CITY OF SOMERVILLE, MASSACHUSETTS
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

JoSEPH A. CURTATONE

MAYOR
MINUTES
MEMBERS
MAY 22! 2019 Michael Fager, Chair
Uma Murugan, Vice Chair
Dick Bauer
The Community Preservation Committee (CPC) held a regular meeting at 6:30pm in the La]ura Bcer%tSky
ane Larbone
third floor community room at the Visiting Nurse Association, 259 Lowell Street, Luisa Oliveira
Somerville, MA 02144. An audio recording of the meeting is available upon request. Eleanor Rances
Tatiana Shannon
Members Present  Chair Michael Fager, Vice Chair Uma Murugan, Dick Bauer, Laura STAFF

Beretsky, Jane Carbone, and Tatiana Shannon Kristen Stelljes

Members Absent Luisa Oliveira, Eleanor Rances
Staff Present Kristen Stelljes

Others Present Tim Dineen

The chair opened the meeting at 6:41p.m.

Agenda item 1: Public comment period
No members of the public were present.

Agenda item 2: Approve minutes from April 25 meeting
Mr. Fager noted that his title was incorrectly noted as “Ms.” in one location.

Upon a motion by Ms. Murugan, seconded by Mr. Bauer, the committee voted 5-0 to approve the
minutes from the April 25 meeting with correction.

Agenda item 3: Staffing changes

Rebecca Lyn Cooper had to step down from the Committee because she took a position in the City’s
planning office, requiring that she step down from the Planning Board. The Planning Board is in the
process of naming her successor on the CPC.

Ms. Stelljes will become the SomerStat Director in mid-August and will be leading the recruitment
process to find her replacement.

Agenda item 4: Project updates
Growing Center: The renovation ribbon cutting is scheduled for June 22 at 9:30am.



Community Path Repaving: The Community Path is closed for the final work on the portion west of Davis
Square. CPA funds are paying for a portion of the repaving.

Milk Row Cemetery: The tour and talk by the conservator for the CPA funded tombstone project,
Barbara Mangum, will be May 23 at 6pm.

Housing acquisition: With the FY19 awards, CPA funds are now going to support the creation of 91 units
of new deed restricted affordable units. Ms. Stelljes is planning a celebration with the Housing Trust
staff when the funding is awarded to the 100" unit of CPA supported housing.

Conservation restrictions: The Conservation Commission is reviewing the restriction for 5 Palmer on May
28. Legal counsel is reviewing the restriction for 35 Richardson. SCC has not yet submitted the
paperwork for their grant agreement.

Historic preservation restrictions: The restrictions for Grace Baptist Church and the Somerville Museum
have been submitted to the Massachusetts Historic Commission for review. Elizabeth Peabody House
Association is reviewing their updated restriction that incorporates changes from the Massachusetts
Historic Commission. The complete list of grantors is being finalized for the Mystic Water Works
property because an LLC was created to manage the Water Works housing and may need to be
incorporated as a grantor. Legal counsel is currently reviewing the draft restriction for Mission Church
and is considering whether the City’s charter would allow for another community to hold the restriction
on Prospect Hill Park.

Ms. Stelljes noted that she shared with the Committee the redlined version of the changes Temple B’nai
Brith proposed to the model preservation restriction and the memorandum of understanding proposed
to cover the public access requirement. She added that the CPC’s legal counsel noted that every
opportunity was taken to weaken the restriction, the changes limit the applicability of the restriction to
only specific parts of the building, it limits the HPC’s discretion over changes made to the building, the
repayment language is significantly weakened, and the public access is only guaranteed for five years.

Mr. Bauer disclosed that he is a member of Temple B’nai Brith. He shared that he is unhappy with the
changes proposed by Temple B’nai Brith to the restriction. He found them to be inappropriate and
inconsistent with the shared understanding of the requirements at the time the funding was awarded.
In particular he is troubled by the proposed access, which should be perpetual or at least as long as the
elevator and sprinkler system is installed. He was concerned about what would happen at the ten year
point as there was no language about what would occur if an agreement could not be reached on the
renewal. He also shared that he understood that the congregation would provide public meeting space
and while he understands the safety concerns, it seems like the access being proposed is insufficient
given the CPA investment in the building. He also felt the repayment language was very weak. Mr. Fager
agreed that he has concerns about the changes to the repayment language and the public access
proposed. He said that he and Ms. Stelljes would meet with the CPC’s legal counsel to discuss next steps.



Visit to Chelsea CPC meeting: Mr. Bauer and Ms. Murugan attended the Chelsea CPC meeting to share
the Somerville experience with them. They both shared that they found the experience valuable and
was impressed with the members of the committee. Ms. Murugan noted that the conversation made
her appreciate the role that Heidi plays in managing the housing side of the CPA program, as her role is
supported by CPA funds in other communities. She said it would be worth exploring what may be
possible at a regional level by combining the CPA resources from multiple communities.

Agenda item 5: CPA legislation updates

Ms. Stelljes noted that the Senate included a $30 increase to the registry fees in their budget, which is
the same increase that was included in the House budget. If this increase passes, the funds would be
available to match the FY20 revenue. For the match of FY19 revenue, an additional $10 million in
funding for the state trust fund if there is a budget surplus has been proposed.

Agenda item 6: Approve FY19 annual report

Ms. Murugan asked Ms. Stelljes how she thinks the level of detail in the reports could be maintained
over time. Ms. Stelljes suggested that at some point the completed projects could be removed from the
document and including the detail of where community projects are in their disbursement schedule as
an appendix for the annual report.

Ms. Carbone arrived at 7:20.

Upon a motion by Mr. Bauer, seconded by Ms. Murugan, the Committee approved the FY19 annual
report by a vote of 6-0.

Agenda item 7: Approve FY20 budget

Ms. Stelljes presented the proposed FY20 budget. An estimated $2.22 million will be available. This will
be the first year that the City does not anticipate being able to make the optional additional
appropriation. An estimated $368,846 will be the first debt service payment for the 100 Homes bond.

Mr. Bauer noted that there is still a mention of the FY18 rollover funds which have since been spent on
the Richardson project and should be removed. Ms. Shannon noted that the dollar amounts needed to
be updated in the budget book document.

Upon a motion by Ms. Beretsky, seconded by Ms. Murugan, the Committee approved the FY20 CPA
annual budget with amendments by a vote of 6-0.

Ms. Stelljes presented the proposed FY20 budget for the CPA administrative funds. Mr. Fager asked why
only $100 is budgeted for conferences. Ms. Stelljes noted that the CPA related conferences that have
typically been paid for out of this line have been very inexpensive and $100 has been sufficient in
previous years.

Ms. Shannon noted a typo.



Upon a motion by Ms. Beretsky, seconded by Mr. Bauer, the Committee approved the FY20 CPA
administrative budget with amendments by a vote of 6-0.

Agenda item 8: Somerville Museum emergency funding request
Ms. Shannon disclosed that she has worked for Ms. Mangum as an intern and will be an unpaid
volunteer on the CPA funded collections preservation project.

Barbara Mangum, Trustee of the Somerville Museum, shared that the Museum in required to become
ADA accessible because the cost of repair of their slate roof reached the funding threshold established
by the Massachusetts Architectural Access Board (MAAB) for becoming fully accessible. The Museum
worked with the MAAB and the Somerville Historic Preservation Commission to create a design for the
required elevator that was acceptable to both bodies. Abutters sued the Somerville Museum and the
City of Somerville Zoning Board of Appeals over the elevator and then appealed the initial decision in
favor of the Museum. The legal proceedings have now concluded and the Museum is able to move
forward with their elevator project. The Museum currently has approximately $500,000 for the project
but due to escalations in construction expenses, they currently need an additional $1.2 million for the
project to go forward based on the two bids they received from construction firms for the project. Ms.
Mangum noted this amount includes some additional work to the building including waterproofing in
the basement, renovating the bathrooms, and repairs to the kitchen. The Museum is hoping the CPC will
recommend $600,000 in funding.

Mr. Fager noted that the largest amount the Committee could allocate would be $550,000 and this
would mean that no other historic resources projects could be approved this year. He asked if the
Museum was planning a capital campaign to raise funds. Ms. Mangum responded that the Museum is an
all volunteer organization and it will be very difficult to raise the funds needed; however, they will
undertake a capital campaign. She is hopeful that a trustee will make a large contribution to the project.

Ms. Murugan shared Mr. Fager’s concern about allocating all of the FY20 historic preservation funds
before the annual application process. She asked why the Museum needs emergency funding and
cannot wait for the regular application cycle. Ms. Mangum responded that the trustees of the Museum
were very hopeful that they could move the project forward this summer in part because they believed
that they had sufficient funds to move forward. They were surprised by how high the bids were for the
project at this time. The costs have doubled from the initial estimates in 2016. Not being ADA accessible
prevents them from being able to host meetings and seek other grant funds.

Mr. Bauer said that this project will transform the Museum and so should be a priority and should be
done fully at this time, rather than taking half measures, such as installing an elevator that does not
reach all the floors. He said that anything in the proposal that is not related to the building and
installation of the elevator project will need to be postponed.



Ms. Carbone suggested dividing the project into several phases that could be completed over multiple
years. The Museum needs to determine how much they can realistically raise and then value engineer
the project.

Mr. Bauer moved that the CPC recommend an award of $444,000 for the elevator. Mr. Fager then
proposed an amendment that $300,000 be recommended from the historic resources reserve and
$111,000 be recommended from the budgeted reserve, which was seconded by Ms. Murugan. Ms.
Carbone offered an amendment to revise the numbers to $250,000 from the historic reserve and
$50,000 from the budgeted reserve.

Upon a motion by Ms. Carbone, seconded by Ms. Beretsky, the Committee voted 5-1, with Mr. Fager
voting against, to approve $300,000 for the Somerville Museum elevator project, with $250,000 from
the historic resources reserve and $50,000 from the budgeted reserve.

Upon a motion by Mr. Bauer, seconded by Ms. Murugan, the Committee voted 6-0 to place the
following funding conditions on the award for the elevator project:
1. Execution, and recording, of an historic preservation restriction, which includes a public access
agreement, that was required by the FY15 CPA grant.

2. Upon commencement of the Project and as appropriate, the Somerville Museum agrees to post
a sign stating that the Project was funded through the City of Somerville’s Community
Preservation Act program.

3. CPA funds will only go towards costs directly related to the construction of the elevator.

Agenda item 9: Marka Powderhouse School Park emergency funding request

Sebastian Mariscal presented the request for funding for a public park at the Powderhouse School that
is being built by Marka. The park will be owned by the City of Somerville. Marka is requesting additional
funding because there is currently a budget shortfall for the park which comes from both escalating
construction fees since the budget was first prepared and additional expenses that were added to
respond to community requests for features within the park.

Mr. Fager asked Mr. Mariscal how he knows what the funding gap will be if construction hasn’t begun.
Mr. Mariscal responded that the bids from the construction firms have come in and the funding gap
from the low bidder is $122,000 higher than funding available for the CPA relevant items. Ms. Carbone
asked if there was a contingency included in the budget. Mr. Marsical responded that there is a 5%
contingency. Should that not be needed to complete the project as planned it will be used to fund
additional features.

Mr. Bauer asked if Marka did not receive the additional funding from the CPC what would happen. Mr.
Mariscal said that the project would be value engineered and items would be removed from the project.



Ms. Murugan asked what the nature of the emergency is for the request. Mr. Mariscal responded that
groundbreaking is scheduled to begin in July so if they waited for the regular application cycle the
project would be mostly completed.

Ms. Beretsky said that the project has been underway for years and the project is well received by the
community.

Ms. Beretsky moved that $90,000 be recommended from the open space reserve and $32,000 from the
budgeted reserve. Ms. Murugan proposed an amendment to fund $122,000 from the budgeted reserve.
Mr. Fager offered an amendment to fund $61,000 from the open space reserve and $61,000 from the
budgeted reserve.

Upon a motion by Mr. Fager, seconded by Ms. Shannon, the Committee voted 6-0, to approve $122,000
for the Marka Powderhouse project, with $61,000 from the open space/recreational land reserve and
$61,000 from the budgeted reserve.

Upon a motion by Mr. Bauer, seconded by Ms. Beretsky, the Committee voted 6-0, to place the
following funding conditions on the award for the Powderhouse School park project:

1. Upon commencement of the Project and as appropriate, the Marka agrees to post a sign stating
that the Project was funded through the City of Somerville’s Community Preservation Act
program.

2. Marka will complete the project as presented to the Community Preservation Committee on
May 22, 2019 without any reduction to the scope.

3. CPA funds will only go towards CPA eligible aspects of the project.

Agenda item 10: ArtFarm bond
The Committee decided that they do not want to reconsider the approach to funding the ArtFarm
project given the delay in consideration by the City Council.

Agenda item 11: CPA process evaluation
The Committee agreed to postpone the next process evaluation to a later year.

Agenda item 12: ArtBeat table
Ms. Stelljes asked if any other Committee members were available to staff the CPA table at ArtBeat on
July 13. Committee members will check their calendars and let Ms. Stelljes know if they are available.

Agenda item 13: Discussion options for including alternates on the Community Preservation
Committee

The Committee agreed that they do not want to take any action on exploring options for including
alternates at this time.

Agenda item 14: Dog Park Feasibility Study Final Report discussion



The Committee agreed there was nothing further to discuss on the dog park feasibility study.

Agenda item 15: Other business
There was no further business.

Next meeting: The next meeting of the CPC will be held at 6:30pm on June 26, 2019.

Meeting Adjournment
Upon motion from Ms. Murugan, seconded by Ms. Beretsky, the Committee voted 6-0 to adjourn at
approximately 9:30.

Documents and Exhibits
1. Agenda
Minutes from the April 25, 2019 meeting
Proposed preservation restriction and memorandum of understanding from Temple B’nai Brith
Draft FY19 CPA Annual Report and appendix
Draft FY2020 CPA Budget
Draft funding recommendation for the Somerville Museum emergency funding request
Draft funding recommendation for the Marka Powderhouse School Park project
Funding recommendation for the ArtFarm project

L N R WN

Emergency application materials from the Somerville Museum request
10. Emergency application materials from Marka request
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TIME: 6:30pm Tatiana Shannon
PLACE; Visiting Nurse Association, Third Floor Community Room STaFF
259 Lowell St. Kristen Steiljes
1. Public comment period (10 minutes)
2. Approve minutes from April 25 meeting
3, Staffing Changes
4. Project Updates
5. CPA Legislation Updates
6. Approve FY19 Annual Report
7. Approve FY20 Budget
8. Somerville Museum emergency funding request
9. Marka PowderHouse School Park emergency funding request
10. ArtFarm Bond
11. CPA Process Evaluation
12. ArtBeat table

13. Discussion options for including alternates on the Community Preservation Committee
14, Dog Park Feasibility Study Final Report discussion

15. Other business

16. Next meeting: Wednesday, August 26 at 7 p-m. (Visiting Nurse Association)
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The chair opened the meeting at 6:35p.m.

Agenda item 1: Public comment period
Mr. Dineen noted the VNA planted five new trees on the property.

Agenda item 2: Approve minutes
Upon a motion by Ms. Murugan, seconded by Ms. Beretsky, the minutes from the February 27 meeting
was approved by a vote of 5-0.

[Ms. Carbone arrives]

On the March 20 minutes, Ms. Oliveira noted that the ‘Others Present’ section needs to be updated and
Mr. Fager asked that the minutes note that the meeting served as the Committee’s SomerSupper.

Upon a motion by Ms. Murugan, seconded by Ms. Oliveira, the Committee approved the minutes from
the March 20 meeting with corrections by a vote of 6-0.

For the March 27 hearing, Ms. Murugan noted her name was misspelled on the first page.

Upon a motion by Ms. Oliveira, seconded by Ms. Rances, the Committee approved the minutes from the
March 27 hearing with corrections hy a vote of 6-0.



Agenda item 3: Project updates
West Branch Library: Ms. Murugan attended the project groundbreaking, which was well attended. Ms.

Stelljes noted that the project has changed plans and will not be spending any of the CPA funds in FY19,
so the bond will not be issued until FY20. As a result, no debt service will be paid on the $2.5 million
bond until FY21.

Prospect Hill Park: Ms. Oliveira shared that the project has begun and trees will be removed the
following week. The Tower is still accessible. She anticipates the park will be complete next year.

Healey Schoolyard: Ms. Oliveira shared the design bid has g d the City will be picking the
ile necessary geotechnical work is being

designer soon. The first phase will be to improve the tot lot wh
done to determine if a field can be added to the schoolya The City wi also explore how to create an

ADA walkway. City funds will be used for the field

the plants are coming up:’ _:the butterfly

Butterfly Garder at Morse Kelly: Ms, Oliveira shared

dogs on the new plants.

[Mr. Bauer arrives]

‘Efrculate the conservation
pproved, it will be the first conservation
will be coming down. Ms. Stelljes responded

100 Homes Ms. Stelljes shared"that the Housing Trust will be going to bond for the full $6 million
approved for the -project in FY19, Afmal nuy I?_er for tha debt service will be available in May. The
current estimate for the debt service.is $317,000 annually, which is approximately 16% of anticipated
revenue in FY20.

Temple B'nai Brith: Mr. Bauer disclosed that he is a member of Temple B'nai Brith. Ms. Stelljes provided
background for new members thét the Temple was awarded funds in FY15 to install an elevator and a
fire safety system. Because the work funded was internal to the building, the Committee’s funding
conditions were a requirement for public access with the requirement for a perpetual preservation
restriction. The Temple received the draft restriction, which included the public access requirement, in
July and responded in December that they reject the inclusion of public access in the preservation
restriction and asked for other substantial changes to the City’s document. Ms. Stelljes noted that all
perpetual preservation restrictions must be approved by the Massachusetts Historical Commission,
which asks that the restrictions follow a model template and does not commonly approve deviations
from the model. Ms. Stelljes met with the rabbi on fanuary 31 and discussed the issue of public access.



The congregation has reservations about providing public access because of the rise in anti-Semitic
violence. Ms. Stelljes and the rabbi discussed options for public access that would be appropriate for the
safety of the congregation while meeting the requirement of the funding condition. The rabbi proposed
creating an art gallery in the temple. They alsc agreed that it would be useful for the temple’s executive
committee to meet with the preservation planning staff to discuss the requirements to reach a comtmon
understanding. The rabbi said she would discuss these ideas with the executive committee. Following
their meeting, Ms. Stelijes received an email from a member of the executive committee saying they
had not heard from her. Ms, Stelljes asked for an update on the discussions regarding the art gallery.
The next correspondence she received was from a lawyer who is also a congregant, so the conversation
is now hetween this lawyer and the legal counsel from the City who:advises the CPC.

The Temple’s lawyer prepared a proposed preservation re_stf ctiorrthat did not have the changes
marked in track changes, so the City's legal counsel has; not?éd the op yartunity to review the
document. The lawyer included the public access com onént in a memorandum of understanding,
which is not an enforceable instrument and propﬁ% |'a period of access of fiv ___ye__ars that could be

Mr, Bauer noted that for all of the other CPA funded historic projects, CPA funds supported work on the
exterior of the building. The funds for the Temple went to the interior for the elevator construction and
the fire safety system which could also protect the exterior, The fact that the funds in the Temple’s case
went for interior work makes it a qualitatively different project and makes public access particularly
important.

Mr. Bauer said his recollection was that the Tempie would offer publicly accessible meeting space and
he thought that it was understood that the public access requirement would be perpetual. Mr. Fager



agreed. Ms. Stelljes shared that she did not find documentation that the Temple had committed to
providing puklic meeting space.

Mes. Stelljes said she would share the documents after they have been reviewed by the CPC's legal
counsel, '

West Somerville Community School: Ms. Beretsky asked for an update on the West Somerville
Community Schaol project. Ms, Stelijes said that it would be some time before the RFP was released
because the Healey School RFP was just released and the Parks and Qpen Space division doesn’t have
the staff capacity to start an-additional project that this time. L

Agenda item 4: CPA legislation update
Ms. Stelijes updated the Committee that the House mcluded thei mcrease to the CPA fee in their budget

for the first time and the Coalition has begun a Save CPA campaign to suppi Srt the increase to the
registry fee that suppaorts the CPA state trust fund.

suggestion. Ms. Oliveira noted that many of the people who are in the greatest need for housing often

do not provide public comment.

Ms. Murugan said that the window may be closing on opportunities for both affordable housing and
open space. Ms. Fager said he was supportive of reserving funds for land acquisition. Ms. Stelljes noted
that the City now has a land acquisition fund.

Mr. Bauer and Ms. Carbone shared that they would like to maintain the same funding allocations. Mr.
Bauer said that he finds it valuable to have some funds in the flexible category.



[Ms. Carbone departs meeting]

Upon a motion by Ms. Murugan, seconded by Mr. Bauer, the Committee voted 6-0 for the following
funding allocations for FY20:
» Community Housing = 50%
* Historic Resources = 15%
» Open Space and Recreational Land = 20%
+ Undesignated/flexible = 10%
* Administrative = 5%

Q on the priority around open space
e language as it is.

Mr. Bauer asked the Committee if the members would like to-€xp:

8

acquisition in the plan. The Committee agreed they wantedi

Ms, Oliveira pointed that the numbers of apen sp

b
Upon a motion by Ms. Oliveira, seconded by Mr. Ba
Community Preservation Plan with revigions.

reamlined..'Ms. Murugan asked if it was
hoing over 20 hours on the application. Ms.

Agenda item 8: Finalize the FY20 Application Packet
Ms. Stelljes asked the Committee fo ;onsider establishing a policy around when public access will be
required for historic rééo_ s. Mr. Fager said that requirements for public access should be
dependent upon the work i i funding goes to improve the exterior, the public benefit is the
ability to view the preserved historic building. However, if interior worle is funded then public access
should be required. Mr. Bauer agreed.

Ms. Stelljes said she would note this policy in the application packet. Ms. Murugan said that applicants
should be asked to propose what they would like to provide in terms of public access where relevant.

Upon a motion by Ms. Murugan, seconded by Ms. Oliveira, the Committee approved the application
packet with revisions by a vote of 6-0.



