susceptible to rising tides and storm surges. Pier 5 can
stand as an example of smart public planning and urban renewal.

I participated in one of the Zoom calls that was held for public comment. Not one voiced
weighed in to support what is being proposed. The Mayoral Candidates and City Councilors
who spoke all concurred that the Municipal Harbor Plans for the City of Boston should not be
made part of DEP regulations. We should be protecting publicly accessible and precious
open space along the Harbor to bring all the city’s inhabitants together for the enjoyment of
the waterfront. Now is the time to think big about equity, environmental justice and
preservation and to foster access for all generations to come. It is shortsighted to wall off
Harbor access from Bostonians. We should be encouraging everyone to experience the
openness, beauty and tranquility that our magnificent Harbor has to offer — to everyone. In
summary, I request that MassDEP remove the Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan from its
proposed amendment to 310 CMR 9.00.

Thank you.
Kathy Elliott
Resident of Charlestown Navy Yard






From: Reardon, Hannah (DEP)

To: "Daniel J. Padien (Daniel.Padien@mass.gov)"
Subject: FW: Charlestown Pier 5

Date: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 1:18:00 PM

Hi Dan,

Is this comment related to the MHP reg changes or should I try to track down an application?

Thanks
Hannah

From: chris carlisle <ccarlisle07@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 12:45 PM

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP) <dep.waterways@mass.gov>
Subject: Charlestown Pier 5

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system. Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Boston will always have a need for housing of all kinds. The City also has a need for open space and parks. There
are many spaces, even within the Navy Yard that can be developed into housing. But once Pier 5 is used for housing
it will be lost for good. Please don’t let the development of the Pier permanently close off the dwindling public
access to the harbor. If you allow it to be developed it will be gone for good.

Chris Carlisle
Charlestown, Ma



mailto:Hannah.Reardon@mass.gov

mailto:Daniel.Padien@mass.gov




From: Bob Gordon

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Subject: MHP comment
Date: Friday, June 11, 2021 10:35:39 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear DEP,

| want to express my opposition to grandfathering in the permitting of the Harbor Garage and the
Hook’s Lobster development plans. The MHP process undermined the purpose of Chapter 91 and its
goal of protecting shoreline and wetlands.

The public’s access to the Harbor and plans to control rising water levels should be the driving forces
behind the permitting process.

The MHP approved plans undermine the Public Interest.

Robert Gordon
65 East India Row
Apt 32F

Boston, MA
02110

bgordon@citynorthllc.com
Office/Home (US & CR) (978) 912-9401
Cell (US) (617) 834-2060
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From: Steve Hollinger

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Subject: MHP hearing today
Date: Tuesday, June 8, 2021 4:11:08 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system. Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon DEP,

I heard about a DEP hearing on Municipal Harbor Plan regulations today
at 1 PM, after the fact.

As I understand the hearing was capped at 100 attendees and that a
second hearing (that I can't attend on short notice) is scheduled for
tonight. I've heard, unconfirmed, that an additional hearing will be
held in July.

Given the fact that Chapter 91 regards public access, I'd like to find
out how attendees were notified of the hearing. Did I miss it in the
Monitor? I'd also like to know why the first hearing was capped at 100
attendees and if a video will be made available.

I have been deeply engaged in the MHP and Chapter 91 dialog for 20+
years, yet find myself unaware of important hearings. Others seem to be

looped in on everything that regards public access on the waterfront.

How does the general public engage? Are these processes targeted at
select audiences?

Thanks in advance.

Best,
Steve Hollinger
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From: Peter Kenny

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)
Subject: Need to keep public waterfront for public use only in perpetuity
Date: Thursday, August 5, 2021 1:14:24 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please do everything possible to be certain that the dwindling number of valuable of public
waterfront assets facing Boston harbor are dedicated solely for the benefit of the public. Proposals
that seek to privatize any portion of these irreplaceable public assets should be rejected.

There are many examples of progressive cities that have protected citizens’ rights by strongly
opposing any proposals that sought to monetize their “jewels on the harbor”. Unfortunately in
Boston there are too many examples of regrettable development decisions that instead have
decreased public access and served to profit developers rather than citizens. We can do better.
Boston must strive to become one of the cities leading the way with vision and integrity.