Agenda item 9: Discuss options for including alternates
The Committee opted to table further discussion about alternates for the Committee until the May
meeting.

Agenda item 10: Applications for Coalition Steering Committee
Mr. Bauer is cansidering applying to join the Community Preservation Cealition’s steering committee.

Agenda item 11: Dog Park Feasihility Study Final Report
The Committee opted to table further discussion about the dog p
meeting.

féasibility study until the May

Agenda item 12: Other business
There was no other business.

Next meeting: The next meeting of the CPC will be held at 6:30pm on May 22, 2019

Meeting Adjournment N
Upon motion from Ms. Murugan, seconded by M

r. Bauer, the Committee vated 6-0 to adjourn at
approximately 8:40. :

Documents and Exhibits "

1.

2.

3.

4, = .

SR esults from communrty event oting actlwty ;

6. Publtc comments on FYZD Com wunity Preservation Plan

7. Results from online suwey on FY20 Cﬁmmunltv Preservation Plan

8. Draft FY20 Commumtv Preservatlon PTan

9. Draft FY20 CPA appllcatlon ' 'acket- historic resources and apen space/recreational land

10. West SomeNIITe':Dog Park Féés:blllty Study report




Memorandum of Understanding
Between
Congregation B'nai Brith and Somerville, Massachusetts
Regarding Public Use

In recognition of section 5 of the Historic Preservation Restriction granted to the City of
Somerville by Congregation B'nai Brith ("CBB"), this Memorandum of Understanding sets out
the plan for Public Access to and use of the property. CBB looks ferward to being in our
Somerville home for many years, and looks forward to sharing the beauty and historicity of the
building with the public for many years to come,

1,

4,

This agreement will be in gross binding only on CBB but not any potential futwre owners
of the property. CBB has no current plans to sell or convey the building in the future,

Term: The initial term for this agreement shall be five years. The agreement shall renew
automatically for another term of five years unless rencgotiated. After ten years, if the
agreement has not been changed, the pariies to the agreement will undertake a review of
the arrangement for the purpose of negotiating, in good faith, a furtherance of the
agreement. After a totai of thirty (30) yeats, Congregation B'nai Brith may, but will no
longer be required to, provide public access to the inside of the building; but, it is our

~ intent and hope to re-new for additional periods and to continue to work cooperatively

with the City to continue to allow public access inside the building for as long as we
control and own the building

General Restrictions on Visitors: Congregation B'nai Brith has the right to deny eniry to
anyonie who they deetn to be a risk to security, or safety,

a. No one will be allowed into the building while carrying a weapon, except for public
safety officers.

b. Ne food or drink (except waler) may be brought into the building except in the
case where advance arrangemen(s are made with the staff.

c. Depending on the activity or function for which access is desired, there may
be areas of the building which are not offered for access.

d. No access will be provided on Friday afternoon and evening, Saturday, or on any
Jewish holidays unless the guest wishes to participate in worship services,

Categories of access:

a. Tours: CBB will provide for quartetly Docent led tours of the inside and outside
of the building. Participants in the tours will be required to register in advance for
a tour. Interior offices of the rabbi and staff employees will not be included in the
tour, and the kitchen facilities will not be included.

b. Open houses: CBB will open our doors once each year for an open honge, During
the open house, we will have volunteers stationed around the inside of the building
to answer questions and direct people. Any visitor to an open house must present
identification and sign in before being allowed into the building, During the open



C.

Apreed to by

house, access to interior offices of the rabbi and staff employees, and the kitchen
will not be allowed,

Community centered events; Duting the year, CBB may sponsor events including
movie nights, lectures, debates, or other events which may be of interest to
community members. Anyone may attend these without charge. These events are
held in Nissenbaum Hall and usually scheduled one-two months it advance, CBB
will advertise these through its usval methods including our newsletter, Facebook
page, and website, The city may also disseminate this information as it deems fit.
During these events, other areas of the synagogue are not accessible.

, Gallery space: CBB will make available three contignous areas of the first floor

for space in which artists ean display their work to the public.

i Location; The hallway inside of the handicapped doorway, the vestibule
and the Iounge area outside the elevator, and the chapel shall be available
for exhibits. During the gallery hours only the area w1th the artwork and
the bathrooms shall be available for access.

ii, Hours: The gallery shall be open to the public on Tuesday and Thursday
flom 10:00 to 2:00 as long as this does not conflict with religious
observances. These days and times may be changed to suit the public's
preference and the staffing requirements of CBB.

ifl,  Artists and works will be chosen by a committee appointed by the board of
directors of CRB from submissions by the artists. The works chosen will
be from both Jewish and non-Fewish arfists and may ‘or may not be religious
in nature. It is our expectation that each work will be exhibited for several
_months and then rotated out for a new work by another artist.

CBB

City

Agreed to by:



PRESERVATION RESTRICTION AGREEMENT
between the

CITY OF SOMERVYILLE, MASSACHUSETTS

and, . { Deleted: the

.~ -7 Deleted: TEMPLE

THIS PRESERVATION RESTRICTION {“Restriction”), is made this day of .- ‘{ Delated: this

218, between Lonarcuation B tni Brith (“Grantor™), 201 Central Street, Somerville, MA (2145,
and the City of Somerville acting by and through its Historic Preservation Commission ("Grantee"}, n
povernmental bedy in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts with an address of 93 Highland Avenue,
Somerville, MA 02143, )

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Grautor is owner in fee simple of certain real property located at 201 Ceniral Street, in the
City of Somerville, Middlesex County, Massachusetls (hereinafier referred to as the "Property"), being that
propetty conveyed by Albert M, Barnes as trustee for Samuel T. Downer in a deed dated and recorded on
March 31, 1916 with the Middlesex South Regisiry of Deeds, Book 4040, Page 259, more particularly

described in the [eed of Record and Plan Recoud (Exhibit A), attached hereto and incorporated herein by _ - [ Delated: Legal Deseription

this reference, aud shown on an Assessor Parcel Map (Exhibit¢ B), attached hereto and incorporated herein

by this reference, said Property including the following building, as.deseribed. in th
{(hereinafter referced to as the “Building™):

Temple B'nai Brith i¢ & Byzantine Revival masonry building with a compact rectanguiar plan.
The synagogue measures three bays by-five bays and rises three stories above a raised, cast
stone basement to flat-roofed structural components. The tripartite main facade features a
trio of arched entrances set off by cast stone enframements. Access to the entrances is
provided by a broad flight of concrete steps. The steps are flanked by high shouldered
masonry components, Rising from atop these flanking components are original lighting
fxtures in the form of tal] cast stone columng supported by milk glass globes,!, The center
pavilion is characterized by a shallow three bay projection from the main body of the
building, Cast stone piers define the cdges of the broad entrance bay. Flanking the entrance
- bay are narrow walls pierced by a single narrow window at cach of their three stories.
Above the arched enfrances are three recessed panels tha rise to the curving line of an arch.
Set off by cast stone wall surfaces, the buff brick panzls arc pierced by a center, circular
sinined glass window depicting the Star of David. The circular window is flanked by
narrow arched windows. The center pavilion culminates in a broad, low arch, At the apex
of the arch are two round-arched cast stone panels depicting an open prayer book. Set back
behind the center pavilion rises a central block with a segmental arched pediment. The
centes, three-story component is flanked by bays with crenclated comices. The tripartite
windows on the side clevations are vertically aligned and separated by piers. The windows
on the third story culminate in arches. These windows on the first and secoud story are

Jomzsythe aupizals, and the wilk glass ghobes wace renlased vedrs ano by plastic
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surmounted by rectangular brickwork panels and the tripartite windows of the third story
culminatc in arches;

WHEREAS, the Baiklme as wed, shove is histotically significont for its architecture and historical
assnmalmns in Somemlle ratammg mu:gnty at craﬂsmanshlp, sciling, matenals ancl demgn, apglan

exuludes e, andalloier 1 M.-;h‘_uméé s, \and.and
ot thau mg [53;: ; WL i

WHEREAS, Grantor aod Graniee both recognize the architestural, historic amd cultural values gl
mm&m(hmmaﬂcr “Preservation Values™ of the Building and Properly, and have the common
purpose of preserving the aforesaid preservation values and significance of the Building and Property,

WHFRLAS the Bmldmg g and Pmpcrty s Prescrvanon Valucs are documented with the following, ait of

Dol By (CxhbiC Y,

Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) Inventory Building Forin prepared in July, 2013 by
Barbara Mangum {Exhibit 11

Relemination_of Hisiaric, St o, Gated Octgher, 212014, srepared, Iy the City, of
Samervitle’ gmm&@i&ﬁr*‘ iy 8 iy Development, SExhibit £

Mﬁﬁ[jﬁ&&& Fropesty Sta

Five (5) photographs taken by Bric Dray in September, 2017 (Exhibit J{}. Archival prints of these __ .-
photographs will be stored by the Grantee at Somerville City Hall, Historic Preservatien
Commission fles, sl
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WHEREAS, Exlibits A Wronsh I aboye are hereinafter reforred to as the “Baseline Documentation”,

which Baselme Documentation the parties agree provides an accurate representation of the Building as of
the effective date of this Besiriction,

WHEREAS, the grant of a preservation restriction by Grantor to Grantee on the Peoperty will assist in
preserving and maintrining the Building and its architectural, historic, and culiural features for the benefit
of the people of the City of Somerville, Middlesex County, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and the
United States of America,

WHEREAS the City of Somerville Board of Aldermen appropriatecl Comrnumty Preservallon Act

amd rchablhtalmn of Temple B'nai Brlth”gj,lwagel‘gplg‘,-,_gp_réﬂ
lawys;

WHEREAS, to that end, Grantor desires to grant te Grantes, aud CGrantee desires to accept fhis historic
preservation restriction pver_fhe exterior, of the Building (the "Restriction”) in perpetuity, gyeeni as
othenwisg prpxidesd herein pursuant to the Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, for £1.00_and other good and valuable consideration, Grantor d,ws hereby

irrevocably grant aivd convey unto the Grantee this Restriction inperpetuity over the

pedeseribed ghove,

1. Purpose. It ig the purpose of this Rcstnctlou to ensure that thc archnecmml higtaric, and cultural features
of the extetior of the Building, i il fran 4 oo Sireet as described and documented in the
Bageline Documentation, will be retamed and maintained forever, substantially in their historically-
appropriate condition for preservation purposes and 1o prevent any use ot change to the exterior of the
Building or the Property that will significantly impair or interfere with the Building’s Preservaiion Values
(the “Turpose of this Restriction™). Characteristics that contribute te the architectural and histericat integrity
of the Property include, but arc not limited to, the setting and location of the Building; and architectural
features, materials, appearance, and workmanship of the Building. All Buseline Documentation Exhibits_ag
welt antbe Ressiclion Guidelines, atiachod bersio.as Tahihit %4, shall be attached to and recarded with this
Restriction.

2.1 Granjor's Covml its: Covenant to Mainlain, Granter agrees af all times and to the best of its ability 1o
maintain the gxgerine of the Building and the Property in sound steuctural condition and good state of repait
it accordance with the ferms of this paragraph {allowing for historically-accurate restoration that may be
made from time to time). It is the Grantor’s intent thal the exterior of (he Building be maintuined in a
physical appearance and composition that is as cluse to its current appearance and composition as is

o “[ Deleted: <objeci>.
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reasonably possible. Grantor’s ohligation to maintzin shall require replacement, repair, and reconsiruction
by Grantor whenever necessary anshin.the bugt ulats ability to preserve the exterior of the Building in sound

structural condition and a goed state of repair, gxcept ay nfhenwise hravided berein. Subject to the casualty

provisions of Paragraphs 7 and 8, and a5 ollsiwiss proyided lirgin, this obligation to maintain shall require
repair, restoration, replacement, rebuilding, and reconstruction of the Building jn accordance with The

of th ior's Standards for the Treatrment of Historic Propert] i lidelines for Preseqvi
Rehabilitating, Restoring, and structing Higtoric Buildings (36 CF.R. 67 and 68), as these may be
amended from time to time {the "Secretary’s Standards"), and in accordance with the Restriction Guidelines
in Exhibit J¢1.

2.2 Granter's Covenants: Prohibited Activities. The following acts or uses are expressly forbidden on, over,
or under the Property, except as otherwise conditioned it (his paragraph:

1), the Building as detined aboys shall not be demelished, removed, moved or razed except as provided

(3 she dumping of ashes, trash, or rubbigh iz prohibited on the Property; and

(b} po above-ground wility transmission lines, except psg altgady s in gxistenee. and those reagsonably
necessary for the existing Building, may be created on the Propetty, subject to any utility casewents
already recorded.

3.1 Conditions] Rights Requiring Approval by Grantee Without the prior express written apptoval of the

Grantes, which appraval may not be unreasonably withheld but which may be subjest to such reasenable

conditions persungt, o Pamzranh 22 000,23 and as Granie in its ressonable discrelion may deterniine,

Grantor shall not make any ypajor changes to the exterior of the Buildingas defined above sehichuls yisible
from, Cunteal Steeincluding the alteration, partial temoval, consttuction, remodeling, or otber physical or
stroctural change, including signs or advertisements (excepting sy, swiehtly xising stsns and

giving notice of the historic significance of the Building or Property s pioyiged in Pacagraph 6), any maier
change in material or color or any change to the footprint, size, mass, ridgeline, and rooflines of the
Building, and removal, replacement or alteration of any character-defining features, such as doors and
surronnds and cornice trim. Activilies by Granter to maintain the exterior of the Building which ate intended
to be performed in accordance with the provisions of Paragraph 2.1, and which are of a minor nature, shall
not require the prior approval of the Graniee. For the purposes of this section, imterpretation of what

constitutes gal derations o \he buildings. gxteriar, Js auided by the Reswichin
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3.2 Review of Grantor's Requests for Approval. Where Grantee’s permission is required wnder Paragraph
3.1, Grantor shall submiit to the Grantee two copies of information {including plans, specifications, and
designs where appropriate) identifying (he proposed aclivity with reasonable specificity. In connection
therewith, Grantor shall also submit to the Grantee a tinetable for the proposed activity sufficient {o permit
the Grantee to monitor such activity. Within forty-five (45) days of the Grantee’s receipt of any plan or
written request for approval herexmder, the Grantee shall certify in writing that (a) it approves the plan or
request, or {b) it disapproves the plan or tequest as submitted, in which case the Grantes shall provide
Grantor with written suggestions for modification or a written explanation for the Grantee's disapproval,
Any failure by the Grantee to act within forty-five (45) days of receipt of Grantor's submission or
resubmission of plans or requests shall be deemed 1o constitute approval by the Grantee of the plan or
request ag submitted and to pernuit Gramtor to undertake the proposed activity in accordance with the plan
or request submitted so long as the request sets forth the provision of this section relating to deemed
approval following the passage of time, provided that nothing herein shall be construed to permit Granter
to undertake any of the activities prohibited hereunder,

33 Archaeological Activities, The conduct of archacological activities, including without limitation survey,
excavation, and artifact retrieval, may occur only following the submission of an archaeclo gical field
investigation plan prepared by Grantor and approved in writing by the Grantee and the State Archaeologist
of the Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) pursvant to M.G.L. ¢. 9, § 27C and 950 C.M.R. 76,00,

4. Standards for Review In exercising any authority created by the Restriction to inspect the Building; to
review any construction, repair, restoration, alteration, reconstruction or construction: ot to review casualty
damage or {0 reconstruct or approve reconstruction of the Building following casualty damage, the Grantee
shall apply the Secretary's Standards and the Restriction Guidelines in Exhibit E.

3 [T W N 01y A§_§m5q1¥&r£1 .4
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6. Grantor's Reserved Rights. Subject to the provisions of Paragraphs 2.1, 2.2, and 3.1, the following rights,
uses, and activitics of or by Grantor on, over, or under the Property are permitted by this Restriclion and by
the Grantee without further approval by the Grantee:

(a) the right to engage in alt those acts and uses that: (i) are permitted by governmental statute or
regulation; (i) do not substantially finpair the Preservation Values of the Building and Property;
and (iii) are not inconsistent with the Purpose of this Restriction,

{b) pursvant to the provisions of Paragraph 2.1, the right to maintain and repsir the exterior of the

Building gnd Fropeiy, strictly aceording, where apnrenriate, to the Secretary's Standards, As used

in this subparagraph, the right to maintain and repair shall mean the use by Grantor to lhe estent
Leasonably of in-kind materials and colors, applied with workmanship comparable to that
which was ¢ consiruction er application of those materials being repaired or maintained,
for the purpose of retaining in good condiiion the appearance and construction of the exterior of
the Building and Property. The right to maintain and repair g used in this subparagraph shall not
inclede the right to make changes in appearance, materials, colors, and workmanship from that

5
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exisling prior to the tmaintenance and repair without the prior approval of the Grantee, yhish
2 wirensenshly withheld, in accordance with the provisions of Paragraphs 3.1

© the dibis.of Crator ss.set Suth in Parazenh.d. Lo duousl ¢ inclwsive, o make alf chanecs.as

discissed herein, subject o prior review and approvalmﬁif &m@ which approvel shall not be . -

of the Building, subject
{6} Whexizbllo ennaranily

yig

s . bl and saccil

7. Casuglty Damnage or Destruction. In the event that the Building shall be materially damaged ot destroyed
by fire, Aood, windstorm, hurricane, carth moveinent, or other casualty, Grantor shall notify the Grantee in
writing, within fourteen (14} days of the damage ot destraction, such notification mcluding whal, if any,
emergency work has already been completed. Ne repairs to or reconstruction of the cxterior of any type,
olher than emergency work to prevent further damage to the siructural integtity of the Building or the
exterior of the Building, shall be undertaken by Grantor without the Grantee's prior written approval of the
work. Within seventy-five (75) days of the date of damags ot destmction, (f required by the Grantee, the
Grantor shall, at its expense, submit to the Grantee u written repoct prepared by a qualified restoration
architect and an engincer who are acceptable to the Grantor and the Grantee. The report shall inctude the
following:

{&) an assessment of the nature and extent of (he damage; -

(b} u detenmination of the feasibility of the restoration of the Building and/or reconstruction of
damaged or desiroyed portions of the Building; and

{¢) a report of such restoration/reconstruction work necessary te retu the Building to the condition
exisling at the dats hersof.

8. Review After Casualty Damape or Destruction. If, afler reviewing the report provided in Paragraph 7
and assessing, the availahility of insurance proceeds after satisfaction ol any mortgagee'sflender's claims

under Paragraph 9, Grantor and the Grantee agres that the Purpose of the Restriction will be served by such
restoration/reconsiruction, Grantor and the Grantee shall establish a schedule under which Grantor shall
complete the restorationfreconstruction of the Building it accerdance with plans and specifications
consented to by the parties up to at least the total of the casualty insurance proceeds available to Grantor.

If, after reviewing the report and assessing the availability of insurance proceeds after satisfastion of ay
mortgagee'sender's claims onder Paragraph 9, Granter and  the Grantee agree that
restoratiog/reconstruction of the Building is impractical or impossible, or agree that the Purpose of the
Restriction would not be served by such restoration/reconstruction, Grantor may, with the pricr wtitter

__________________ soih sl Lagt s sncsasenably. sithhiell, alter, demolish, remove or raze
the Building, and/or construct new improvements on th

Praperty. In the event that the Building is razed or
removed with the approval of the Grantee, Grantor and Grantee may seek to extingnish this Restriction in
accordance with the laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and Paragraph 22 angl 23 hereof.

If, after reviewing the report and assessing the availability of insurance proceeds after satisfaction of any
mortgagee's/lender's claims under Paragraph 9, Grantor and the Grantec are umable to agree that the Purpose
of the Restriction will or will not be served by such restoration/reconstruction, the matter may be referred
by either party to binding arbitration and settled int accordance with the Commaonwealth of Massachusetts
arbitration statute they in effect, aud all other applicable laws, rules, regulations, and ordinances.

niid.the Broperiy. -
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9. Insurance. Grantor shall keep the Building insured by an insurance company rated ju one uf the fon Four
siiggories for cligs’ paving ability from. gither A, Best. 5.8 P, or Moodh's for the full replacement
value against loss from the perils commonly insured under standard fire and extended coverage policies
and comprehensive general liability insyrance agrinst claims for perscnal injury, death, and property
damage. Property damage iusurance shall include change in condition and building ordinance coverage, in
form and amount sufficient to replace fully the damaged Building without cost or expense to Grantor or
contribution or coinsurance from Grantor, Grantor shall deliver annually and within ten (10) business days
of any sdditional written request by tihe Grantee, certificates of such insurance coverage. Upon presentation
of evidence by the Grantes that the insured value i3 less then the actual replacement value, then the Grantor
shall purchase additional insurance sufticient to cover the actual replacement valwe, In the event that such
a presentation has been made that the insurance is insufficient, the Grantor shall pay for the Grantes’s cost
in procuring such evidenice. Provided, however, that whenever the Property is encumbered with a mortgage
or deed of trust nothing contained in this paragraph shall jeopardize the prior claim, if any, of the
mortgageedender to the insurance proceeds.

10, Hold Harmlgss. Grantor hereby agrees to protect, hold harmless, and defend Grantee, ite boards,
commissions, appointees, agents, directors, employees, or independent contractors from and against any
aud all claiing, liabilitics, expenses, costs, damages, losses, snd expenditures (including reasonable
attorneys’ fees and disbursements hereafter incurred) arising out of or in connection with injury to or death
of any person as a result of the existence of this Restriction; physical damage to the Building and the
Property; the presence or telease in, on, or about the Building and the Property, at any time, of any substance
how o heteafter defined, listed, or otherwise classified pursuant to aiy law, ordinance, or regulation as 2
hazardous, toxie, polluting or contaminating substance; or other injury or other damage occurring on ar
about the Building and the Property, ynless such injury, death, or damage is caused i wholg gr in pari by
Grantes o its beards, commissions, appointees, agents, directors, smployees, or independent contractors.

11. Writlet Notice. Ay notice which sither Grantor or Grantee may desire or be required o give to the
other party shall be in writing and shall be mailed postage prepaid by overnight courier, facsimile
wansimission, registered or certificd mail with retum receipt requested, or hand delivered as fallows:

To Grantor:, . Congregation B nai Brith
201 Central Street
Somerville, MA 02145

To Grantee:  City of Somerville by and through
Sornerville Historic Preservation Commission
Somerville Cily Hall
93 Highland Avenue
Somerville, MA 02143

or t0 such address as any of the sbove partics shall designate from time to time by written notice to the
other. Tn the event no current adcdress is known or can be reasonably oblained for the party to whick natice
is intended to be given, then the party piving notice shall publish such notice in a newspaper of general
citculation covering on ai least a weekly basis the City of Somerville, or its modem-day Tanctional
equivalent.

12, Evidence of Compliance, Upon request by Grantot, Grantee shall promptly furnish Grantor with
certification that, to the best of Grantes's knowledge, Grantor is in compliance with the cbligations of
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Grantor contained herein, or that otherwise evidences the status of this Restriction to the extenl of Granice's
knowledge thercof. :

13. Ingpection. Upon reasonable prior netice to Grantor, there is hercby grented to Grantee and its
representalives the right to enter the Property at reasonable times and in a reasonable manner for the purpose
of inspecting the gxierior of the Inilding jnopder o determine compliance with this Restriction, Grantee
shall inspeet the property a minimom of one time per year.

14. Granor’s ask Grantee's Remedies The rights hereby granted shall include the right to geek i enforce
this Restriction by appropriate legal proceedings and to obtain injunctive and ofher equitable relicf agrinst

e viakatinns. Priag to commencement of any Jegal proceedings, bo ass not frasthle,
hoth € : e thug the pacly avishins 10, seek eebie Chy g fepal procreding
written notiee of its intention to pursue legal action Lo Lher party, alyas with a statement of the factal

and legal basis of such claim, Withiy thirty (30} days of receipt of such notice, both parties shall enter in

good faith into pon-binding mediation with o mutvally agreeable neutral third-party wraived in reselving *

disputes. The expense of mediation shall be split evenly between the parties.

Provided farther that i a violation of this Restxistion is acknowledged by Grantor or hits. beon determined
by a court of competent jurisdiction to have occanred, Grantor covenants and agrees to reimburse Grantee
ull reasonable costs and expenses {including without limitation reasonable counsel fess, if 5o e by

the Court) which were incurred in enforeing this Restriciion, Nothing herein shall impose upon the Grantee

obligation or liability relating to the condition of the Property, anlegs suel changs, i the
y s aasisl by the Grotes of s seccessor o assiens. Failure by the Grantce to

-}‘_) ey

enfo - rovision ‘or condition set forth herein, ar ' ts hereby conveyed, shall not
constitute 2 release or waiver of any such right or condition, exuee if found to he 50 by, the Lot

15. Notice from Government Authorities. Grantor shall deliver to Grantec capies of any notice of violation

of lien relatitg to the Building and the Property received by Granlor fiom any govermnent anthority within

five (5) days of receipt by Grantor. Upon request by Grantee, Grantor shall promptly fornish Grantee with
* evidence of Grantor's compliance with such notice or lien where complisnce is requived by faw.

16, Notice of Proposed Sale, Grantor shall promptly notify Grantee in writing of any proposed sale of the
Property and gpree jo.allon the Grantee audlicienr timg to explain the terms of the Restriction to potential
new awners prior to sale closing, provided Lirues, Abpes nof aonecessarity o improneri.detey a0y sugh

sloging

17. Runs with the Land, Except as pilicrwase provided Lergin, the wulya), obligations imposed by this
Restriction shall be effective in perpetuity and shall be deemed to run &5 a binding servitede with the
Property. This Restriction shall extend to and be binding upon Grantor and Granee, their tespective
successors in interest and all persons hereafter claiming under or through Grantor and Grantee, and the
words "Granter” and "Grantee” when used berein shall inefude all such persons. Ay right, title, or interest
herein granted to Grantee also shall be deemed granted to each successor and assign of Grantee and each
such following successor and assign thereof, and the word "Grantee" shall include ail such successors and

assigns.

Anything contzined herein to the confrary notwithstanding, an owner of the Property shall have no
obligation pursuant to this instrument where such owner shall cease to have any ownetship interest in the

8
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Property by reason of a bona fide transfer. The restrictions, stipulations and covenants contained in this

Apeegrend shall be inserted by Grantor, verbatim or by express reference, in any subsequent deed or other

legal instrument by which Grantor divests iiself of either the fee simple title or any lesser estate in the
Propetty or any part thereof, inctuding by way of example and not limitation, a leuse of all or 8 portion of
the Property.
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18. Assignment. In the event that Grantee shall cease to function in its present gapngitivs, Grantee may ..

convey, assign, of transter this Restriction to a unit of federal, state, or local povernment ot to a similar
lecal, state, or nationzl organization shat is & charitable corperation or trust qualified under the Act to hold
a preservation restriction, provided that any such conveyance, assignment or transfer requires that the
Purpose for which the Restriction was gnmtecl w1[I continue to be carried out. Provived frether that Croniee
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approval net ko be unreasonably withheld,

20. Alternate Designee. Grantee may, at its discretion, remove and replace its designee ta administer,
manage, aud enforce this Restriction, provided that any new designee is qualified as such under the Act and
other applicable law.

21, Recofding and Effective Date. Grantor shall do and perform at its own cost all acts necessary to the
prompt recording of MSWLm thc Muddlcsex South Reglstry of Deeds. Grantor and Grantee mtend
that ghis Restoction jakes glival )

Regrsrry of Deeds i

22. Extinguishent, Grantor and ‘Grantee hereby recognize that uoexpested gharges.in the conditions jg o

surrounding the Property, or fo,ihe Congregation, may make Graniars continued ownership or use of the &

Praoperty for the Purpose of this Restriction jmpossible or mg;l iy budensome, wwhich woulst therefoe | 0

necessitate extinguishment of Jhjg, Resiriction. Such 2 change in conditions may include, but i¢ not limited
to, pariial or total destruction of the Building resulting from casualty. Such an extinguishment must meet

all the requirements of the Act and the Laws of the Commonweaith for extingwishment, including approvals -;
by the ClLy of Somemllc and the Massachuscns Ihstoncal Cumm[ssmn followmg pubhc henrmgs to ;

lnl‘
Na
i
u‘u\'

..u
. W'

!

Draletod: 19 Repayment. A such time as the property is
transfarred, in whole ar in part, to an entity unaffilineed with
the recipionl ot ot such time ag this restriction is no longer in
effect {a “Determining Event™), ion npon sneh Determining
Eveny, the sum v be repaid to the Grantes shall be:Y

{a). fitky {50%) of the total grant, if he Deternvining Event
ocems an of before the tenth anmiversmy of the date of
execution;§

{bi .owanty-five (23%) of the total grant; if behwean the tenth
anniversary and the twenty-fifth anniversary of tha date of
exscution;y

{c) -1en (10%4) of tha tota] grant, if baween the twenty-fifih
anniversary and the fiftiath anmivorsary of the date of
execution;]

{d}. zera (0% of the fotal grant; iFaftor the fiftisth
anniversary of the date of exccntion ]

1

Shwuld the Grantee™s Community Preserviion Fimd no
lomger exist for any reason, suoh ae the Grantor having opeed
ont of Chapter 44B, tho proceeds shall be used i 4 manner
vongistent with the preservation pupose set forth erein 25 a
continuing st §

’I Delated: inztrumei

{ Dreleted: 1he rastrctions arising wder

+ [ Deleted: take affeer on the day ad year this instrument iz
| recorded

" Detetert an

Tt

"[ Deleted: change

1! Deleted:

it

| Deleted: irpossiblo the

' Deleted: and

[ Delsted: the

-1




23. Condemnation. Tf all or any part of the Property is taken under the power of eminent domain by public,
corpotate, or other autherity, or etherwisc acqutred by such autherity through s purchase in licu of a taking,
Grantor and Grantee shall hayy: the rinito join in appropriate proceedings Jg smimmmggmm
gmmmguam 3 _@mmmh?nmmmmmiz%mJ

24. Interpretation. The fellowing provisions shall govern the effectiveness, interpretation, and duration of -
the Restriction:

srentany _EZ‘ £
that v

{d) Nothing contained herein shall be interpreted to authotize or permit Grantor to violate any -
ordinance or regulation relating to building materials gg,construction methods, In the event of any
conflict between any such ordinance or regulation and the terms hereot Granter premptly shall
notify Grantee of such conflict and shall cooperate with Grantes and the spplicable governmental .

- { Daleted: <objece>. .9

-| Deleted: at ths tima of such taking te recover the fill value

of thoae fnlerests in the Proporty that are subject to the: taking
and all ineidantal and dirget damages reaulting from the
taking. All expenses rensonably inciirred by Grantor and
Grantee in connection with such laking shall be paid out of
the recovered proceeds, Such rocovered proceeds shall be
paid in the nsaner ps et forth in Paragraph 19

Deleted: 24. jnsertion in Suhsequent [nsirymentsy

Grattoer shall msert o raf to this Apr ,auch
reference to include Registry book and page numbet of this
Agreement, into any subsoquent dead or nther legal
instrument by which Oranier divasta itsell of either e fec
simple title or any lesser estaie in the Proporty. Concuszently,
with its entering it aoy such deod or ollier legal mstrument,
Grantor shall give written netice to Grnlae of same. Failure
by Grantor to comply with 1he requirameniz of this
paragraph 24 shall net affect the validity, anforceability or
priarity of this Agreement ar any lion arising herounder.Y

25

Poletad: Any rule of strict construction designed to limit
the breadth of resmictionz on alieantion or use of the
Property shall not apply in

Deleted: and this instrement
Deleted: interprated broadly te effect

Deleted: transfer of rights and the restrictions on use -
liergin contained.

Deleted: (b) . This instument may be oxecuted in two
wounierparts, aiie of wldch is to he retained try Grantor and
the other, after recording, to be retained by Grantea. In ﬂae
cvent of any dispatity between the counterpact2 prod
Deleted: Thiz insirwment

Deleted: |, but the invalidity of such Act or pny purl
thereof shall not affact the validity and enforeabilicy

121
Deleted: instrument whether this instrument be
enforceable by reason of any stntute, cormmon Bw ol

[4)
Dodated: |
Dedeated: , or use

Deleted: () . The imvalidity or oocoforeeability of mny
provision of this Restriction shall nof affect the vahdﬁ

entity to accommodate the purposes of bath this Restriction and such erdinance or regulation. S J
. | Deleted: no smendment ghall be made that will adverse
f affect the qualification of thia Restriclion or the stfis 5 B
25. Amendment. If circumnstances acise under which an amendment to or maodification of this Restriction { Deloted; consistent
wauld be appropriate, Graotor and Grantee may by mutuul wnltan agreement jointly amend this Restriction, { Delated: -
provided that agy, such e _;;gl,gluu exally, valif....Sul ot pvisions siated hisrein, ne such {Deleted Tl wor
Purpese of this Restriction,_ }inlpss us, oth : . It 1 v auch " »{ Deletad: ;
amendment or modification. shall not atfect its perpetual duratlowm1t any pnvate jurement to any »', ‘ | peleted: g
person of catity, and shall not adversely impact the overall architectural and historic values protected by .© 1Y [
this Restriction. Any such amendment shall be effective when the requirements of the Act with respect to | {Ddated: P
r

10




o ‘[Delebed: <pbjoct>. . q

amendments have been met and the alnendment is recorded in the Mlddlesex South Refistry of Deeds.

Nothing in this paragraph, gxse g shall require Grantor or Grantee .. [ Deleted:

. consult Ol'negotlat ragardmg any amendment,

. .~ =" Delleted: TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, the said Preseryation
Restriction, umito the said Grantee wnd its successora and
penmnined assigns forever. |

Page Braak:
APPROVAL AND ACCEPTANCE BY TEMPLE B*NAl
s Re . ¥ BRITHY
thelr hands under seal on the days an.d year set forth below. 1

Deleted: 4




| GRANTOR,,....Clongrezaion, B nai Brith
By and through Fredetick R, Levy, President of Beard of Dirgctors

Frederick R. Levy, ppbehall ol snd a5 Bresident of Bord. ol [0sciom. and ot in his
indsigaal capacily
al
onzreraiion, B oal Brith
By and through Joshua Melizer, Treasurer, Board of Directors
Joshua Meltzer, gp beball of and as Trensusr. Bogel of Ditsctors, fngd oL 1S
ingixd ik
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex, ss.
On this ___ day of 2019, Frederick. BLexy personsliy appearsd before me, the undersigned

potary public, oyl _provided to me through satisfactory evidence of identification which was _

te be tiic person whose name is iprgsigned,, Fredarich B, L evy acknowledged

Notary Public
My commission expires:

{seal)

Middlesex, ss.

On this __ day of L2014 tosho Melizer personally, amearnd before me, the undersigned notary

public, apd. provided fo me through satisfactory evidence of identification which was
fo be the person whose name is here signed, Joshua Melizer acknowledged

to me that 2 signed this Resiristion, voluntasily ter its stated purpose, as Treasurer, Board of Directors, of

Longregation B nai Brith,_gnd pot in bis ndividual capacity.

Notary Public
My comnission expires:

12

7 4 Delsted: <object> . .

- - { Deleted: Temple

Deletad:

o

Daleted: andy
Temple

s -{Deletad:zma

- Deleted: personally appoaved Brederick R. Levy,

R { Defleted: on fhe proceeding or stached document, and

~. ( Deleted: Frederick R, Levy

"~ { Deleted: it

N
\{ Deleted: Temple

{peleted: 2013

7, { Deleted: personally appearsd Josla beftzer,

L3

0 . { Deleted; on the proceeding or attnched dooument, and
foe

. °, { Deleted: fosiwa Meltzer

<, | Daleted: it

+*" _ { Deleted: Templo

, Deletad: .Y
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APPROVAL AND ACCEFTANCE BY CITY DF SOMERVILLE

On 2018 tiwe Somerville Board of Aldermen, by majority vote, vated to Approve and
Accept this Rgsirition. A certified copy of the vote is attached heretr and made a part hereof,

GRANTEE: City ol Somerville

By Joseph A. Curtatone, Mayor

On this ___ day of 2019, Josenh A, Conglone persona iy aoocaced before me, the undersigned |
notary publlc and_ provided to me through sal|3['actory svidence of identification which was

ta be the person whose name is liwgs, signed Joseph A, Curtatons. and he

acknowledged to me that Jig, signed jhiz Reauistion, veluntarily for its stated purpose, as Maygr, City of

Sowmerville,

Naotary Public
My commisgion expires:

askiowledeed 1o e that she sisned dis ¥
City ol someniile,

\Iomgg 1] l !j&

i4

" Deleted: <objoct>. .9

~ { Deteted: DaMarch 26, 2015

- Delltad: Agreemment

- '! Deleted: Francis X Wright, Jr.

- { Deleted; Middlesox, 359

- { Deleted: _ 2018

- [ Deleted: personally appeared Josoph A. Curtatons,

{ Deleted: on the proceeding or attached document, and

7.7 | Deleted: Josoph A. Curfatons

AN *[ Deleted: it
"

'{Deleted: mayor

*| Delated: (zeal)f

=l il el il -l

Deleted: . §




h [ Deleted: <abject . .

ACCEFPTANCE BY SOMERVILLE HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

On + aftE 9, the Semerville Fistoric Preservation Comtnission, by majority vote, votedto - [ Deleted: 20158
Approve and Accept this Restrichion.

- { Deleted: Agreement

Historic Preservation Commigsion:

Richard Baver, Chairman

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

Pnthis__ dayof 3000 Ridhard Bawer pemonallv. ipneigy, before me, the undersigned notary _ . - -{ palated: Middicsox, 5.1
public, ,;;}_}__Q_L______DI'UVlded to me through satisfactory evidcnce of

ulentiﬁcatwn whlch was \ 1

and be " Deleted: 2013,

Preservation CnmmlSSIDIL N ‘{ Deletod: personally appeared Richard Baver,

“\ . ‘[ Dedeted: on the procesdmp or attached document, and

m ‘{ Deleted: Richard Bimer
Notary Public

N . i Deleted: it
My commission expires:

“[ Deleted: Chnir

[ Deleted: City of Somerville
{seal)

| Daletad: .Y
|1

(5 =



o '[ Deleted: <ehject= . . 1

APPROVAL BY THE MASSACHUSETTS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS -
The undersigned Exccutive Direclor and Clerk of the Massachusetts Historical Commission, hereby
gertifies that the foregoing Preservation Restriction 1o the City of Somerville, acting by and threugh its
Somerville Historic Preservation Comission (Grantee), has been approved by the Massachusetis
Historical Cenvinission in the public interest pursuant to MGL, Chapter 184, Section 32.

By:

Brotia Simon, Executive Director and Cledk

f{ Deleted: Suffolk, s
J

1
-f Deleted: 2018
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS {Del otod: personally smvemed Bronn Sioe proved
Outhis __ dayof _____,20I% sonally appeagsd before me, the undersigned notary .’ {Deleted personal knowledge
pubhc %mﬁmm me throug,h sallsfactory evidence of 1denuﬁcat|on whldl WS " [Ddefﬂd- an {he proceeding ot attachicd docume, and

to be the person whose name is hers signed Firg aud_zhe { Daleted; Brone Simen
acknowledged to me that she signed fiis Resteision voluntarily for its stated purpose, asExecunveDlrectar [Del otod: it

| Deleted: (sealf
1

and Clerk of the Massachusetis Historical Commizsion.

_ P SOOI v 5 ) SOOI,
Notary Public /| EXHIBIT AY
. My commission expires: LECAL DESCRIPTIONY
1

1

The lnnd, with subsequent impeoveinents thereon, in
Somerville, Mazsachusetts described in o 1916 deed, Book
4040, Pags 259, bounded as follows: |

1

Nevtlwestarly by Cenirnl 8ireet one bundred eiglt 51/100
faet, Northeagterly by land now or formkrly of Roawell C.
Downer and Inwd of one Lailwop one hundred seventy-nine
78/100 feet; Southeasterly by land now or farmerly of
Jonathan Brown one hwmdred twalve 577100 Feer; and
Soutlwesterty by lnd now or fatmserly of Jonathan Brown
one hundred sevanty 4/100 Feal, containing nineteen
thousand Iwo hnndeed ninsly-nite 12 sqoare feet of Taud ¥

1
1
1

EXHIEIT BY
Asseszor Mapd . L

[ peleted: .4

Page Break
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| Page 1: {1] Deleted _ oorﬁharabou , o ' _ l

l Page 10; [2] Deleted - ' compareDocs . . . L I

(&) This instrument may be executed in two counterparts, one of which is to be retamed by Grantor
and the other, after recording, to be refained by Grantee. In the event of any disparity between the
counterparts produced, the recorded counterpart shall in all cases govern., Except as provided in the
preceding sentence, each counterpart shall constitute the entire agreement of the parties.

| Page 10: [3] Deleted . - ~ compareDocs B ' ' . I
, but the invalidity of such Act or any part thereof shall not affect the validity and enforceablllty of thls

Restrletlen aeeordmg to its terms
il . .

| Page 10; [4] Delated 57 . e e
instrument whether thlS mstrurnent be enforeeable by reason of any statute, common law or pnvate
agreement either in existence now or at any time subsequent hereto

l:ompareDocs

|Page 10: [5] Deleted s compareDacs - - — : I

(e) The invalidity or unenforceability of any provision of this Restriction shall not affect the validity
or enforceability of any other provision of this Restriction.

| Page 10: [6] Deleted compareDocs : % : |
no amendment shall be made that will adversely affect the quahheatlon ef th:s Restrletlen or the status of

Grantee under any applleable law Any

compareDocs &L 51 . 4 Goiiil LE

| Page 16: [7] Deleted
(seal)

~Page Braak:
EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

The land, with subsequent improvements therecn, in Somerville, Massachusetis described in a 1916 deed,
Bock 4040, Page 259, bounded as follows:

Northwesterly by Central Street one hundred eight 91/100 feet; Northeasterly by land now or formerly of
Roswell C. Downer and land of one Lathrop cne hundred seventy-nine 78/100 feet; Southeasterly by land
now or formerly of Jonathan Brown one hundred twelve 57/100 feet; and Southwesterly by land now ot
formerly of Jonathan Brown one hundred seventy 4/100 feet; containing nineteen thousand two hundred
ninety-nine ¥ square feet of land,

Page Break:
EXHIRBIT B
Assessor Map
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MHC INVENTORY BUILDING FORM, prepared by Barbara Mangum, 2013




FORM B « BUILDING Assessor’s pumber  USGS Qued  Area(s)  Forn Number

Massachusetts Historieal Commingion A%/B75| | Boston-North AT ren
220 Morrissey Boubevand :
Hoston, Massichusets 02125 Town _ Sombrville

Place (nelghborheed or village) ___ Winter Hill

Address 201 Conpraf Street
Higtarle Name Nesplo B Nai B Rith
Uso: Present | Sypsgogue

Origiual Synagogue

Date of Comstruction 1919 1925

L3 5 T

1 1 dyal f Rectangalar .
O Architect/Baiider WL N 1910 £ 8.8 Higenberp 1928

Exterior Materis!

e

OCuthulidings/Secondary Structorey NA

Major Alterntions (with dates) Very jninc

LETEIVED
0T 10 s
REEE, ST o

Copdition _Coog

Recordest by _ Edward W, Gonton N
Qrgapizafion  Bore Historic Preservation Commn.

Patelmoathidayfyenry 37705




BUILDING FORM

'ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION [X.] see cominuation sheot

Describe archiiechural fentarves, Evalunte the characteristics of s builiding in terms of other bulldings within
fhe comiainity.