Peter Kenny

197 8™ Street #717
Charlestown, MA 02129

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: gangoff@comcast.net

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: Kim.Janey@boston.gov; lydia.edwards@boston.gov; Andrea.Campbell@boston.gov; Michelle.wu@boston.gov;
Sal DiDomenico; dan.ryan@mahouse.gov; Annissa.Essaibi.George@boston.gov

Subject: Opposition to including current Municipal Harbor Plans into DEP Regulations

Date: Friday, August 6, 2021 7:10:17 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

August 6, 2021

DEP.Waterways@mass.gov

Daniel Padien

Waterways Program Chief

Department of Environmental Protection

1 Winter St. 5th fl. Boston, MA

RE: Comments on DEP proposed regulations regarding Municipal Harbor plans

Dear Mr. Padien,

I’'m writing to oppose the wholesale adoption by the Department of Environmental of the Municipal
Harbor Plans without appropriate vetting and compliance under Chapter 91. | write as President of
the Constellation Wharf Board of Managers, Pier 7 in the Charlestown Navy Yard. My reasons
include:

e The adoption of the Municipal Harbor Plans by the Secretary of EOEA was determined by the
Court to be beyond the authority of the Secretary’s authority under the DEP regulations

e The MHPs for Boston and Charlestown in particular are outdated and do not take into account
present climate realities of rising sea levels. The Charlestown MHP was adopted in 1991.

e Boston Climate Action initiative needs to be conducted before any municipal harbor planning
can proceed

e The Seaport District is a primary example of development that was created by the MHP for
Boston and was an abdication of the DEP in its charge to protect the public access to the
waterfront under Chapter 91.

e The MHPs, and specifically Charlestown Navy Yard MHP, are outdated and fail catastrophically
to protect the public’s rights preserved in Chapter 91 to access to the waterfront and more
especially the Boston Waterfront

e Public officials and Mayoral candidates have recognized that the existing Municipal Harbor
Plans are outmoded, antiquated and fail to recognize climate change affecting Boston

e The Municipal Harbor Plans should be excluded from regulations to allow Boston to create a
process that reflects the needs and desires of its citizens

e The DEP must reject the MHPs for Boston and more specifically the Charlestown Navy Yard in
favor of a more citizen centric process for the Boston Waterfront and exclude short sighted
privatization. A prime example is the BPDA’s proposed development of the Navy Yard Pier 5.

e The Municipal Harbor Plans to not account for climate change and climate resilience

e The Municipal Harbor Plans are outdated and will wall off the City from the harbor, limit
access, reduce green open space and prevent the use of the waterfront for parks recreation
and education. The BPDA's RFP to develop Pier 5 in the Charlestown Navy Yard is again a
prime example where the waterfront is exploited for private for-profit purpose at the expense
of public access, preservation and environmental protection.

For all these reasons, the Municipal Harbor Plans for Boston Harbor and more specifically the plan of
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the Charlestown Navy Yard should not be included summarily into the Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) regulations.

Gerald H. Angoff, MD MBA

President, Constellation Wharf Board of Managers
38 Pier 7

Charlestown, MA 02129

gangoff@comcast.net
Mobile 603-494-7334
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From: generalmanager@residences-icboston.com

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: generalmanager@residences-ichoston.com; "Rich Koch"

Subject: Public Comment on Proposed Regulatory Amendments to 310 CMR 9.00
Date: Thursday, August 5, 2021 2:22:57 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Commissioner Suuberg,

The Residences at The InterContinental is a residential condominium community, consisting of 130
homes and over 300 residents. Located on Atlantic Avenue, between Seaport Boulevard and
Congress Street, the residents of this building are directly impacted by the Downtown Waterfront
Municipal Harbor Plan. This is our neighborhood!

Over the last two months, representatives of our community have participated in the public hearings
that have been hosted regarding this proposed amendment. Boston’s mayoral candidates have
unanimously expressed concerns at those meetings over the Downtown Waterfront MHP and the
projects it authorizes. Moreover, the vast majority — if not ALL — of the speakers at those meetings
opposed the inclusion of this specific MHP in the proposed amendment. These sentiments mimic
the strong feelings that have been vocalized throughout the lengthy harbor planning process.

We share the concerns identified at those meetings. Our residents care deeply about the future of
Boston’s waterfront and applaud the Superior Court ruling that invalidated parts of the Downtown
Waterfront Municipal Harbor Plan. MassDEP must protect the public’s rights in tidelands by
examining projects individually to ensure they offer adequate public benefits and promote access to
and enjoyment of the waterfront. This MHP disregards these priorities, authorizing excessive height
on two key waterfront sites and associated wind, shadow, and other impacts that will permanently
harm the public’s experience.