Built in 19591928, the Wnai Brith Synagogve is the finest example of & Byzanilne Revival

seeiesiostioal building in Semerville, The synagogue is constroeted of bufF brick with Bmestone facings
and rest gtone trim. gerved within the nterior of the bullding is such original woodwoerk and
lighting fixtuaes, as Weil 88 the large Ark seeored from Buston’s B pai Iaael Synagogue just prior fo by {
1915 deinofition. {

Possessing a distinctive, compact recinguler fom, The synagogne measires thies-bay’ s by-live-bays. Rising
fonr-stogies from & cost ione t 40 Hat-roofed stractural components, the irpariite main facade fentures &
ioof arched emtances set off by cast stone enframeivs. Access 1o the entrances is provided by a broad Tight of
comcrets steps, The stepe are flanked by high shooldered masoney components. Rising rom atop thess flavkiog
compoRens arc original Rghting fixkerey i the form of 4all cast gtone columng supported by milk glasy globes,

‘The comer pavition is chagaoresized by a shallow three-tmy projection from the seain body of the building, Cast
stone piexs define the edges of the boed entmace bay. Flanking the entrance bay are macrow walls plerced by &
gingle parrow wirndow A each of their tree atofiss.  Above fhe arched entrances are three recessed paneds that e
to the curving line of ax aech. Sek off by cast stone wall surfaces, the boff brick papels are pi by & confer,
cireular stsined plass window depicling the Starof David.  The oireular window is (a pasrew miched
windkavs. ‘The center pavition evbminates in 4 beoad, Fowrareh, At the apex of the arch ate Fwo rommd-asched cast
stone penels depiciing au open prayer book, Set bick betind the conter pavilion snd rising from the center of the

HISTORICAL NARRATIVE see contiiation shoet

Discussthe b he buitding. Explain its axsocictions with looad (or state) kistory, nclude
the building and ‘?;lsrs; rm%mﬂs played within the w::;munm.) fory. Incliute sses of

Buflt between 19191923, the orlgina of Winter Hili™s B'oai Bivith Synagogue lie in the organteation of
Somervilie’s Hebrew Educational SBaciety In 1903, Somerville’s Jews constltuted one of the smatfer
early twontterh confory Bodlan avea Jewish commamities with lesd than 4,900 members around 1980,
Bosiow neighborbouds sneh as the North Eud, West End and Sauth End became host fo Jewish 1
immfgrnnts whose combined population approached 65,000 by 1910, Batween the 19305 nnd the msm,}
the B*nat Beith Synagogie was the major focas of activity for Yews Jiving in Somerville snd Medferd. .
The basemeat of the syrugogite was deslgnad by W, L. Minor, while the maln body of the buitding was
destgmed by 3. 8, elsenberg, During the fivat half of the twentfeth contury, Biserberg, destpmed o
number of apartment buildings i Brookline ag well as the Fenway and Alfston-Brighton

nelghborhoods of Bosion. B'Nal Brith Synagogue slse has signiticant historient associations with

Rabbi Isadore Singer; an Important Jowkih theologian long sssoviated with Beth F1 5 ana in
Manhattan Beach, Now York wha hegan his career st Tonsple B'Nat Brith in Sumw{k‘:acﬁlnrm the

mid 19205

Agconding t Jaie nlnsteenth ventury Somerville aud Miditkeser County Atlases, the synapogne’s Int wee part of the
J, Frouk Brows Gotge Iot Brown was 1 elerk employed by the Matket National Bank of Boston. Hig honse stil]
stamds to the west of the synagopue at 177 Central Street By 1900, Brown' s vaice] hiad beer snbdivided with the

BIBLIOGRAPHY andfor REFERENCES [ |  sse conttunatlon sheet

Bromley, George, Atlases of the City of Somervilie, 1865; 1500,

Hopking, G, M., Maps of the City of Bemsrvyille, 1674; 1884,

Sarnn, Jomathen . and Smith, Bllen, The Jews of Boston, Mortheastern U Press, Boston, MA, 1905,
Zamervilie fournal, 261503, “Helrew Synagoges Chastered™; §F 11/ 26/ 19135, “To Build Syna 5,
&5, 1423 121, Wil Lay Cornerstone’™, S 91471925, “Templs B nai Brith, Central Strect™, .Sy}; ngg%f;m,
"Dedicatory Exercises, Temgle B nai Brith has Intercsting Ceremaonies Sunday Afiernoon with Bangquet in
Feening™ ; 87, 11271985 “A Community Revives at Cenlral Stveet Temple,”

Temple B'Nat Brith Website; Somesvitle Public Libeary, Loest History Room Files,

Zeilie, Carode, Boyend the Neck: The Architechms and Development of Somerrille, MA, 1982, 1990,

X7 Recommended for listing in the National Register of Historie Plasce.
If checked, you must, .. ach a completed Nationsd Register OriE, - + Staiement form.




Town: " Property Address:
_ Semerville, MA 201 Centrs Stroct
MASSACHUSETTS HISTORICAL COMMISSION Area (5) Form Not
OQffice of the Secretary, Boston Winter Fill SMY.1165

Iudicate each item on inventory form, continued baiow,
Architectural Descrintlon Page 3

scgmeam!bamhed pediment. The ceser, three-story component is fizmked by crenalation in ovidenss atop the namow
Flankinp bays.

Ranged uctoss the five bay side walls piers are corner pier-Hke structaral components rovideing the stracturs ;
vertical acoants ag well visually separating fhs tripartite windows ai the Frat and gtonies; these windows .
surmount rectangular brickwork panels. The tiparite windows of the side wally cifminate in srches.

Historieal Narrative synagoguc’s future site encompassing] 9,209 sqoare feet, During the fafl of 1915, the
congregation of Bnal B sith purchased a fot atop Winer Hill an Central Sireet niear Beoadway for the Puzpose of
building a synagogue. The synagogne’s porvel contained approxattely 20,000 square feet. The synagogne’s
location was chosen, 30 jtwould be cimmiKe;tg{lor %@Jﬁ\fs&?@aﬁﬂa and Meqlhraut Belween 1917 and
1919, the congregation worshippod bt e iz of Columbig building. Previews to that they occupied Citizen
Flall at Gilman Square. In hly, 1919, plans were announced in the liﬁmm for mmman??mk on the
fouy-by-sixiy foot fonndation of the synagogue. Reporiedly, the basement was completed in only a mutier of weeks
by “alarge foree of men.” Even befors the entite s‘ﬁngaguﬁ was ecmpleted, worship vervices wers hald i the
basement, Uslng a rovfed-over fonndation, before the complefion of the-apper sactuary, was stapdard pmctios st
Somerville howses of worship. This approach o Ioldig worship services on a consiuction Ste a8 soof as
possible dates back o at least the early 18705 at St. Josuph's Roman Cathsdic Charch at Union Stuare, In
Eptem‘be; of 1918 Rabbi H, Bolomon of Allanta, Georgia officiated at the first servives beld in 5" nai Brith's
baseroent.

The estimated cost of the B’Nad B'sith sypagogue in 1915 was $50,000. OF that figure, 310,000 was earmarked
for il constriction of the basement. [n 1919, the president of the goge was . Lappin, whils: the building
commiitiee members Incleded Ex-Aldenson Joseph Hillson, Mason £, Lovinson, David enser, M. L Barcon, Max
Olassman and Ioseph Cobea. A Somerville Journal drticls written in Devember, 1921, noted that the beilding ‘s
first flpor would confain clussrooms, clubrootns, a banquet balt and Kichen, while the second floor would be
oxonpied by an assembly and ballroom, The thisd floor was stated to be “Bie synagogue proper.”

The temple's building commiites hired Bumuel 5, Blsesberg; of Chelsea. to design the B Nai 8°rith Synagogue,
Hisenberg, was just begining a carcer that stretched into the mid 19605, Evidently the Somerville temple’s buglding
comunitiee reengnized the yotng awhilect' s design talents, Eigenbarg, us 0 newetmer intent on making s name for
Tiwself, may have inteationally subsdtted & Jow bid for the Bl Brith project,

5. 8. Biseoberg wast s mmﬁmaw&wmmmmmm& An eaily Eisenberg and
Feer project was the Hebrow Commenisy on Motton. Steot begwess Norfolk Street and Blue Hill
Avenne.  One of Bisenberg’s wios successiud prajects from A siting and degipn porspective was the Rescrvolr
{awrden Apartmenta at 19821992 Commanwealth Avente in Brighton, Built between 1920 ang 1925 on
still-dovefoping westorn Comtuonwentts Averic, Eiscaburg fow: iientical apariment buildings asonad a
eougtyard that complements and extends the park bordering the ot FRE Reservoric on the soasth side of the
aparimonts. :




INVENTORY FORM CONTIRUVATION SHERY Town Property Address

Bomwerville ) 201 Central Strset
MASSACHUSELTE HISTORICAL COMMISSION  Arca (5) Honn No.
MASSACHUSETTE ARCHIVES BUHLDING ‘Winter Hill 8MV. 1165
220 MORRISEEY BOULEY ARD
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS G227

Historleal Narredive Taged

Upon its comptetion in the spring of 1925, Temple B’ mai Brith's cangrepation encompassed 500 favsilies deavwis from
Somerville, idge, Medford, Arlingion and other nearby comuammities. "T'wo years lnter, am azticle in The Sonerville
Joter gk descdbed the building o8 “a mﬁ:ﬁ:g example of Byzantine nrchitectors, The interior of the temple is finished in
dark woosds, in keeping with the style of the period, and the walls are of Artex, ron stipple pluster. A large nssembly
mom, Covenmnt Hall, iz on the d Hoor, which is vsed For socinl parposes,  Above this 15 the anditoriun, the mogt
striking feaiure being the large Ark, which was secured [rom B'nai Israel of Boston {in 1915). This ark which is
probabiy the cldest-one in the vicinity, is enfirely hond carved, asd for many years siomk in the synagogue st Bowdain
Square, Bostou, In it are kept e sorolls of the Law.”

A Somerville Journal grticls dated October 27, 1927 mentions the dedicatory exarcises associated wifl the “beantifully
reimodeled temple on Central Street™ Although the dedicatory program is mentioned in detail 2o desoription is provided
a9 to what e modehng. ing encomphssed. A remodeling projec d:;gn]lz? &{curbc years ufier the completion seems anfikely, but
perhaps the program’s purpose was to recogrize an interior desi at with the eord of the sypagogue's
Boustraction n 1923 ard was fually comploied in the fall of 1937, 0 &

During the nrid 1920s, Rabbi Iaadore Singer played an impaortat role ia the sarly growih of Temple B Nai Brith.

Hom i Romania aroned 1900, Rabbi Singer recoived his cady Hebrew education from his fither. Entering Jowish
Theological Senénary in New York City in 1917, he grmduated from that institntion in 1924, He also eamed degross
Trom City Universily of New York and Cofumbia Teacher’ s Colloge. His first congregating wag Temgple B’ Nai Brith
im Somerville, MA. Rabbi Singer later moved to Temple Heth B in Maanhattss Beoch, New York whess be alta headed
the Comgregation’s Hebrew Sc He served as & chaplain during World War I and was stagoned in Tnois, Rabbi
Signer s Papers, including panphlats on the B’ nad Brith Synagogue dating w0 1925, mee housed i the arghives of the
Jewish Theotogien] Sexinary at 3080 Broadway in Manhattan, NYC, .

Fest-forwerding to the mid-197s, the futre prospects of the B'Mai Beith Sympogve ax s bouse of worship were grin
with o membership of enly 23 people. The congregation struggled to have a minyan or the e people nesded
conclpet » servios. The social life surrcanding uny religions commuaity was gone, Including the dinners that so muony
incimbers looked forward 1o from week to week. Tho building fell into disrepair and the ence vibrant congregation nealy
Tohded as their mernbers died of retived fo warmer cliratos. Asthe 1970 2 drew w & close, ne young people wers joining
fhe synagogue ko angment the depleted anky of the aging religious organization. Indeed, the Hebew schorl elosed i
;gzal Rn}hbim f mw’mﬁéammgg W%uﬁ%mmﬁ”« o o pekliord o
1 replacemnent for bim. to e 1 . , e thought of closing down and joing

Medford' s Temple Beth Shalom was enicrtsined for a time. Jonng
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MagsacosETrs BoroRical, COMMISTON Community  Property Address

MASSACTUSRTTS ARCHIVES BURDING BOMMERVEALE, MA 201 CommALSTRRERY
20 MORRILSEY BOULEVARD
Bostan, MassacsskiTy 02128 Axea(s) Form Mo,
WnereEn HIcs
| iswv.1166

National Register of Higtoric Maces Criteriz Statement Form

Chock obl that apply:
¥ fedividually elipitle E]  Btigible onky in o historic dEstzict
XL3 Contribating to a potential historic district I} Potentinl hivtoric district

Coepm: X0 A B o» 0D ¢ O w
Critria Congideaions: £3 A P R ¢ Lp T p Oyr 01 g

Sratement of Significiace by,
The erfreria thal are checked in the above Scottons must be justified here.

The B"Nai Brith Synagogse at 201 Central Strert s Individvaliy eligible for listing on {he N, R, 3. P.
Az well as a contributing historle propesty fof a potontisl Wintep Hill 8. . 5. P. District, ‘

: i
Built between 19192-1923, the origing of B*Nai Brith Synapgoegac in Winter Bill lic In the srganizntion
of Somerville’'s Hebrew Edecationa Soctely be 1903, Bomerville’s Yews constituted one of the soaaller
Jowish communities in Boston, sumbering less tao 4,008 members by 1900, Boston neighborboods,
surh as the Novth End, West Bind and Soath Bad, became host to Fewish inamiprents whose combimed
pepulation approacked 65,008 hy 1910, Between tho 19203 and the 19503, the Braai Brith Synagugue
wag the majer focns of getivity for Jows liviog ia Somerville snd Modford. The spoagoyue’s srchitect
wag 5.5, Eisenberg, Durisg (he Grat balf of ihe twentizth century, Mr. Elsenlerg wax a desipner of
apartevent buildings iy Broahiing as well anin fhe Penway and Allsiva-Brighton acighborhoods of
Boston, B*Nai Brith Synagogue alve has significant blstorieal associations with Rabbi Tsadere Signer,
an imeportant Fewish theologinm began his exvesr nt Temple B*Nai Brith in Bomervitle during the woid
15205 The B nai Britk Symagvgue sadstics criteria A of the N, R, 0. ¥,

Built i 19191925, the B"nai Brith Synagegue at 201 Coniral Steect iz the finest example of the
Byzantine Revival styfe in Somorville, The synagoges is constracted of huff brick with Hemestone
facings and cast stone teing, Preserved within the loterior of the building is wuch original woodwork
and lighting flutures, as woll s the Jarge Ark secured from Boston’s B’ nsi Torzel syragogue just prior
t4 4 demodition o 1918, The B'naj Brith Synagogoe satisfies eriteria Cof the NN L A. P
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RESTRICTION GUIDELINES

A. MAJOR VS. MINOR

The purpose of the Restriction Guidelines is to clarify Paragraph 3.1 of the terms of the preservation
restriction, which deals with alterations to the Property. Under this section permission from the City of
Somerville acting by and through the Somerville Historic Preservation Commission (Grantee) is required
for any major alteration. Alterations of a minor nature, which are part of ordinary maintenance and repair,
do not require Grantee’s review.

In an effort to explain what constitutes a minor alteration and what constitutes a major change, which must
be reviewed by the Grantee, the following list has been developed. This list is not comprehensive: it is only
a sampling of some of the more commeon alterations, which may be contemplated by building owners. In
all cases, reference should also be made to the Secretary of Interior Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings (36 C.F.R. 67 and 68).

PAINT
Minor — Repainting any surfaces existing colors,

Major - Repainting any surfaces a different color.

WINDOWS AND DOORS :
Minor - Regular maintenance including caulking, painting (same color), and necessary reglazing.
Repair or in-kind replacement of existing individual decayed window parts.

Major — Replacement of entire sash, window system or door, alteration of profile or sethack of
windows or doors, and addition of storm windows.

ROOQOFING AND WALLS
Minor - Spot repairs or minor replacement-in-kind of materials.

Major - Large-scale repair or replacement of materials; change involving removal or addition of
materials or building ¢lements, altering or demelishing building additions; creating new openings
in walls or sealing off existing openings; structural stabilization of the property.

LANDSCAPE
Minor - Routine maintenance landscape including pruning and repair.

Major — Altering, removing or adding significant landscape features that would compromise public
views of the Building or introduce new structures onto the site, including stairs, walks, trees,
outbuildings, mechanical equipment, and ground disturbance affecting archacological resources.

HEATING/AIR CONDITIONING/ELECTRICAL/PLUMBING SYSTEMS
Minor - Repair of existing systems.

Major - Installing or upgrading systems which will result in major alterations or additions to the
Building ot Property.

Changes classified as major alterations are not necessarily unacceptable, Under the preservation restriction
such changes must be reviewed by the Grantee and their impact on the historic integrity of the Property



assessed. It is the responsibility of the Grantor to notify the Grantee in writing when any magjor alterations
are contemplated. Major alterations may necessitate review of plans and specifications. The intent of the
Restriction is to enable the Grantee to review proposed alterations and assess their impact on the historical
integrity of the structure, not to preclude any futore change.

B. KEY FEATURES

Any changes which would impact the exterior envelope of the Building must be reviewed and apptoved by
the Grantee prior to receiving a building permit. Changes shall include both repair and replacement of
existing key features and historically-accurate restoration where possible of missing or replaced key
features. Grantor will give special consideration to changes which will impact the key architectural features
(Key Features} of the Building including the following:

Exterior
1. Fieldstone foundation and elevations with stone trim and coping.
2. Polychromatic slate roofing.
3. Recessed Front Entrance with double-leaf wood doors, transom light above and stone lintel,
accessed by stooe tiered steps. .
4. Replacement windows which replicated original pattern of large single lights below multi-light
transoms.
5. Stone beltcourse below first story and stone pedimented parapet walls on side gables and front
entrance gable.
Site
View of Building from Westwood Road and Central Street.

C. SPECIFIC STANDARDS '

The following standatds are included to establish a general level of quality for all work, and are considered

essential to achieve the Town's primary objective for the Property.

1. Pginz: Changes in exterior paint colors must be historically appropriate and must be approved by
the Grantee,

2. Roof material: Existing polychromatic slate roofing shingles were installed in 2013-4. If
replacement is required, replacement must match the existing in color, size and material.

3. Foundation and exterior walls: If repointing is needed, the mortar must match the joint depth,
profile and color of existing mortar, and be of a composition that is similar or compatible to the
existing mortar. If replacement fieldstones are required, they must match the existing in color and
size. Sealants are not permitted on the masonry or mortar.

4. Dormers and Skylights: New dormers and skylights are not permitted.

Trim and Decoration: Maintain original tritn as possible, replace-in-kind if necessary.

6. Windows: Most window were replaced with thermal windows in 2009, matching the original
windows in muntin pattern and color, If these windows require replacement, the new windows must
match the existing or return to wood, true-divided windows, replicating the original window
systems. Original wood windows which have not been replaced, including the transom window
over the front entrance, must be repaired and, if the existing original windows require replacement,
they must be replaced-in-kind, i.e. wood, single-glazed, true-divided sash.

7. Storm windows: Storm windows or storm panels are allowed on original wood windows provided
they match the color of the underlying window surround and the meeting rails must align with the
meeting rails of the window sash.

8. Doors and storm doors: Original front doors must be restored if possible and if not, must be
replaced-in-kind. Replacement of other doors must be wood, and be compatible in design, color,
and finish of existing historic doors, as approved by the Grantee. Storm doors are allowed provided

gl



10.

11,

12,

they are as visually minimal as possible, including use of full-light panels to maximize vigibility of
the underlying doors, as approved by the Grantee.

Building-Attached Lighting Fixtures: Light fixtures may be used but must be minimal in
appearance, appropriate to the Building.

Egquipment: Window mounted HVAC or other ventilation equipment are not permitted. Openings
made for HVAC or othier equipment on the exterior of the Building must be located in a manner
that does not detract from the Building,

Additions: A large portion of the rear flat-roofed addition was built in 1951-52. This flat-roofed
addition was expanded and a new gable~roofed clement was built in 1982-90. Any new additions
must comply with the Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation.

Exterior landscape features: Exterior landscape features, including plantings, trees, walkways and
fences must not obscure the view of the Building from the street.
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Introduction

Since the first Community Preservation Act {CPA) fund-
ing round in FY15, more than $23.8 million has been
awarded to 70 affordable housing, historic preservation,
and open space and recreation land projects. Of the 70
projects being implemented, 60% are community led
and 9% are joint projects between a community organi-
zation and the City of Somerville.

This year the CPA community state-wide has been fo-
cused on supporting a campaign to secure a permanent
increase to the state’s CPA Trust Fund through a $30
increase to most recording fees at the Registries of
Deeds. This increase is expected to doubie the base
match for all CPA communities beginning in November
2020. Legislative efforts have progressed farther than
they have in prior years, with the House of Representa-
tives including the increase in their FY2020 budget. We
are hopeful the increase will pass this year, guarantee-
ing more funding for our program locally.

CPA Background

With the adoption of the Community Preservation Act
in November 2012, the City of Somerville joined now
175 other communities in the Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts that have a steady funding source dedicated
to preserving and improving their character and quality
of life, The CPA is a Massachusetts state law {M.G.L. ¢.
44B) that enables adopting communities to create a
dedicated fund for preserving open space and historic
resources and expanding community housing and out-
door recreation opportuni‘cies.1 Somerville voters
passed the Act by 76%, the second highest passage rate
in CPA history.” This achievement made is possible for
Somerville to have additional resources to make Somer-
ville an even more exceptional place to live, work, play,
and raise a family.

The Community Preservation Committee
The Community Preservation Committee (CPC} oversees
the implementation of the CPA in Somerville. The Com-
mittee, formed in January 2014, is responsible for es-
tablishing priorities for how CPA funding should be
spent and, based on those priorities, making recom-
mendations to the City Council an projects to receive
funds. As established in Somerville’s Community Preser-
vation Committee Ordinance, the CPC has nine mem-
bers, including five ex-officio members and four mem-

bers of the general public, who may serve two consecu-
tive three-year terms. This year Planning Board repre-
santative Michael Capuano and general public member
Elizabeth Duclos-Orsello stepped down from the CPC
when they reached their term limits. In addition Jessica
Palacios-Yamakawa stepped down as a general public
member when she moved from Semerville. Mr. Capu-
ano was replaced by Rebecca Lyn Cooper, who stepped
down in May when she resigned from the Planning
Board. At the time of this report, the Planning Board is
working to fill this vacancy. Ms. Duclos-Orsello and Ms.
Palacios-Yamakawa were replaced through a competi-
tive application process as laid out in the CPC ordinance.
Applications are reviewed by an eight-person review
committee. Ms. Duclos-Orsello was replaced by Tatiana
Shannon and Ms, Palacios-Yamakawa was replaced by
Ms. Beretsky. Eleanor Rances joined the committee to
replace Jim McCallum as the Housing Authority repre-
sentative. The current members are:
# Michael Fager (Chair), Conservation Commission
representative
e Uma Murugan, {Vice-chair), general public repre-
sentative
e Dick Bauer, {Historic Preservation Commission rep-
resentative
Laura Beretsky, general public representative
s Jane Carbone, general public representative
e Luisa Oliveira, Parks and Open Space Department
representiative
e Eleanor Rances, Somerville Housing Authority repre-
sentative
e Tatiana Shannon, general puklic representative

The Community Preservation Plan

The Community Preservation Plan provides an overview
of the CPA in Somerville and establishes the Com-
mittee’s priorities for funding projects. The FY20 Plan
was based on the City's existing planning documents
and resident input and includes the CPA manitoring and
evaluation plan. The CPC invited feedback on the FY20
Plan update at a public hearing on March 27, 2019 and
through a written comment period. These comments
are available on the CPA website. FY20 was the first
year the CPC asked for feedback on the planvia an
online survey. Over 120 people responded. Their com-
ments are also available on the CPA website.

1 The CPA leglslation usas the term community housing to refer to housing for individuals and families with incomes below 100% of area median
income (AME). This report uses the terms community housing and affordable housing Interchangeably.

2 Excludes Cape Cod communities that passed the predecessor to the CPA.



FY19 Funding

Key sources of CPA funding include a 1.5% surcharge
on net property taxes, an optional city appropriation,
and a match from the Commenwealth of Massachu-
setts. Figure 1 shows how this money flows into the
CPA Fund over the course of the fiscal year. Since CPA
adoption in 2012, over $23.8 million has been appro-
priated for 70 projects across the three CPA eligible
categories: open space/recreational land, historic
preservation, and affordable housing, including aver
$2.65 million dollars in matching funds from the state
(Table 3).

In FY19, the City had $2.4 million avzilable to spend on
projects (Table 1). Up to 5% of new annual CPA reve-
nue can be used each year to administer the CPA pro-
gram. In FY19, 599,324 was available in administrative
funds.

As part of the Community Preservation Plan, the CPC
dedicated a minimum of 50% of FY19 revenue for

Table1. FYL9 CPA Budget

affordable housing, to be administered by Somerville’s
Affordable Housing Trust Fund.® During the FY19 budg-
et process, $993,236 was appropriated to the Trust.
$297,971 was available for historic resources and
$397,295 was available for open space/recreational
land projects. In addition, $198,647. These funds are
available for worthy projects in any CPA category that
cannot be funded from the designated funds in the cat-
egary specific reserves. Additional funding was added
to the affordable housing, histaric resources, and un-
designated categories mid-FY19 as a result of higher
revenue generated in FY18 than budgeted. Unallocated
FY18 funds were distributed to ensure that all catego-
ries received the designated minimum ailocated based
on actual revenue, Because the open space category
received 27% of the FY18 actual revenue, more than
the 15% minimum set through the FY18 Community
Preservation Plan, ne additional funds were allocated
to that category. In addition the Elizabeth Peabody
House roof project returned $2,626 when the project
was completed under budget (Table 2).

Total FY19 new revenue available in FY19

41,986,473

Surcharge (estimate)

$1,781,59¢

State match

$204,883

Total FY18 unexpended revenue {roliover)

$500,000

FY18 City appropriation (available for FY19)

$500,000

Unallocated project funds

50

Total Funding Available in FY19

$2,486,473

{CPC admin funds)

($99,324)

Total Project Funding Available in FY19

$2,387,149

Table 2. Minimum Allocation of CPA Funding Availahle in FY19

Unexpended | Estimated Additional Total FY19 CPA
Returned Funds
F¥18 FY19 State Match Funds Avallable
Open Space & Recreation {20%) S0 $397,295 545,492 S0 5442787
Historic Resources (15%) $96,674 $297,971 534,119 $2,5626 $431,390
Community Housing {50%
‘ y 8 (50%) $290,020 $993,236 $113,730 50 $1,396,986
{appropriated ta AHTF)
Undesighated {10%) 257,796 $198,647 534,118 50 $490,561
Total $644,489 51887,149 $227,459 52,626 42,861,047

*The Community Praservation Act allows communities to allocate.funding to the community's Affordable Houslng Trust Fund.
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FY19 Application Process— Historic

Resources & Open Space/Recreation
The Community Preservation Committee manages an
annual application process for historic and open
space/frecreational land projects. As the housing arm of
the CPC, the Somerville Affordable Housing Trust Fund
manages the application process for affordable housing
funds. In past years CPA grantees provided feedback
that receiving notice of funding in the spring was diffi-
cult for construction projects because by that time in
the year contractors have already set their schedules
so it is difficult to attract firms to bid on projects and
bids coming in at higher costs. As a result, the CPC
shifted the application process earlier in the year so
funding recommendations were made in December,
This was the first year that the CPC offered funding for
community proposed feasibility studies, The CPC no-
ticed that community members had good ideas for pro-
jects that needed further consideration and technical
support before they were ready for submission for CPA
funding. When feasibility study funding is awarded, the
CPA Manager works with the applicant to develop a
scope of wark and select a censultant to conduct the
study. The results of the study are presented to the
CPC and the community during a public meeting. In
FY19, the CPC awarded funding for its first feasibility
study to determine possible locations for a new dog
park in West Somerville.

The CPC continued its practice of asking community
members proposing projects on City land to submit
pre-applications to facilitate the process of City depart-
ments determining whether or not to sign on as co-
applicants. In FY19, the CPC received twa pre-
applications— one for design services at the East Som-
erville Neighborhood Schoolyard and one for design
services at the Kennedy School. Twelve institutions
submitted eligibility determination forms in July 2018.
All were determined eligible with one exception for an
applicant that did not have site control over land pro- .
posed for a community garden project. Nine submitted
full proposals and the Growing Center submitted an
emergency application at the end of the funding round.
The Somerville community commented an the applica-
tions through two public meetings, where 17 individu-
als spoke about their support for projects, and a
written comment period, where 119 people submitted
comments. The comments from both the public
meetings and the written comments are available on
the CPA website.

During their December 11, 2018 meeting, the CPC vot-

ed to recommend fully funding six applications, includ-
ing recommending paying for Groundwork Somerville's
fee for holding the conservation restriction on 5 Palmer
out of the open space/recreational land category.
Three projects received partial funding. Two projects
withdrew their applications for consideration— the Cen-
ter for Arts at the Armory and the East Somerville Com-
munity School. Both projects will go forward using oth-
er funding. See tables 4 and 5 on the previous pages
for details. The City Council approved the eight of
funding recommendations at their January 24, 2019
meeting. They are still considering the recommenda-
tions for the ArtFarm project, which included a recom-
mendation for $542,675 in funds from the open
space/recreational land reserve and a bond of
5457,325.

In FY19, in total to date, the CPC recommended and
the City Council approved $74,888 for Open Space and
Recreational Land projects and $747,175 for Historic
Resources projects. This includes two City proposed
projects, five community organization proposed pro-
jects and two joint City-community projects. Since the
start of the CPA in Somerville, over to 523.8 million has
been awarded to projects across the three CPA catego-
ries; 54.0 million for Open Space and Recreational Land
projects and $6.3 million on Historic Resources projects
(including the $2.5 million bond for the West Branch
Library restoration). See table 3 on page 5 for further
details.

FY19 Affordable Housing Funding

In FY19, upon the recommendation of the CPC, the
City Council approved allocating a total of $1,396,986
in CPA funds to the Somerville Affordable Housing
Trust Fund {(AHTF or Trust; see Table 2 above).” The CPC
empowered the Trust to serve as the housing arm of
the CPC in FY15 given the Trust's 25 years of experi-
ence preserving and creating affordable housing units
and supporting programs to assist homeowners and
renters.

The Trust has prioritized preserving or increasing the
supply of affordable housing in Somerville and helping
low-to-moderate income households gain access to or
retain housing. Projects and programs serving individu-
als and families at or below 100% of the area median
income {AMI) are eligible for CPA-funded Trust pro-
jects. Since FY15, the Housing Trust has received $13.5
million in CPA funds to support affordable housing.
These funds have supported the creation of 85 new
units of affordable housing and supporting 59 rotating
families with rental assistance.
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In FY19, as in previous years, the Trust released a Re-
quest for Information and then a subsequent applica-
tion for proposals for CPA funds. They received one
development application and five program applications
for a total of $2,205,248. All projects were fully funded
with the exception of one program application which
was not funded for a total of $2,005,296. The Trust had
5652,288 remaining from their FY18 that they were
able to roll over to fund the increased demand in FY19,
They have $43,978 remaining that will be available for
projects in FY2Qin addition to their FY20 appropriation.

Ongoing Project Update

FY15 was the first year for CPA grantmaking in Somer-
ville, since then 12 projects have been compieted. Two
projects funded in FY15 returned funding— First Church
Somerville Window Restoration and American Tube
Works nationai register nomination (City of Somerville,
Planning and Zoning). Both projects are continuing with
other sources of funding.

For FY15-FY138, used the following minimum funding
allocations: 45% far community housing; 15% each to
historic resources and open space/recreational land;
and 20% flexible, which are funds that can be spent on
projects in the three CPA categories based on demand.
The minimum funding allocations were adjusted in
FY19 to: 50% for community housing; 15% for historic

Figure 2, Total CPA Funding Allocations

resources 20% for open space/recreational land; and
10% flexible. The remaining 5% goes to support the
administration of the program. Of the program funds,
to date, not considering bonding, 49% has gone to
affordable housing, 25% to histori¢ resources, and 26%
to open space/recreational land. When the West
Branch Library and 100 Homes bonds are inc/uded, the
percentage awarded to historic resources increases to
26% and affordable housing increases to 57%; open
space/recreational land decreases to 17% (see Figure
2).

Of the 70 projects that have received funding FY15-
Fy19:

» 60% are implemented by community organizations
(42)

31% are implemented by City departments (22)
9% are jointly implemented by community organi-
zations and City departments (6}

Non-City grantees receive their project funding in
tranches established at the beginning of the project.
The final 10% of the budget is released upon the com-
pletion of the project and submission of a final report.

Allocation of CPA Funds by Category
with bonding

¥ Affordable Housing
B Higtork Resodtrces
# Gpen Space/Recreation Land

Allocation of CPA Funds by Category (FY15-
FY19)
without bonding

B pifordable Housing
H Histarls Resourses
¥ Open Space/Recreation Land
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Completed Projects

Prospect Hill Tower Renovation
City of Somerville, Capital Projects

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

85% (5427,425)
872,575 returmed

FY15 $500,000

Photo source: Graham Baker

The Prospect Hill Tower Renovation is the Somerville CPA’s first completed project. The Tower was officially
reopened during the First Flag ceremony on January 1, 2016 and the CPA celebration was held on September
20, 2016. To ensure that all Somerville residents can experience the Tower, CPA supported the creation of a
virtual tour video, George Washington.... on Prospect Hifl? which is available on the City’s website with su btitles
in English, Spanish and Partuguese {Haitian Kreyol is coming soon). The Tower is now open.in warm weather
for docent tours. '

Milk Row Cemetery Rehabilitation and Restoration—- FY15
City of Somerville, Planning & Zoning Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY15 548,360 100%

The City of Somerville contracted a firm to complete the rehabilitation and restoration work of the tombs in
Milk Row Cemetery. They completed their work summer 2016. Following receiving CPA funding, the project
received matching funds from the Massachusetts Historical Commission and the City of Somerville Planning
and Zoning Department.

Milk Row Cemetery Rehabilitation and Restoration— FY16
City of Somerville, Planning & Zoning Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY16 $33,108 91%
FYL7 (331,367

The City of Somerville is warking with a consultant to complete the restoration work of an anticipated 48 grave
markers and the Civil War Monument in Milk Row Cemetery. $6,300 from the FY16 project was spent to com-
plete the FY15 tomb restoration project when the contractors uncovered more extensive damage than ex-
pected. The FY17 CPA award for the project will replace these funds, allowing the full project to be completed
summer 2016, increasing the total amount awarded from 526,808 to $33,108. A celebration of the completed
project was held in May 2019,
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Mystic Water Works Historic Windows
Somerville Housing Authority

} Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed
E FY15 $243,000- historie 100%

é FY16 $507,000- housing

4

H

The Mystic Water Works project provides affordable housing for 25 seniors and persons living with disabilities.
The Community Preservation Commitiee provided funding to preserve the historic windows; the Affordable

Housing Trust Fund provided funding for the housing component in FY16, Residents moved into the building in
February 2018,

Temple B'nai Brith Fire Safety and Accessibility Project
Temple B’nai Brith

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY15 5450,545 100%

Temple B'Nai Brith installed a fire safety sprinkler system and an elevator in their historic building.

83 Belmont St. Window Restoration
Laura de la Torre Bueno

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY17 54,510 100%

This project provided resources for the property owners at 83 Belmont St. to replace the original stained glass
window in their home which was darmaged in a fire. The home is on the national register of historic places. The

restoration of the home was featured in the Bostan Globe and received a Director's Preservation Award from
the Somerviile Historic Preservation Commission.

City of Somerville Archives Processing Contractor
City of Somerville Archives

CITY OF
SOMERVILLE

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY15 $43,000 100%

The Somerville Archives contracted a consultant to process permanent collections and create record guides.
These documents are available on the Archives website.
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Elizabeth Peabody House Roof Restoration
Elizabeth Peabody House Association

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY18 $73,000 100%
(670,374)

The roof of the historic building that is home to the Elizabeth Peabody House Association suffered from water
infiltration. This project completed necessary repairs to the roof that ensure the building is water tight. The

building houses a pre-school, food pantry, and other social services offered by the Association. The project was
completed under budget, so 52,626 was returned to the historic resources reserve in FY19.

5 Palmer Acquisition

City of Somerville, Economic Development Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY18 $500,000 100%

i Phato source: Google Maps

The City of Somerville acquired the 0.04 parcel, which will add to the open space at the Capuano School/Glen

Park. The parcel will be perpetually preserved as recreational land per the requirements of the Community
Preservation Act.

Blessing of the Bay Park Design— Phase 1
Mystic River Watershed Association

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY17 $41,863 100%

Mystic River Watershed Association conducted community outreach in conjunction with Groundwork Somer-

ville and hired a firm to complete a schematic design for the park. The completed schematic design is available
at www.mysticriver.org/blessingofthebay.
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Healey School to Mystic
Friends of the Healey

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY15 $45,000 100%

The Friends of the Healey hired a firm to develop a master plan for the open and recreation space around the
Healey School, Mystic Housing Authority and Blessing of the Bay Boat House. The goal was to better connect
the three places, which are geographically very close but difficult to access from each location. The City of Som-
erville supported the Friends in implementing a competitive selection process for the design firm. The design

team developed two options for the Healey+Mystic Master Plan, which can be seen at: hitp://healeymystic.org.

In FY17, design funds were awarded for the design of the Healey Schoolyard (City of Somerville) and the Bless-
ing of the Bay Boathouse Park (Mystic River Watershed Association). Both will build on the Healey+Mystic Mas-

ter Plan. '

School Garden Classrooms
Groundwork Somerville

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

F¥15 545373 100%

This Groundwork Somerville improved eight school yard garden classrooms in Somerville. The project has re-
ceived in-kind materials from the Somerville School District, which aflowed the full vision of the project to be
completed. Over 1,000 Somerville students have benefited from the project. Students at the East Somerville
Community School held the ribbon cutting for the project in October 2016 with Mayor Curtatone and Superin-
tendent Skipper.

Community Growing Center Design
Friends of the Community Growing Center

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY15 $52,090 100%

The Friends of the Community Growing Center hired a firm to create a new design for the Community Growing
Center. More information about the project Is available at: hitp://www thegrowingcenter.org/#!redesign/tof3d
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100 Homes Initiative Pilot
Somerville Community Corporation

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY15 $1,200,000 100%
{loan)

This Samerville Community Corporation program was established with the goal of creating 100 new units of
affordable housing. Ta date, SCC has acquired has acquired 20 units. The CPA funds are a subsidy that will be
released when the SCC secures permanent financing to make the units affordable.

Short Stop Self-Sufficiency Progyam Year Awarded Amount Funded  Percent Disbursed
Wayside Youth and Famﬂy FY16 $51,107 100%
Support Network FY17

The Shart Stap pregram provides transitional housing fer homeless young adults. CPA funds cover the gap be-
tween what HUD can fund {up to fair market rent) and what the actual cost of monthly rent is for nine individu-
als at a time. To date the program has served 18 young adults. Nine have |eft the program, of which seven are
living independently, one left the program for other opportunities, and one began a four year college program.
Educationai stability has increased— during pariicipation in the program and once youth have left the program.
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Ongoing Historic Projects

Somerville City Hall Renovation, Design, and Construction Management
City of Somerville, Capital Projects Department

R SEREE
i '

Year Awarded Amount Fundexd Percent Disbursed

FY15 $200,000 0%

o Photo source: Eric Kllby
This project will contract a design firm to develop a design to restore the exterior of Somerville City Hall, up-

grade mechanical and life safety systems, and ensure accessibility. This project will begin once an owner’s pro-
ject manager is hired.

West Branch Library Restoration
City of Somerville, Capital Projects Department

£ ]
Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed’
FY16 %2 500,000 0%
(band)

The City of Somerville will restore and preserve the existing library interior and exterior and ensure ADA
compliance. Construction will begin in spring 2018. The CPA funding for the project will be bonded in FY20.

Local Historic District Property Owner Preservation Fund
City of Somerville, Planning & Zoning Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY16 $150,000 0%

This project will provide resources for the City of Somerville to create a dedicated fund that will provide small
grants to owners of local historic district designated properties for the restoration and preservation of their
structures. The City plans for the fund to be multi-year and renewable. The fund will be managed by the Office
of Strategic Planning and Community Development’s Preservation Staff along with the Historic Preservation
Commission,
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Somerville Museum Capital Improvements— FY15
Somerville Museum

Year Awarded Amount Funded - Percent Disbursed
Fy¥15 $168,194 90%
{3150,181)

The Somerville Historical Society is making improvements to the Somerville Museum to better preserve its col-
lections and make the building ADA accessible. The project originally planned to construct an elevator [ift. The
Massachusetts Architectural Access Board determined this was not sufficient as it would not reach all Museun
floors. The CPC and Board of Aldermen approved using the $24,970 allocated for the lift towards the design,
purchase and installation of the elevator. The Museum received approval to extend their grant term to com-
plete the project and will be installing a perimeter drain to address moisture in the basement. The elevator
project is planned to begin June 2019,

Somerville Museum Capital Improvements— FY16
Somerville Museum

Year Awarded Amount Funded " Parcent Disbursed
FY16 $423,480 20%

(586,316)

This project will provide further resources for the Somerville Museum to become ADA compliant and care for
its historic collections. This will include building an elevator to meet ADA requirements, reinstalling the Muse-
um'’s original Palladian window that was removed in 1986 per a deed restriction with the Massachusetts Histor-
ical Society, upgrading security systems, inventorying the Museum’s holdings, and planning for Phase 6 of the
Museum’s strategic plan. The project was delayed for three years by a fawsuit and appeal in Land Court. The
Museum is now assembling funds to complete the project as construction costs have risen considerably since
2016. The project is anticipated to start in June 20189.

Somerville Museum: Collection Preservation — FY19
Somerville Museum

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY15 $100,000 0%

With the FY19 grant, the Museum will make climate control improvements, improve fire safety systems, and
remediate mold in the building in order to protect its historic collections, The project will commence after the
Museum submits its grant agreement documents.
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Central Library Mold Remediation
Somerville Public Libraries

Year Awarded Armount Funded Perceht Disbursed

FY17 $21,279 0%

This project will provide resources for the City of Somerville to remediate historic materials damaged by mold
in the Closed Stacks, move them to the Library’s Local History Room, and install a 10,000 BTU air conditioning
unit in the Lacal History Room to ensure the historic materials are appropriately stored and preserved,

Grace Baptist Church Restoration— FY17
Somerville Hispanic Association for Community Development

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FyY17 $5532,378 90%
[$498,000)

This project rehabilitated the apse of the historic Grace Baptist Church. Work was originally planned to repair
the roof on the entire building. However, work on the apse uncovered serious structural issues in the apse sec-
tion of the building. As a result, the grant funds were repurposed to address the structural issues in the apse.
The building is now home to the Somerville Hispanic Association for Community Development, which operates
a food pantry from the building. The building is also home to a day care. The project work has been completed
and SHA4CD is preparing the final report.

Grace Baptist Church Restoration— FY19
Sometville Hispanic Association for Community Development

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

Fr19 $500,000 0%

Inthis phase of the project, the Somerville Hispanic Association for Community Development will complete the
repairs to the slate roof on the historic Grace Baptist Church. They will alse create an ADA accessible ramp into
the building. The project will begin following the execution of the grant agreement for the project.
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Preservation of and Access to Election Records
City of Somerville, Elections Department

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
F¥1s 585,100 4%
(53,230}

This project will remediate historic election records damaged by mold. It will also digitize them so they are easi-
Iy accessible to all. CPA funds are supporting the preservation and digitization of the historic records from 1884
to 1967 and the City is funding the digitization of records from 1967 to the present. The recerds include voter
lists used at polls, indices of registered votes, general registers, voter annual registers by ward and precinct,
preliminary and general elections results, poll taxes, and lists of women voters.