On behalf of our residents, we wish to go on record OPPOSING the proposed regulatory
amendments to 310 CMR 9.00 AS CURRENTLY WRITTEN. It is our request that MassDEP remove

the Downtown Waterfront MHP from its proposed amendment. Reinstating this MHP would be a
step backwards in combating climate change and systemic challenges like inequality and exclusion.
Following a flawed plan like the now defunct Downtown Waterfront MHP, created by a process that
few would consider inclusive or responsive to community concerns, will only lead to even more
extreme failures. The future of Boston’s waterfront will depend on being intentional in our actions
and advancing a district-wide vision for an accessible, climate resilient, and inclusive waterfront.

Whether it’s rising tides or rising levels of inequality, our city and Commonwealth cannot afford to
let these challenges linger by rubber stamping a status quo that has failed too many people and
places already. At this point in time, we have a rare second chance to get it right — an opportunity
to create a world-class place for our city by advancing an active Downtown Waterfront for all that
aligns with the mandate of Ch.91.
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The Downtown Waterfront MHP does not further these goals. We urge you to remove it from the
proposed regulations.

Sincerely,

The Board of Trustees

Residences at The InterContinental

500 Atlantic Ave

Boston, MA 02210
generalmanager@residences-icboston.com
Direct: 617-443-9432

Fax: 617-443-9440
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From: Mim Regan-Fiore

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: kim.janey@boston.gov

Subject: RE: 310 CMR 9.0 and Downtown Municipal Harbor Plan
Date: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 8:07:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To Whom It May Concern:

Please remove the Downtown Boston Waterfront Harbor Plan from Section 9.57: Approved Municipal
Harbor Plans. After watching the Seaport development for years diminish public access to the waterfront
and open space in this area, it is time for a complete do-over. While | do not live in Boston, | am in the
city regularly and | live in an MWRA community. Hence I've been paying a premium for years for the
Boston Harbor clean-up and to keep it that way. And | am more than happy to pay this premium for a
clean harbor but | resent that the benefit for this has accrued more to private development than to the
citizens at large — whether residents, downtown employees, or visitors to the city. It is imperative that a
new plan that reflects the priorities of public access, open space and climate resiliency for the remaining
parcels, be it Charlestown, North End or Aquarium, be developed with input from all stakeholders.
Between the increasingly severe weather events, the clearly rising tides, and the need for open space
highlighted by the pandemic, we must protect the remaining waterfront for public access, not private
development.

Thank-you for your consideration.
Miriam Regan-Fiore

15 Frances St
Winthrop, MA
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From: Kerner, Ph.D., Shann (LGPM)

To: Waterways, DEP (DEP)

Cc: Kerner, Ph.D., Shann (LGPM); admins@harbortowersonline.org
Subject: "Amendments to 310 CMR 9.00

Date: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 11:12:12 AM

Attachments: imageef2740.PNG

imagefe0dbc.PNG

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear MassDEP,

It simply stultifies me how a project as large as the Aquarium garage could have been
allowed by the city and state in the first place, since before the pandemic | saw the
car traffic backup for hours every day walking to and from work in the financial
district. Adding this huge structure and its inhabitants would make the traffic even
worse—if it were even possible!! Also, having buildings taller than those at Harbor
Towers allowed by the city and state amazed me knowing about and experiencing
the wind tunnels these lower and smaller Harbor Towers buildings creates and
having my car doors slam shut and necessitating wind barriers to be built at the
entrances of both towers.

That being said (and more that | have not said), | cannot fathom why MassDEP would
appeal the judge’s ruling, be in favor of outrageous projects like the garage, and want
amendments such as 310 CMR 9.00 (that are totally inconsistent with the law/rules
previously existing for the public and harbor’s good), except that you are somehow
selfishly influenced by these big developers and could care less about the people
actually living near the project.

As, in my opinion, your decision to appeal the judge’s ruling and to propose
"Amendments to 310 CMR 9.00 is inconsistent with you job’s purpose, you should not
be involved in planning projects near the harbor, as your “professional” opinion is not
very professional at all since it is not in the best interests of the people of
Massachusetts (that are not big developers).

Shame on you!

Please drop the appeal or disengage yourself from this development process if you
cannot think beyond big developer mentality.

Lathmp Shann Kerner, Ph.D., J.D.
GPM ‘> Counsel
~

Lathrop GPM LLP
28 State Street

Boston, MA 02109
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Lathrop
GPM,‘;












Direct: 857.300.4013
Mobile: 617.519.1075
shann.kerner@lathropgpm.com

lathropgpm.com

This e-mail (including any attachments) may contain material that (1) is confidential and for the sole use of the intended recipient, and (2) may be
protected by the attorney-client privilege, attorney work product doctrine or other legal rules. Any review, reliance or distribution by others or forwarding
without express permission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies.
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