Waorks Progress Administration Carved Weod Bas-Relief Restoration Project
Somerville Public Library

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY19 46,055 0%

Central Library will hire a conservator to restore their wood bas-relief, carved by a local artist through the
Works Progress Administration Program in 1939. The Library will aiso hire a skilled firm to install the carving in
a safer, mare praminent location in the library.

Building Condition Assessment and Prioritized Rekabilitation Plan
Elizabeth Peabody House Association

B

Year Awarded Amecunt Funded Percent Disbursed
FY19 528,000 90%
(425,200}

Elizabeth Peabody House Association hired consultants to conduct a full assessment of existing building condi-
tions and create a prioritized rehabilitation plan to guide future capital improvement projects for their building,
The results of the assessment will be presented to their board in June.
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Mission Church of Christ— Roof Repair and Preservation Project
Mission Church of Qur Lord Jesus Christ

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY19 §113,120 90%
{$101,808)

Mission Church will repair the slate roof on their historic building, which is home to their congregation as well
as a food pantry.
Photo: Michael Tarsell]

Open Space & Recreation Land

Prospect Hill Park Design Services
City of Somerville, Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY15 585,000 98%
($83,999)

il Phota sourca: Eric Kilby

The City of Somerville contracted a firm to develop a design for the Prospect Hill Park. The first step was to con-
duct an archeological reconnaissance survey of the park to determine if there are any archeologically sensitive
areas. The survey was campleted in April 2017. The design is complete based on community input and con-
struction is underway, The design firm will remain engaged through the completion of construction to ensure
the construction follows the design.

Prospect Hill Park Construction
City of Somerville, Parks and Open Space Division

IEgw

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed .
FY18 5797,330 1%
{$2,059)

The renovation of Prospect Hill Park is underway and scheduled to be completed in 2020, The completed park
will be ADA accessible and include more interpretive features to help visitors better understand the rich history
of Prospect Hill. The City received two Parkland Acquisitions and Renovations for Communities grants which
total $800,000 from the state to help complete the project.
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Allen Street Mixed Use Renovation
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Diviston and Stephanie Hirsch

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY16 520,000 100%

Phato source: Google Earth

The City of Somerville contracted a landscape architect to complete a design through a community process.
The design improves the community garden plots while adding a play area for children, serving the surrounding
cammunity and the Allen Street Head Start School, which is directly across from the open space. The design

firm will be engaged through the construction process in order to ensure the final park is constructed in align-
ment with the design.

Hoyrt Sullivan Playground Renovation
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Division
e S

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY16 £400,000 100%

The City of Sometvilie renovated the 22,000 square foot Hoyt Sullivan Playground, The renovation included im-
proving ADA and universal access, new lighting, circulation paths, improving the tree canopy and sustainable
practices, providing active and passive recreation with a focus on younger children and improved visual con-

nections to the community path and rail corridor via a new deck averlook. The contractor is now addressing
fina! punch list items, '

Community Path Repaving
City of Somerville Engineering Division and Friends of the Community Path

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FYlé $140,000 100%

The Community Path from Grove St. to Cedar Street was repaved in May 2017. The section from Buena Vista

Rd. to the Cambridge line will be repaved following a planned drainage improvement project that will take
place summer 2019,
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Community Path Design
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Division and Friends of the Community Path

Yaar Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
Fyi6 $90,000 0%
FY18

The City of Somerville and the Friends of the Community Path will lead a design process that will make im-
provements to the existing Community Path and add additional features. The design will emphasize adding
green infrastructure to the Grove to Cedar section to improve drainage. Additional funds were added to the
project in FY17 to include plans to manage invasive species and the tree canopy. The City has identified the
design firm that will lead the process and is in the process of finalizing the contract.

Community Path Survey
City of Sometrville Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY17 $20,000 0%

The City of Semerville will hire a design firm to complete a survey of the Community Path, a necessary input
for the design process.

Land Acquisition Study Fund
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY17 $40,000 5%
($2,500)

This project provides resources for the City of Somerville to explore the feasibility of acquiring parcels for ac-
quisition for open space and recreation Jand. The fund supports appraisals, environmental studies, surveys, and
other preliminary studies necessary to determine if a parcel is a goad candidate for acquisition and gather the
necessary information to prepare a full proposal for submission to the Community Preservation Committee far
CPA funding or directly to the City Council for funding through non-CPA sources.
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Healey Schoolyard Design
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Diviston

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

Y17 $80,000 0%

The City of Somerville will hire a firm to complete a new design for the Healey Schoolyard. This project will be
informed by the Healey+Mystic Master Plan that was funded by CPA in FY15. The RFP for this project has been
released and the City is now in the process to select a design firm. Additional funds for the project were provid-
ed by the City of Somerville to be able to add on the design of an athletic field to the project.

Winter Hill Schoolyard Construciion
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FYLl7 $500,000 100%

The City of Somerville has completed the construction of a new schoolyard for the Winter Hili Community inno-
vation School. The contractors are now finalizing the remaining punch list items.

Henry Hansen Park
City of Somerville Veterans’ Services

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FYi7 549,200 B81%
(514,200 returned)

The City of Somerville hired a firm to develop a new design for Henry Hansen Park, which horors the Somerville
resident who participated in the first raising of the American flag at Iwo Jimz during world War Il. The design is
complete following a community process. The firm is now preparing the construction documents. The cost of
the project was lower than expected, so the project was able to return $14,200 to the CPA fund.
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Community Pollinator Garden
City of Somerville Parks and Open Space Division and Green and Open Somerville

i

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY17 $13,000 40%
{$5,197)

The City of Somerville and Green and Open Somerville have planted a butterfly garden at the edge of Morse-
Kelly Park. This spring they will be finalizing the plantings, the ADA accessible path, and interpretive signage,

South Streer Farm
Groundwork Somerville

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY16 460,160 | 90%
(854,144)

Groundwork Somerville has expanded the capacity of the South Street Farm to be used as public space and an
outdeor classroom, in addition to its current function as an urban farm. This work included constructing a
shade structure, wash station, bicycle parking, and tables and benches. Groundwaork Somerville also made im-
provements such as conducting a phytoremediation project, creating new rain coliection surfaces and storage,
installation of composting structures, and improving on-site water and drainage management. Groundwork
Somerville is preparing the final report.

Dilboy Auxiliary Fields Design Sevvices
City of Somerville, Parks and Recreation Department

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
Fy¥18 $90,000 43%
(539,083}

The City of Somerville hired a firm to redesign the Dilboy Auxiliary fields. The project includes renovating the
soll profile and recrganizing the space to add a U12 soccer field. Irrigation and lighting will also be added to the
fields. The design is underway.
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Community Growing Center Construction Documenis
Friends of the Community Growing Center

Year Awarded Amount Funded ~ Percent Dishursed
FY¥17 533,176 90% !
(53,318)

The Friends of the Community Growing Center hired a landscape architect to complete the construction docu-
ments and bid package for the design funded by CPA in FY15. More information about the project is available
at: http:/fwww.thegrowingcenter.org/#lredesign/iof3d

Community Growing Center Construction
Friends of the Community Growing Center

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY18 $350,000 90%
($311,112)

The Friends of the Community Growing Center are working with a construction company to implement the
new design funded by CPA in FY15 and FY16, The ribbon cutting is scheduled for June 22, 2019,

Community Growing Center Electrical Cabinet
Friends of the Community Growing Center

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY19 53,888 0%

The Community Preservation Committee awarded an additional 43,888 for the Growing Center’s construction
oroject through an emergency request. The funds will pay for the purchase of a new electrical cabinet, neces-
sary to complete the project.
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Biessing of the Bay Park Design— Phase IT
Mystic River Watershed Association

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
£ FY13 $155,339 45%
{$59,903)
2 *

RSN S
The Mystic River Watershed Association will work with their selected design firm to complete the design
through to construction documents with active community input.

Brown and West Somerville Schoolyards Design Services
City of Somerville, Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY18 $140,000 ' 0%

The City of Somerville will hire a firm to create new designs for the schoolyards at the Brown and West Somer-
ville schools.

Kennedy Schoolyard Design Services
City of Somerville, Parks and Open Space Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY15 $65,000 0%

The City of Somervilie will hire a firm to create new designs for the front schoolyard at the Kennedy School.
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5 Palmey Conseyvation Restriction Fee
City of Sometville, Economic Development Division

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY19 $6,000 0%

Photo source: Google Maps

The City of Somerville acquired the 0,04 parcel, which will add to the open space at the Capuano School/Glen
Park. As required by the Community Preservation Act, the parcel will be perpetually preserved as open space
through a canservation restriction. Groundwork Somerville will hold the conservation restriction and will re-
ceive a fee of $6,000 when the conservation restriction is recorded at the Regisiry of Deeds. The restriction has
received approval from the state to seek local approvals and is currently being reviewed by the Conservation
Commission,

35 Richardson St.
Somerville Community Corporation

Year Awarded Amount Funded . Percent Disbursed

FY1s $210,000 0%

Phote source: Google Earth

Somerville Community Corporation purchased the property at 35 Richardson to be converted to a public park
as part of a project on the 31-35 Richardson parcel. Following the construction of a new unit of affordable
housing on the 31 Richardson side of the property, SCC will donate the 35 Richardson parcel for conversion into
a public park. As required by the Community Preservation Act, the parcel will be perpetually preserved as open
space.
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Ongoing Affordable Housing Projects

100 Homes Initiative
Somerville Community Corporation

Year Awarded Amount Funded  Percent Disbursed
FY16 $9,302,608 25%
*FYL17 {loan) {$1,707,056)
Fv18

To date, the 100 Homes project has acquirad 51 fully deed restricted rental units in 13 properties that preserved 28 tenancies,
including 5 that were in danger of losing their Section 8 vouchars. Five units are designated for homeless households. In FY18,
the Clty Cauncil approved a $6 million bond for the 100 Homes project. Deht service payments will begin for this bond in FY20.

Redevelopment of 163 Glen Sireet
Somerville Community Corporation

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
FY15 $915,000 90%
{loan) (819,862)

Somerville Community Corporation is redeveloping the former American Legion Post into eight affordable units
and three market rate units. The CPA 5th anniversary walking tour began at the groundbreaking for the project
in September 2017. The project was delayed by the National Grid strike, but is now making progress towards

completion.

24-28 Pleasant St.
Somerville Community Corpotation

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed

FY13 $1,620,000 0%

Al

Photo source: Google Earth

Somerville Community Corporation is purchasing the property at 24-28 Mt. Pleasant St. it will develop six new

affordable rental units that will be available to households earning at or below 80% of the area median income
Four units will be three bedrooms and two will be two bedrooms. The project could leverage up to $1.2 million
from the MA Community Scale Housing Initiative at the Department of Housing and Community Development.
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31 Richardson St,
Somerville Community Corporation

Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Dishursed

FY13 $171,000 0%

Pheto source: Google Earth

Somerville Community Corporation purchased the property at 31 Richardson, which includes an existing home.

SCC will sell this home at market rate and build a new two unit building on the property. One will be sold at
market rate and the other will be sold as an affordable home to a household with an income at or below 100%

of the area median income, The parcel at 35 Richardson was purchased by SCC using CPA open space funds and

will be donated to the City of Somerville and converted to a public park following the construction of the new
units of affordable housing.

Prevention and Stabilization Services (PASS) YearAwarded ~ AmountFunded  Percent Disbursed
Somerville Homeless Coalition EV1S $382.930 0%

FY17

FY18

This project provides renta! assistance for up to 12 households for up to two years, including rental and move-
in assistance, case management and stabilization services, The program is designed to serve households of in-
comes at or below 60% of area median income (AMI) and to help Semerville residents who are experiencing a
housing crisis that may have resulted from burdensome rental increases or losses in income to allow them to
stay in the City. The grant contract is being finalized.

Better Homes Program— Leasing Differential  Year Awarded Amount Funded Percent Disbursed
Somerville Homeless Coalition

FY15 $286,929 52%

FY16 ($150,513)

FY17

FY18

FY10

CPA funding for the Better Homes Program fills the gap between HUD Fair Market Rent reimbursements and
the actual market rents at 12 scattered-site apartments leased by the Somerviile Homeless Coalition. This pro-
gram has supported 22 people (three families and 14 individuals), nine of whom qualify as chronically home-
less. The program is designed to serve households of incomes at or below 60% of area median Income (AMI)
and to help Somerville residents who are experiencing a housing crisis that may have resulted from burden-
some rental increases or losses in income to aliow them to stay in the City.
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Homelessness Prevention Assistance Fund Year Awarded Amount Funded

Community Action Agency of Somerville FY18 £50,000

F¥12

Percent Dishursed

0%

The Homelessness Prevention Assistance Fund provides up to $3,000 of assistance to househalds at risk of

homelessness to secure a new apartment or pay emergency rental arrears.

Somerville Better Homes 3 Year Awarded Amount Funded
Heading Home Fyis 465,000
FY10

This project provides rental assistance for up to 16 chronically homeless households.

Emergency Shelter and Homeless Program Year Awarded Amount Funded

RESPOND, Inc. FY10 $11,314

Percent Disbursed

0%

Percent Disbursed

0%

This project provides flexikle rental assistance for up to six months for survivors of domestic violence who meet

the HUD definition of homeless.
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CPA Results

As a result of Somerville’s CPA projects, which are located in all seven of Somerville's wards:

« 9 historic buildings are being preserved

» 5 historic buildings and one collection are being made more accessible to all Somerville residents

« 3 historic collections are being preserved
» 7 parks and playgrounds are being improved
+ 85 new affardable housing units are being created
L

32 households are receiving rental assistance

2 transit oriented affordable housing developments are being built

CPA Applicant and Implementer Survey Results

Since FY16, the CPA program has surveyed applicants and implementers about their experience with CPA.

On average:

* 95% of implementers and 94% of appiicants found the support of the CPA Manager to be very useful

* 45% of applicants found the application process to be fairly easy and 60% found it to be very transparent

» 59% of funded projects would not have gone forward without funding from CPA

« 88% of organizations implementing a CPA project benefited from being part of CPA beyond receiving funding

Program Improvements
Based an input from the applicant surveys, the Commu-
nity Preservation Committee shifted the application cy-
cle in FY19 so that applicants will learn if they will re-
ceive funding for their projects in the winter. This will
allow them to go out to bid for construction projects
while contractors are still developing their schedules for
the year ahead. As a result, applicants expect to receive
bids with lower costs from higher quality contractors.
The CPA Manager also redesigned the report template
for grantees based on survey responses. Grantees strug-
gled with the existing template because it was all in Ex-
cel. A new template is currently under review by the
Finance Department and should be released for use in
FY20,

Community Engagement

In addition to seeking community input through the an-
nual application and Community Preservation Plan pro-
cesses, the CPC seeks community feedback on the pro-
gram by tabling a community events in Somenville. In
FY18, the CPC agreed that each member will participate
in one outreach event to expand the ability to partici-
pate in events beyond the CPA Manager's availability.
Through the events like SemerStreets, CPA was repre-
sented at seven community events. 330 people partici-
pated in the voting activity that allows residents to
share how they would allocate CPA funds across the
three funding categories: affordable housing, historic
resources, and open space/recreational land.
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Looking Ahead to FY20

The CPC projects a minimum of $2,220,788 in new CPA
funds will be available in FY20, including a minimum
11.5% match on FY19 revenue from the State {Table 6).
This is a record low distribution for the second yearina
row. Efforts to increase the fee on transactions at the
Registries of Deads that support the state’s CPA Trust
Fund have been more successful than in the past. Gov-
ernor Baker has shared his support for the increase and
for the first time the House of Representatives has in-
cluded the increase in their budget, Should these efforts
be successful, the match rate will increase in FY21.

FY20 will be the first year that the City does not elect to
make its optional annual appropriation to the CPA fund.
since the CPA program started collected revenue in
FY14. The Community Preservation Committee fs hope-
ful that the City will be able to make an appropriation
againin FY21.

In addition, FY20 will be the first year that the Com-
mittee will pay debt service. The $a million 100 Homes
bond was issued in FY19 and the debt service is estimat-
ed to be $317,000 for FY20. Debt setvice payments for
the $2.5 million West Branch Library bond are anticipat-
ed to hegin in FY21.

FY20 will be a time of transition for the Community
Preservation Committee. Each member has a term limit
of serving up to two three year terms. The original Com-
mittee member terms were staggered so that all mem-
bers would not rotate out at the same time. The last of
the eriginal Committee members will reach their term
limits on December 31, 2019, There were four new

City of Somerville, 1925

Committee members that joined during FY19. In addi-
tion, the CPA Manager will be transitioning into the
SamerStat Directot role after staffing the Committee for
three years. The City will be recruiting a new CPA Man-
ager and anticipate this person will start in August 2019.
The current CPA Manager will work closely with the
Committee and the new CPA Manager to ensure a
smoaoth transition for everyone.

Tahle 6. Projected FY20 CPA Funding

Total FY20 New CPA Revenue $1,944,167
Surcharge $1,781,590
State match §276,621
City appropriation* S0
{Debt service an {$317,000)

100 Homes bond)
(CPA admin funds) ($111,039)

Total FY20 New Project Funding| $1,516,128

New Project Funding Available by Category

Affordable Housing (50%}** $793,394
Historic Resources {15%) $333,118
Open Space/Recreational Land $444,158
(20%) |

Undesignated {10%) $222,079

*FY20 City appropriation determined in Spring 2020.
**Eunding for new projects available after debt service
payment for 100 Homes deducted from housing re-
Serve,
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CPA FY2020 Budget

Community Preservation Act Fund FY20 Budget

Estimated new revenue

Surcharge revenues 1,544,167

State match of previous year's local renvenue 276,621

Total 2,220,788

New appropriatians and reserves

Admin and Operating Expenses of Committee (5% Estimated Debt |  Total Available
of estimated revenue} 111,039 Service far FY20 Prajects
Open Space and Recreation Reserve (20% of . :
estimated revenue) 444,153 0 444,158
Historic Resources Reserve (15% of estimated
_Bsm::mu 333,118 [} 333,118
Community Housing Reserve (S0% of estimated e
reventg} 1,110,354 368,845 41,54
_m&mma Reserve (10% of estimated revenue) 222,078 a 2220

FY19 City Appropriation o g
Total 2,220,788 368,846 1,740,902
*FY18 Roliover: $210,000 open spacs/recrestion sarmark for land acguisition

Community Preservation Act Fund FY18 Actual | FY19 Thru 4/30 | FY20 Estimated
Total Funding Available 4,053,077 2,390,345 2,220,788
Current Fiscal Year Revenue 2,669,272 2,390,845 2,220,788
Surcharge Revenug 1,794,507 1,944,167 1,944,167
City Appropriation® 500,000 0 0

State Match of Previous Year's Local Revenue 370,465 432,342 276,621
Interast 4,300 14,336 0
Rollover from Previous Fiscal Year 1,383,805 D 0
Appropriations and Encumbrances 3,645,578 2,300,501 111,039
Cemmittee admin expenses

{up to 5% of annual revenue) 84,068 81452 211,033
Open Space and Recreation Projecis 2,203,008 74,888 0

Opeit Space and Recreation Debt Service o] 0 0
Historic Resources Projects 158,100 747,175 0
Historic Resources Debt Service 4] 8] 0
Community Housing Projects 1,200,402 1,396,986 o]
Cemmunity Housing Dabt Servire Q 0 368,946
*FY20 City appropriation will be determined at the end of FY20,

Personnel List

{Position Current Base | Fiscal Year Base Full Salary CPA Salary| SomerStat Salary
_MOHB_._:HQ Praservation Act Manager 1,732.56 90,786.14 90,786.14 72,628.92 18,157.23




FY20 Admin Expenditures

Category Amount

Total Budget 111,039
Salary 72,629
Holidays 0
Advertising 200
Printing 250
Food 1,500
Signs 500
Supplies 1,000
Conferences 100
Dues 4,350
Feasihility Studies 4,000

Professional &

Techincal 26,510

Total 111,039

Professional & Technical to include fees for historic preservation censultant, process evaluation consultant, graphic design services, etc.



S-pec-ia! Revenue Fund: Community Preservation Act Fund

The Community Preservation Act (CPA) Fund was established after the voters of Somerville overwhelmingly
adopted the CPA (M.G.L. Ch. 44b) in November 2012. The CPA creates a dedicated funding source for the City
to invest in affordable housing, historic preservation, and open space and recreational land projects. Since |
2015, over $23.8 million has been awarded to 70 projects. Key annual revenue sources for the Fund include a
1.5% surcharge on net property taxes, optional discretionary appropriations into the Fund by the City, and
matching funds from the state. State matching funds are distributed in November of each year and match
total local funding (surcharge revenue and City approgriation) for the previous fiscal year, Somerville will
raceive its sixth distribution in FY20, which will match FY19 local revenue. The estimated state match of FY19
revenue is $307,246 which will bring the total state funds received to date to $2.96 million. This will be the
first year that CPA funds will go towards debt service for the 56 million bond issued for the 100 Homes project.

The Community Preservation Committee is responsible for implementing the CPA in Somerville, by working
with the community to establish priorities for how CPA funding should be spent and making recommendations
to the City Council for specific projects to receive funding. The Committee also submits an annual budget to
the City Council which is determined in part by the enabling state CPA legislation. The legislation allows
communities to devote up to 5% of estimated annual CPA revenue to the administrative and operating
expenses of the Committee and requires communities to devote a minimum of 10% of estimated annual CPA
revenue to each funding category: affordable housing, historic resources, and open space and recreational
land. The Community Preservation Committee is recommending these minimums be increased to 50% for
affordable housing, 15% for historic resources, and 20% for open space/recreational land.

FY2019 ACCOMPLISHMENTS:

o Received approval from the state to begin the local approval process for the conservation restriction
on the 5 Palmer parcel acquired with CPA funds in FY18. This will be the first conservation restriction
recorded in Somerville. _

¢ Acquired the second open space parcel with CPA funds- 35 Richardson. This land, purchased by the
Somerville Community Corparation will be transferred to the City for use as a public park following the
creation of a new affordable housing unit on the 31 Richardson side of the property, which received
CPA affordable housing funds.

o Celebrated ribbon cuttings at the Winter Hill Schoolyard and Community Growing Center and
groundbreakings at Prospect Hill Park and West Branch Library.

» Began design processes for the Healey Schoclyard and Dilboy Auxiliary Fields. Completed design
processes for Allen Street Open Space and Henry Hansen Park.

s Marked the acquisition of the 51% fully deed restricted unit under the 100 Homes project, which has
acquired 13 properties. The program has preserved 28 tenancies, including five that were in danger of
losing their Section 8 vouchers. Five units are designated for homeless households. To date, CPA funds
are supporting the creation of 85 new units of affardable housing.

City of Somerville, MA - FY2020 Municipal Budget Page | 1



B Sp'ecial RevenueFund Cemmunlty _'P;resewa_tin' Act Fund

* Saw roof repairs on the historic buildings occupied by the Elizabeth Peabody House Association and the
Somerville Hispanic Assaciation for Community Development, allowing these organizations to continue
to provide vital social services to the community.

s Leveraged FY2018 City appropriation into the CPA Fund to receive $432,342 in state matching funds.

* Awarded $747,175 to five historic resources projects, $74,888 to three open space/recreation projects,
with $1,000,000 for ArtFarm still under review by the City Council, and $2,005,296 to five affordable
housing projects, through a competitive application process.

s Engaged the community in awarding CPA funds by holding two public meetings and accepting written
comments, ultimately hearing from 136 residents. Engaged 331 Somerville residents during
SomerStreets and other public events.

FY2020 BUDGET

commumnv paesmvmomcr FUND_ '

] ESTIMATED MEW FY20 REVENVE = . 4
SURCHARGE REVENUE
STATE MATC 1 OF | oL
EREVENUE'.
TOTAL
*NEW APPROPRIATIONS & RESERVES =7 ¥ 43 S By A
ADMIN AND OPERATING EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE 111039 TOTAL AVAILABLE.
{5% OF ESTIMATED REVENUE) ’ DEBT ssawcs ' FOR EY20. pnmecrs
_ OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION RESERVE (20%OF - - o
"ESTIMATED REVENUE) _ 444,158 444 158 o
HISTORIC RESOURCES RESERVE {15% OF
ESTIMATED REVENUE)
¢ COMMUNITY HOUSING RESERY
&EST!MATED REVENUE} i
BUDGETED RESERVE (10% ol ESTIMATED REVENUE)
TEY19 CITY'APPROPRIATION

TOTAL 2,220,788 363 846 1,740,902

333,118 0 333,118

City of Samerville, MA ~ FY2020 Municipal Budget Page | 2



”Special Revenue Fund: Commu'nity Preservation Act Fund

TOTAL CPA FUNDING:

COMMUNITY PRESERVATION ACT FUND | Trae -.szi“;ggu ~ FY20 EST

 TOTAL FUNDING AVAILABILE © . 4,053,077 . 2,390,845 2,516,110

CURRENT FISCAL YEAR REVEN UE | 2,669,272 2,390,845 2,516,110

 SURCHARGEREVENUE - .-~ 1794507 = 1,944, 167 1,944,167
CITY APPROPRIATION* 500,000 0 0

+ STATE MATCH OF PREVIOUS YEAR'S - T e e o ompean

. LOCALREVENUE -~ . .- .- 370485 . 1 432342 276,621 .
INTEREST | 4,300 14,336 0

NEE T IS TSR W

* ROLLOVER FROM PREVIOUS FISCALYEAR . - ..

“APPROPRIATIONS & ENCUMBRANCES . ° . . .3,645578 2,300,501 -~ 111,039
COMMITTEE ADMIN EXPENSES
_(UPTO 5% OF ANNUAL REVENUE) o g st 109
"OPEN SPACE & RECREATION PROJECTS ~ -~ 2203008 74888 - . TBD
OPEN SPACE & RECREATION DEBT SERVICE
g HISTORIC RESOURCES PROJECTS b it o7
| HISTORIC RESOURCES CES DEBT SER ce_
[ COMMONITY HOUSING BROIECTS {5
. COMMUNITY HOUSING DEBT SERVICE |
| * FY20 City Appropriation will be determined atendof FY20 .~ - .~ . oo

PERSONNEL LIST:

- CURRENT -

posmcm NI R T BASE" venfz BASE:.
| COMMUNITY PRESERVATIONACTMANAGER T1732.56  90,786.01  72,628.92

City of Somerville, MA — FY2020 Municipal Budget Page | 3



CITY OF SOMERVILLE, MASSACHUSETTS
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

JosEPH A, CURTATONE
MAYOR

COMMUNITY PRESERVATION CoMMITTEE FY20 FUNDING RECOMMENDATION FOR
EMERGENCY ELEVATOR FUNDING REQUEST, SOMERVILLE MUSEUM

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The Somerville Museum will construct an elevator, the design of which has been approved by the
Massachusetts Architectural Access Board and the Semerville Historic Preservation Commission.

ELGIRILITY

Historic resources: The Samerville Museum is a local historic district and is currently not ADA accessible.

RECOMMENDED FUNDING

On May 22, 2019 by a vote of [x-y] the Community Preservation Committee recommended
appropriating [$600,000] for this project from the [historic resources reserve budget and/or budgeted
reserve] to the control of the Scmerville Museum for the overall purposes summarized in this
document.

OR
On [May 22, 2019] by a vote of [x-y] the Community Preservation Committee recommended not funding

this project from the Community Preservation Fund.

Project Budget
Recommended funding amount:

. Expense Amount
Study S0

Soft costs $282,929.60
Construction $1,408,816.30

Total | $1,691,745.90

CPA historic resources funds- requested $600,000
Wallace Foundation 522,684
Mass. Culturat Facilities Fund 540,000
CPA FY15 grant funds $24,970
CPA FY16 grant funds $327,573
Remainder to be raised $676,519

Total | $1,691,745.90




ALIGNMENT WITH FY20 COMMUNITY PRESERVATION PLAN
The Somerville Museum collections and the interior of the building cannot currently be enjoyed by &ll

Somerville residents because the building is not currently ADA accessible.

FunpinG CONDITIONS

1. Execution, and recording, of an historic preservation restriction, including a public access
agreament, that was required by the FY15 CPA grant.

MEASURES OF SUCCESS
The goal of this project is te bring the Somerville Museum into full compliance with Americans with
Disabilities Act requirements.

Success will be measured through timely compietion of the elevator project.

The full proposal is available at: https.//www.somervillema.qgov/cpa




Bid received on May 10, 2019
Hamilton Construction Management Corporation
includes $50k contingency

Stack Cpnstruction
Palladian window installation

Substitution of Pella Architect Series Wood Windows in lieu of Kolbe
Palladian window conservation

Total

construction contingency at 10%

Total construction cost

R Graf, Owner's Architect {4% of $1,186,153)

P. Quinn, Architect and firm (10% of $1,186,153)
B.Mangum, Project Manager

V. Woodwaorth, ADA code consultant

Payment and Performance Bond (5%)

Certified public accountant

Total

Grand Total

Funding

Wallace Foundation

MCFF

CPA FY15 re-purposed funds

Somerville CPA FY16 elevator addition grant
CPA FY15 re-purposed funds

water alarm installation

Total

Amount needed:

Difference

CPA request* (however much the CPA can help us)

Museum bank loan

*$235,000 was reguested in CPAL7, but was not awarded as the

Museum was still involved in a lawsult with the neighbors, The lawsuit

has now been found in favor of the Museum, however, costs of

construction in Somerville have grown immensely during the past three

years.

Total Cost
$1,774,742.00

51,264,143.00
$18,901.00

-821,642.00
$21,000.00
$1,282,402.00
$126,414.30
$1,408,816.30

$56,352.65
$140,881.63
$14,088.16
$6,400.00
$63,207.15
$2,000.00
$282,929.60

$1,691,745.90

$22,684.00
$40,000.00
$24,970.00
$237,848.00
$18,010.00
-$300.00
$343,512.00

$1,348,233.90
$1,004,721.90

5600,000.00
$404,721.90



Somerville Museum
Elevator Addition

Construction Services Proposal
May 10, 2019

Stack + Co.
555 East 2nd Street
Boston, MA 02127
www.stackac.com
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One Westwood Rd - Somerville Museum Page 1

SECTION 00 21 13 Instructions to Bidders

Note — Please transmit this form along with tccompanying doctuments to
Peter Quinn Architects LLC
259 Elm St, Suite 301
Somerville MA 02144
Attn: Katrina Sousa, Project Manger
Phaone - 617-354-3989

Email — ksousa@pgarch.com

Project: Additlon and Partial Renovation
The Somerville Museum

One Westwood Rd, Somerville MA 02143
To the Owner: The Historlcal Society of Somerville
The Board of Directors of the Somerville Museum and its President, Barbara Mangum
Dne Westwood Rd, Somerville MA 02143
A. The undersigned proposes to furnish all labor and materials required for:
The Addition and Partial Renovation of the Somerville Museum
In accordance with the accompanying plans and specifications prepared by:
Peter Quinn Architects LLC
259 Hm St, Sulte 301

Somerville MA 02144

Including all Labor and Materials, for the contract price specified below, subject to exceptions
additions and deductions according to the terms of the Specifications.

B. This bid includes Addenda numbered [inset Addenda #'s received]

€. The proposed contract price Is

$1,264.143  pouars

Instructions to Bidders SECTION002113-2

Bid Form | 3 Stack + Co. | Somervitle Museum



One Westwood Rd — Somerville Museum " Page2

D. Alernates

For Alternate No. 1: Add $ $1 8,901
Description — Add for the field assembly and instoliation of the historic Palladian Window Set in
the Attic level existing brick wall, as described in the Drawings and Specifications

See budget summary for Alternates 2 and 3

E. Bidder understands that the Owner reserves the right to reject any or all bids and to waive any
formalities in the bidding process.

F. The undersigned agrees that if selected as General Contractor, within Twenty-One (21) days,
weekends and legal holidays excluded, after presentation thereof by the Owner, execute a Construction
Contract in accordance with the terms of this Bid.

G. The bidder agrees that this bid shall be good and may not be withdrawn for a period of 30 days
(excluding weekends and holidays) after the scheduled ¢clasing time for receiving bids.

H. The undersigned certifies that this bid is in all respects bana fide, fair and made without collusion or
fraud with any other person. As used in this subsection the word “person” shall mean any natural
person, joint venture, partnership, corparation or other business or legal entity,

{. The undersigned agrees ta commence work on the Contract within seven (30) calendar days from
receipt of written notice to proceed issued by the Owner and to thereafter diligently and continuously
carry on the work. He agrees to Substantially Complete the work of this Contract on or before the date
of Substantial Completion set forth in the Contract Agreement.

). The undersigned shall include with the Bid a Proposed Construction Schedule,
K. The undersigned shall include with the Bid a Schedule of Values of Construction Costs based on €SI

divisions, Please note that Contractor General Conditions, Profit and Overhead, Project Requirements,
Insurances, and Contractor Fee shall be listed as separate line items.

H. The Bid shall include the following information:

Date: g / i) / 4

Submitted By (Company): SGlock Destb.e\ Buld, LLC (Shock + o)
Signature &‘5

Name Mooy BrondF

Title T\lomonsion el

Business Type LLC

END OF SECTION 00 21 13

instructions to Bidders SECTIONOD 2113-2

Bid Form | 4 Stack -+ Co. | Somerville Musaum



Somerville Museurn | Proposal

Somerville Museum

Stack Project #19026

BUDGET SUMMARY May 10, 2019
{11000 - Project Requirements $ 50,270
02050 - Demolition + Shoring $ 54,920
02200 - Site Prep & Utilities $ 106,900
02950 - Landscapling $ -
03300 - Concrate 5 112,696
04200 - Masonry s 137,500
05100 - Structural Steel ] 52,750
05500 - Misc. Metals Inc. in 05100
06100 - Rough Carpentry $ 54,271
06400 - Finish Carpentry s 27,650
07200 - Insulation 5 3,226
07500 - Roofing 5 25,431
07200 - Misc Thermal and Moisture Inc. in 03300
08100 - Doors, Frames, Hardware [ 21,580
08800 - Windows s 26,500
09250 - Walls and Ceilings s 35,250
09300 - Tile ) 14,707
09400 - Countertops Inc, in 06400
09600 - Floor Finishes $ 1,377
09900 - Paint 1 13,500
10000 - Specialties + Signage 3 10,519
11000 - Equipment 5 -
12000 - Furnishings 5 -
14000 - Cenveying Sysiems s 99,476
15300 - Fira Protection s -
15400 - Plumbing $ 20,150
15500 - HYAC 3 38,750
16000 - Electrical 5 67,500
30000 - General Conditions $ 130,500
01000 - Permit $ 23,730
Subtatal 5 1,136,153
50000 - Design + Construction Contingency [ -
60000 - Insurance s 17,792
70000 - Fee 5 60,197
BUDGET TOTAL $ 1,264,143

Proposal | 5 _ Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum



§TAC K Somerville Museum
Cco. Stack Project #19026

BUDGET SUMMARY May 10, 2019

eluded ramid i ‘b @

T g = i

Alternate #1 - Installation of Histaric Pailadiun Window - to be completed within project schedule duration

Alternate #2 - Allowance for Garaventa 5 year Preventative Maintenance Plan and Extend Parts Warranty

Alternate #3 - Furnish Pelia Architect Series Woaod Double Hunhg Windows, in lieu of Kolbe Haritage Windows

Proposal | 6 Stack + Co. | Samerville Museum



Somerville Museum
Stack Project #19026

ASSUMPTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS May 10, 2019

General Quali
- This Budget is based on Open Shop Labor.
- This Budlget is based upon and subject to all Qualifications noted in the enclosed Budget Detail.
- This Budget excludes any work indicated as an "Exclusion” in the enclosed Budget Detail.
- Costs for hazardous material testing and abatement are excluded.
- Costs for remediating existing non-conforming building conditions at the directlon of code officials are excluded.
- Costs assoclated with unforasaen concealed existing conditions are excluded.
- Costs for all fees to Utilities/Municipalities for new or temporary utility services are excluded,
- Costs for utilities consumed during construction are excluded.
- All waork to be performed during normal working hours.
- All Construction Proposals are only good for 3Q days.
-Tolerances are +/- 1/8"

Prolect Specific Qualifications
- This Budget is based an Proposed Elevator Addition Bld Set, dated 04/09/2019
- This Budget Is based on MEP Addendum, dated 04/30/2019, Proposed Elevator Addition Demo Plans, received 04/25/2013
- This Budget is based on Praposed Elevator Addition Project Manual, dated 04/09/2019
- This Budget Is based on RFI Responses.

- The assumed onsite construction duration is 180 working days (36 working weaks). See Schedule for specifics.
- This Budget assumes that this project is tax exempt,

- This Budget assumes normal business hours.

- This Budget assumes that the sidewalk along Westwaod Road can be fancerd I and used during construction.

- We have Included waterproofing and topping slab in the Basement per the Architectural plans and sections. However, there are
details that will nezd to be resolved; specifically at slab edge at the step down into the stair, at slab edge at new doors into the east
wing, etc. A sump or drain may be desirable.

- This Budget excludes cost for new underslab dratn pipling or new perimeter foundation drain. These may he desirable for moisture
control; however, they would need to discharge somewhere TBD.

- This Budget excludes cost for forming the sump pit or furnishing or installing a sump pump. Based on Stack’s experience with
Garaventa lIfts, we do not believe a sump in the efevator will be required.

Allowances - Certain scopes of waork {as described below) have been included as Allowances. If the cost of 3 specific selection is greater
than the Allowance valug, the contract value shall be increased accordingly, including markups for Contractor's Overhead + Prodit. Thase
Allowances are summarized here and detailed in the enclosed Budgat Detall, If values / scope differ between this Summary and the
Budget Detail, the value /scope in the Budget Detail shall govern.

- An allowance of $26,630 is included for Site Logistics. This includes pedestrian barriers and temp fence ($14,730), remove and
replace the City Sidewalk {58,100), remove and reinstall pavers at parking spot ($2,750), and removal of existing hedges along
sidewalk on Westwood Road ($1,000), This is based on the attached proposed Site Logistics plan, This plan will need to be reviewed
and approved by all stakeholders including the Owner and Terrence Smith at Somerville Traffic prior to starting construction.

-~ An Allowance of 515,000 {$2,500 per Unit} is included to furnish and install cast stone pilasters

« An Allowance of $1,500 is included for new beam pockets for the WBx31 beams.

- An Allowance of $2,400 is included to enlarge the existing star landing

- An Allowance of $10,500 is included for Kitchenette Casework/Counter and Reception Desk Materials
« An Allowance of 53,250 is included for interior and exterior door hardware

Assumptions &

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum
Quals



Somerville Museum .
Stack Project #15026

ASSUNMPTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS May 10, 2019

- An Allowance of $2,500 is included to patch and repair exlsting board and plaster.

- An Allowance of 6,714 is included to furnish tile and VCT flooring material.

- An Allowance of $1,842 is included to furnish Bathroom accessories, Fire Extinguishers and Cabinets, and Restroom Signage.
- An Allowance of $1,500 Is included to furnish and install flooring in the elevator.

- An Allowance of $3,750Q is included to trench, patch and repair for underground plumbing.

Exclusicns
- Upgrade / Repair existing systen scheduled to remain - Masonry, trim Windows and dooss, MEPs, etc.

- Quality Control and Testing

- Snow Remaval

- Project Utility Usage

- Tamporary toilets for Museum employees and visitors

- Remove / relocate furniture, iters in storage, etc. Space exbected to he cleared prior te construction start.
- Ashestos abatement / Hazardous materials, Unsuitable soils, rock/ledge/boulders

- Dewatering ’

- File, malntain, prepare SWeP

- Furnish new/freplace sidewalk curbs - resuse existing

- Replace plants removed durihg construction, along Westwood Road

- 50/l testing and changes to underginning design due to results of Geotech Report, Soil treatment and compaction testing
- Concrete testing, Specialty Ad-Mixtures

- 7 day wet cure

- Structural steel testing / inspaections, peer review, special inspections

- Radiused Lintels at Wood Shutters and Elevator Vant

- Vapor barrier behind GWB at exterior walls

- Furnish new wood trim for Westwood Road Elevation. Existing trim to be salvaged and reused

- Replace crawn throughout - only patch in as necessary

- Spray foam or blown in cellulose insulation

- Furnish and install snow rails or snow guards

- Autematic door opener

- Level 5 finish at new drywall - level 4 finish carried

- Floor prep, self levelar and antifracture below tile, Moisture testing / mitigation, Crack riembrane

- $tone Tile - Porcetain carried

- Furnish/install floor in Existing Reading Room, Reference Room, Accession Room, Short-Term Storage, Elevator Machine Room, all
Stair Treads & Landings, Existing Gallery Space

- Palish { finish concrete floors not receiving tile

- Provide rubber stair treads, risers & landings, transition strips for VCT flooring

- Paint areas not included in Construction - Existing Gallery Spaces, Existing Referenca, Existing Reading Raom, Front of Museum,
existing wood trim at ext. of building

- Paint stalr treads, stringers, wood handrails

- Repair / replace water heater

- Furmish new or reptace existing BMS systems

- Shut down fees

Assumptions & 3 : Stack + Ceo,

Somerville Museum
Quals
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Firm Prefile

Stack + Co.

FIRM PROFILE

At Stack + Co. we utilize our unique and versatile staff
to deliver architecture, construction management, and
integrated services. We speciatize in various forms of
hybrid delivery, providing services across the entire
project life-cycle in-house, or integrating with industry
partners including architects, consulting engineers, and
construction managers.

Stack + Co. provides construction management services
in concert with top architecture and design firms, and
our clients include some of the most successful aperators
in the hospitality, food and beverage, academic and
commercial spaces. Founding Principal Josh Brandt has
developed a recognized expertise in delivering high-
quality, complex projects resulting in Stack + Co/’s robust
referral driven client base.

Stack + Co.'s work has been celebrated in Architectural
Record, Dwell, Design New England, Boston Home, and
Green Building & Design and the Firm was awarded the
“Best of Boston Home, Custom Home Design/Build” from
Boston Home in 2019, New England Home magazine’s
“Rising Stars” in 2019, and “Best Design Build Firm” by
Boston Architects in 2018,

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum



Case Study

1

CASE STUDY

Norfolk House Residences, Dedham, MA
Project Type: Historic Restoration/Multi-Family

Amajor restoration and development of 6 high-end
condominiums in an 1802 landmark building listed
on the National Register of Historic Places, Originally
constructed as a country tavern, the building saw
significant expansion and improvement in 1905 by
renowned Colonial Revival architect Frank Chateau
Brown, and again in 2015 when Stack + Co. teamed
with developer Oxbow Partners and Horne and
Johnson Architects to create 6 stunning residential
units featuring period details and modern
amenities. This project won a 2017 Adaptive Reuse
and Rehabilitation Restoration Award from the
Massachusetts Historic Comnmission.

Architecture: Horne and Johnson
Construction: Stack + Co.

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum




CaseStudy | I3

CASE STUDY

Saint Norbert School Lofts, Jamaica Plain, MA
Project Type: Historic Restoration/Multi-Family

Located in Jamaica Plain, MA, Stack turned this
former school into a 16,000 SF modern apartment
complex. Composed of 21 modern studios and one
bedrooms, each apartment is equipped with top of
the line climate control systems, tall ceilings, in-unit
laundry facilities, and an abundance of natural tight.
The project required intensive structural modifica-
tions and restoration to the projects existing histori-
cal conditicns.

Architecture: RODE Architects
Construction: Stack + Co,

Stack + Co, | Somerville Museum



Case Study

A

CASE STUDY

ICA Watershed, East Boston, MA
Project Type: Art Exhibition

Located in the East Boston Shipyard, the ICA
Watershed provides 15,000 SF of dedicated
installation art exhibition space for the Institute
of Contempdorary Art. An adaptive reuse of a WW2
era copper pipe factory, the project required the
full reconstruction of the condemned building.
Nonetheless, the ICA Watershed was executed on
an accelerated fast track schedule with all wark
completed in 28 weeks.

The ICA Watershed is always free and represents the
ICA's long term commitment to enriching the Boston

arts community.

Architecture: Anmahian Winton Architects
Construction: Stack + Co.

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum




Case Study

15

CASE STUDY

Farandnear, Shirley, MA

Project Type: Outdoor Pavilion

Built for the Trustees of Reservations, this new
pavilion is a welcoming center for the 89 acre
Farandnear reservation in Shirley, MA, Also
serving as a gathering area for venue events, the
Farandnear Pavilion was ¢onstructed using an
intricate system of structural steel nodes and
exposed douglas fir timbers, features an eco-
friendly rain water coliection system and a custom
painted structural slab that depicts a map of the
reservation,

Architecture: designLAB Architects
Construction: Stack + Co.

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum




Case Study

6

CASE STUDY

Powisset Farm, Dovei', MA
Project Type: Deep Energy Retrofit

A deep-energy retrofit, built for the Trustees of
Reservations; which included installation of super
insulated walls, roof, and floor assemiblies in the
existing barn structure. Additionally, Stack installed
a photovoltaic array system that ultimately makes
the establishment net positive in terms of energy
use. In addition to the deep energy retrofit scope,
Stack constructed a full new commercial kitchen
and classroom, where the staff will be initiating a
new “farm to fork” CSA program for visitors.

Architecture: ZeroEnergyDesign
Construction: Stack + Co.

Stack + Co, | Somerville Museum



CASE STUDY

285 Washinton Street, Somerville, MA
Project Type: Office Building

The intensive renovation and repositioning of

an existing 3 building office complex owned by
Riverside Properties in Somerville, A new entry and
lobby, bathrooms, windows, and retail storefronts
take the building into the 21st century.

Architecture: Peter Quinn Architects
Construction: Stack + Co.

17 Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum

Case Study




Education
Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering
Brown University

Registrations and Certifications
LEED Accredited Professional by the US
Green Building Council

Professional Affiliations

US Green Building Council Rhode [sland
Chapter, Founding Member, 2009

Canstruction Rhode Island, Founding
Member, 2009

Urban Land Institute (ULI), East Boston
Development Wave, Speaker and Panelist,
2016

NAIOP {Commercial Real Estate
Development Association), Craft Beer Taps
Commericial Real Estate, Speaker and
Panelist, 2015

Member, Massachusetts Brewers Guild

Resume | 18

Joshua M. Brandt, LEED AP

Principal

Josh Brandt founded Stack + Co. in 2009 with Andrew
Wade Keating out of the belief that a more cooperative
and integrated approach to architecture and
construction would deliver a better process and building.
He is a recognized leader in the preconstruction and
construction management of complex and demanding
projects in the institutional, hospitality, commercial, and
residential markets.

Josh excels at setting priorties based on each project’s
unique circumstances and not on previeus project
precedents as is 5o commaonly done in the industry. He
begins each new venture with a rigorous exploration of
client needs and individual circumstances to develop @
solution that best suits the demands of the project.

Prior to starting Stack + Co., he worked as a Construction
Manager with Stonestreet Building Company where he
worked on high-end luxury condominiums and as a
Project Manager with Shawmut Design and Construction
specializing in large institutional projects.

Relevant Experience

«  Saint Norbert School Lofts, Jamaica Plain, MA

. Hopkinton Residence, Hopkington, MA

. Gates Residence, Scituate, R

. Parmalee Street Apartments, Boston, MA

.« Appleton @ Davis, Somerville, MA

»  Contemporary South End Townhouse, Boston, MA
« The Box Office, Providence, R

« ICAWatershed, East Boston, MA

Stack + Co. ‘ Somerville Museum



Education
Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering
Rochester Institute of Technalogy (RIT)

Registrations

QSHA-30 Certification, Occupational
Safety and Health Administration, U.S.
Department of Labor

Certified Engineer in Training (E.IT)

Work History

2016 - Present - Stack + Co.
Project Manager

2013 - 2016 - Stack+ Co.
Assistant Project Manager

2010- 2013 - The Pike Company, Ithaca, NY
Project Engineer

Resume | 19

Casey Wilcox
Construction Project Manager

Casey is an integral member of the team at Stack +

Co. and has served as Assistant Project Manager or
Project Manager on many of the firm's projects. He

has a meticulous attention to detail and excels at

the management of highly complex and demanding
construction prejects. In 2016 Casey was promoted

to Project Manager in recognition of his significant
professional growth and outstanding contribution to the
firm success. Prior to joining Stack, Casey served as a
Project Engineer for a firm in upstate New York where he
worked on the $65,000,000 Cornell University Stocking
Hall Food-Science Laboratory and Production Dairy
Facility.

Relevant Experience

+  Norfolk House, Dedham, MA

+  Saint Norbert School Lofts, Jamaica Plain, MA

+ Laconialofts, Boston, MA

« |ICA Watershed, East Boston, MA

« ICA Exhibition Buildout, £ast Boston, MA

«  BKBX, Allston, MA

« Downeast Cider Preconstruction, East Boston, MA
«  Mountain Warehouse, Boston, MA

»  Cambridge Spirits, Cambridge, MA

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum



Registrations and Certifications

Massachusetts Construction Supervisor
(CLS), Massachusetts Board of Building
Regulations and Standards

QSHA-30 Certification, Occupational
Safety and Health Administration, U.S.
Department of Labor

Work History

2014 - Present - Stack + Co.
Project Superintendent

2004 - 2014 - Onyx Construction
Owner

Resume | X

Mike Ramos
Senior Superintendent

Mike joined Stack + Co. in 2014 after operating his own
construction firm for more than 10 years. His wealth

of knowledge along with his calm and approachable
predisposition has proven to be a tremendous asset

to his clients. His reputation as a highly motivated,
customer driven, and quality focused Superintendent
has led Stack clients to request his involvement in their
projects.

His experience includes the 15,000 square foot ICA
Watershed which required full reconstruction of the
condemned building, was executed on an accelerated
fast track schedule and completed in 28-weeks.

Relevant Experience

« ICAWatershed, East Boston, MA

« Pammy's, Cambridge, MA

»  Bon Me Fresh Pond, Cambridge, MA
« Bon Me Test Kitchen, Cambridge, MA
«  Bon Me Chestnut Hill, Newton, MA

« Bon Me Congress Street, Bostan, MA
. Downeast Cider, East Boston, MA

« 17 Caroline, Wellesley, MA

Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum
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Norfolk House

Mr. Peter Smith

Developer

Peter Smith Associates

Telephone: 617-512-6489

Email: psmith@petersmithassociates.biz

Powisset Farm

Farandnear Pavilion

Mr. James Younger

Former Executive Director, The Trustees of Reservations
Principal

James M. Younger, AlA

Telephone: 978-397-4860

Email: jmy@jamesyoungeraia.com

ICA Watershed

Ms. Jill Medvedow

Ellen Matilda Poss Director
Institute of Contemporary Art (ICA)
Telephone: 617-478-3100

Email: jmedvedow@icaboston.org

References | 21 Stack + Co. | Somerville Museum



Somerville Museum
Hamilton Construction Management Corporation
Budget Schedule of Values
May 10, 2019

302,168
01-020 General Requirements - Allowances 58,715

Sub Total 961,882

02-080 Demolition 45,000
02050 General Labor 51,114
02-100 Site Preparation - Mabilization 8,722
02-200  Earth Work 52,000
02-200 Underpinning f Trenching ’ 44,046
02-200 Soil Export Premium (Excluded per bid instructions) 0
02-282 Rodent Control 825
02-900 Landscaping 5,000

Subtotal : 204.706

03-300 Castin place Concrete 92,168

Subtotal 92,168

04200 Masonry 290,707

Subtotal 290,707

05120 Structural Steel / Misc. Metals / Decorative Metals 34,474
05-800 Temporary Shoring 23,160
Subtotal 57,623

06-100 Rough Carpentry / Framing / Materials / Exterior Architectural Millwork 103,188
06-402 Finish Carpentry Labor / Installations / Running Trim 483,883
Subtatal 152,071

Page 1



07-110
07-160
07-163
07-270
07-530
07-901

Sheet Membrane / AVB 10,665

Damproofing / Waterproofing 10,360
Drainage Board 2,200
Fire Stopping 3,742
Roofing 19,800
Joint Sealants 3,050
Subtotal 49,817

03-211
08-810
08-710
08-720

08-300

0g-678
09-800

Doars / Frames 17,302
Wood Windows 8,052
Doar Hardware 8,375
Pwr. Door Operatars 4,045
Subtotal 36,764

Tile 143,500
Resilient Flooring 3,600
Painting 11,480
Subtotal 122,552

10-100
10-425
10-522
10-800

12-372

Exterior Display Boards : 2,000
Signs 7,969
Fire Extinguisher Cabinets 1,000
Toilet & Bath Accessories 2,205
Subtatal 13,174

Kitchen Cahinetry 6,098
Display Cabinet 3,000
Subtotal 9,008

Page 2



Not Used R 0

Subtotal 0

LULA ' 99,558

Subtotal 99,558

Fire Protection 0
Plumbing 33,895
HVAC 43,825
Subtotal 77,720

Electrical 55,950

Subtotal 55,950

Subtotal , 1,261,907
Fee (6.0%) 100,953
Project Requirements 361,882
Sub Total $1,724,742
GContingency $50,000
Total $1,774,742

Page 3



CITY OF SOMERVILLE, MASSACHUSETTS
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

]OSEPH A CUR‘I‘ATDNB
MAYOR

COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE FY20 FUNDING RECOMMENDATION FOR
EMERGENCY FUNDING REQUEST FOR POWDERHOUSE SCHOOL PARK, MARKA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Marka is creating a new public park on the site of the former Powderhouse Schoal.

ELiIGIBILITY

Recreational Land: Marka is rehabilitating land that was formerly part of the Powerhouse Schoolyard
and creating a new public park.

RECOMMENDED FUNDING

On May 22, 2019 by a vote of [x-y] the Community Preservation Committea recommended
appropriating [$122,000] for this project from the [open space/recreational land reserve budget and/or
budgeted reserve] to the control of Marka for the overall purposes summarized in this document.

OR

On [May 22, 2019] by a vote of [x-y] the Community Preservation Committee recommended not funding
this project from the Community Preservation Fund.

Project Budget
Recommended funding amount:

FHNd s n R B s YT
Study $0
Soft costs S0
Construction $876,700

Total | $876,700

CPA open space/recreatlonal Iand funds- requested 512,000
Marka $754,700
Total | $876,700




ALIGNMENT WITH FY20 COMMUNITY PRESERVATION PLAN

The Comf’nunity Preservation Plan prioritizes improving existing open space according to need.

FUNDING CONDITIONS
1. TBD

MEASURES OF SUCCESS
The goal of this project is to provide a new public park on the site of the former Powderhouse
Schoolyard.

Success will be measured through timely completion of the park project.

The full proposal is available at: hitps.//www.somervillema.gov/ctpe
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CITY OF SOMERVILLE, MASSACHUSETTS
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE

JoserH A, CURTATONE
MAYOR

CoMmMUNITY PRESERVATION COMMITTEE FY19 FUNDING RECOMMENDATION FOR
ARTFARM, CITY OF SOMERVILLE PARKS AND OPEN SPACE Division

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ArtFarm will convert & 2.1 acre site, which was formerly a waste transfer facility, into open space with a
focus on recreation and urban agriculture. In additicn to the open space compeonent, an ArtBarn will be
built that will provide rehearsal and performance space. CPA funds will pay for the landscape for phase 1
of the project. No CPA funds are being requested for the ArtBarn

ELIGIBILITY

Recreotional Lond: ArtFarm will provide a new opportunity for active and passive recreation as well as
urban agriculture.

RECOMMENDED FUNDING

On December 11, 2018 by a vote of 6-0 the Community Preservation Committea recommended
appropriating $1,000,000 for this project: $367,899 to come from the open space/recreational land
reserve budget, $174,776 from the budgeted reserve, $457,325 to be bonded. Funds will be given to the
control of the City of Somerville for the overall purpases summarized in this document.

Project Budget
Sy - %0
Soft costs 50
Construction 51,666,000

Total | 51,666,000

CPA open éﬁaté/recreatmnal land funds- requested ' Si-,O('J'0,000
PARC grant (future application) $400,000
Community Development Black Grant funds $266,000

Total | $1,666,000




ALGNMENT WITH FY19 COoMMUNITY PRESERVATION PLAN

ArtFarm will brovide 2.1 acres of new open space for the City of Somerville as well as additiona!
community gardening opportunities,

FunDING CONDITIONS

1, CPA funds will be used only for CPA eligible expenses.
2. The City of Somerville will install a permanent sign noting CPA funding at the completion of the
project and a temparary sign during construction.

MEASURES OF SUCCESS
The goal of the project is to create an active, year-round open space for use by the community, artists,
urban growers, and the larger public. :

The success of the project will be measured through:-
s Increase in total open space acreage in Somerville
e Retaihing outside finangial support
¢ Number of new community garden plots
¢ Number of community growers involved in ArtFarm
s Number of mentor farmers and youth enrolled in World Crops initiative
e Number of events, performances, and festivals held
e Number of attendees at events

The full proposal is available at: https://www.somervillema. gov/departments/community-
preservation-oct/2019-cpa-profects
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West Somerville Dog

 Introduction _ _ _
This report was funded by Somerville’s Community Preservation Committee {CPC) to assess the feasibility
of developing a dog park in West Somerville, For the purposes of this study, West Somerville is defined as
the neighborhoods west of Central Street. This study is the result of the CPC's new feasibility study
program, This program allows the CPC to study projects proposed by individual residents directly to CPC
for consideration. -

Park F@sasﬁbéééw Study

~ Instead of recommending an individual parcel for a potential dog park, this study identifies éigh_t parcels
for further consideration and provides background on dog park design and policies to aid in the future
developrment of new dog parks In Somerville. '

Though West Somervilie is densely-developed and recreational opportunities are limited, the initial
analysis finds that it would be feasibie to develop at least one dog park in West Somerville. Current trends
" indog ownership and urban recreation indicate that dog parks are still increasing in popularity and
demand. As the number of urban dogs continues to increase, Somerville will likely continue to.have
residents and community groups clamoring for additional dog parks.

As a densely-developed community, open spaces are at a high premium. This report provides a
preliminary review of parcels in"West Somer\}ill_e and should provide a starting peint for future
conversations. Beyond the discussion of a potential dog park in West Somerville, the City and others
should engage residents in an ongoing, city-wide discussion about the various needs for open spaces
‘within the City. '

Background | | |

Dog parks are the fastest-growing type of urban open space in the United States™.In the decade between
2007 and 2017, dog ownership increased by nearly 30% amang American households; young
proféssio_n‘ais are particularly likely to have a dag? Over the same decade, the number of dog parks in the
United States grew by 90%". Neai’ly half of dog owners live in the United States’ twenty-five largest metro
areas. The growth in-dog ownership is being driven by high-income households, unmarried individuals,
and childless families*, The country’s two largest generations, Millennials and Baby Boomers, have
especially high rates of dog ownership; these two generations are also the most likely to choose to live in
walkable, mixed-use, Urban centers. Anincrease in minority-household dog ownership Is also contributing

! https_:/fwww.cityIab.com/iif_efzo17f04/how—to~design»the~best—dog—park/"5228?0/

: https:[/www‘cityiab.comfenvironmen'{f?.m7f08f‘the-politics~of—the—dog—park/536463,1

3 hetps:/fww.citylab.com/] ife/2017/04/how-to-design-the-best-dog-park/5228707 :
"‘-https:ﬁg1obenewswire.com;’news-reIeasex’2{}1?/0?[17,f104'74_3Wi}fen;'United—States—PehPopuiationand— :
,Dwner‘ship-Trends‘Repqrt—z(Jl7-Focus-on—[)ogs'-(£am~a nd-Othet-Pets.htmd :
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to the growth in househalds with dogs®. All of these trends point to a surge in the number of dogs
residing in Somerville, o '

As dog ownership rates continue to increase and dog owners, especially urban dog owners, desire
additional recreational opportunities for their dogs, the need for dog parks throughout the United States
and especially in urban areas will only continue to grow. It will be increasingly important for all levels of
government to proactively consider the needs of dogs and dog owners in their recreation planning -
efforts. : ' : '

As of August 2018, there \}vere 4,461 dogs licensed in Somerville. However, there are likely significantly
more dogs living in Somerville since many dog owners do net license their dogs. Using cbnventiona_i
estimates, developed by the American Veterinary Medicine Foundation (AVMF), itis possible there may

- be as many as 18,500 or 19,000 dogs that live in Somerviile®. This formula is not specific to urban areas,

but the estimate it generates is consistent with the general consensus that there is roughly one dog per

every faur people in the United States’, '

Though there is not a general cohsensus on calculating the number of dogs in urban areas, a very rough
estimate can be extrapolated from estimates provided for individual cities. In 2016, San Francisca’s
Department of Animal Care and Contiol {SFACC) estimated that there are 120,000 to 150,000 dogs living
in the city; though the number of dog licenses in 2016 was not c'jisclosed, the SFACC notes that they
issued far fewer than 120,000 dog licenses. in 2016, San Francisco’s population was 876,103 people;'
taking the low estimate of 120,000 dogs, it would mean that épproximately 13.6% of San Francisco
residents had a dog. In 2012, the New York City Economic Development Corporation (NYCEDC) estimates
that there were 600,000 dogs in New York City, approximataly one dog per every three Households?,
Using these numbers, Somerville likely has approximately 11,000 dogs. Applying San Francisco’s 13,6 rate,
Somerville's 81,360 residents would have 11,065 dogs; and applying New York City’s one in three
households having a dog,'Scmeryille’s'33,453 hauseholds would have 10,818 dogs.

West Somerville is a densely-developed, primarily residential area, For the purposes of this study, Central
Street was used as the demarcation between East and West Somerville. This area is much larger than
what most people consider to be West Somerville; when talking about “West Somerville” most people are
focused on the areas of Davis Square, Teele Square, Tufts University, and Powder House Square.

5 hitps://globenewswire.com/news-release/2017/07/ 17/1047437/0/en/United -States-Pet-Population-and-
Dwnership—'_Trends—Report_~2017-Focus—onéDags—Cats-ancl-Othe’r- Pets. html _

® This is based on a formula developed by the American VYeterinary Medicine Foundation {AYMF). This formulais
based on nation-wide statistics for dog ownership based on the number of househo!ds and residents of a given
community. Based on their research, the number of dog-owning househoids is estimated by multiglying the totai
Aumber of households by 0.365. Based on the 2010 US Census, the City of Samerville had 32,105 households, so the
AVMF estimation is that approximately 11,720 households in Somerville have at least one dog. The 2017 US Pet
Ownership and Demographics Sourcebook finds that the average number of dogs in a dog-owning household is 1.6,
s0 there could be as many as 18,750 dogs living in Somerville - S
{https:{;’www.avma.orgy‘KB}Resources/Statistics/Pages/Market-research—sta-tis'tics~US¢pet~ownership.aspx],
"hitps://sta te.com{technoIogyf2014/1Dfsmart~cities—wiI%—change—life-for-~urhan-dogs.html '

* hitpsi/fwww.nycede com/blog-entry/new-york-city-s-pet-poputation
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The City of Somerville has developed several off-leash dog parks within the City, but these parks are

" primarily logated outside of the West somerville neighborhoads. The ten-minute walksheds for
somerville’s existing dog parks are shown in the map below. Residents of West Somerville find that they
* have to travel outside of thelr neighborhood or to another city all tcgéther to access off-leash recreation

for their dogs.

. CITYOF
BOMERVILLE, A

10-AINUTE WALKSHEDS!
EROM DOG PARKS

Dxahg; Jaowarg . 1D

Case Studies | | |
" In determining whether or not the creation of a public dog park would be feasible in West Somervilleand -

~ to help build public understanding and awareness of urban dog parks, a number of dog parks in urban
areas were reviewed. The following is a summary of thig research. o
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Defilippo Park {Boston, MA) — 2,500 square feet?

The dog park In DeFilippo Park, located in the North End, first opened on a trial basis in 2015. The final
design was developed by a partnership of the City's Department of Parks and Recreation, Public Works,
and advocacy organization, RUFF (Responsible Urbanites For Fida} North End. The park opened officially
in late 2017. Itis part of a (arger recreational complex. The City’s Department of Parks and Recreation '
manages the park with help from RUFF North End..

Though small, at only 2,500 square feet, the dog park in DeFilippo Park includes a separate space for

small dogs, has agiiity equipment for the dogs to play on, and water features to make the park interesting

and help keep the space cool during the summer. The permanent design was developed during a

- successful trial run to test whether a dog park in the area would be used and identify challenges. The trial
period also allowed park advocates and the City to identify amenities and address neighborhood
concerns. The initial, temporary design did not include water features or irrigation. Automatic irFigation
and a hydrant-shaped water feature were added when the final park design was constructed. There are

- als0 water fountains for people and dogs. This park is well-used and well-liked by dogs and dog-owners
alike. The original, trial opening, allowed the Clty and partners to identify whether or not the park would
be used and to work with the community to develop a park that would best suit thelr needs.

I addition to the agility equipment and water features, the parkincludes benches_and shade trees. Dog
waste bags are also provided. The surface material is 2 mix of hardscaping and artificial turf. The dog park
Is surrounded by six-foot fencing with gates that automatically lock when the park closes for the night.

? https:,f’{northendwaterfmnt.com!2017f12mnrth—end--dog—oark—opens-deﬁiinbo—gassv—par’k-ﬂjghtsmhotus{
hiip://thestantonfoundation.org/canine/dog-parks/auide/parks/defilippo-park -boston :

. 4
West Somerville Dog Park Feasibifily Study . : Civic Space Colloborative



Similar to most other parks in Boston, the DeFilippe Dog Park is open during the day and closed at night.
Construction costs were estimated at $200,000, with 0% funded by a grant from the Stanton

Foundation. The City of Bosten paid for the remaining 10% of construction. Since the City’s Department
of Parks and Recreation is responsible for maintenance, the city is funding ongoing maintenance needs.

. Ronan Park{Boston MA) — 3183 §qg_§ure‘f§ep1_°_ ..

» Ronan Park, in Dorchester, is a 3,183 square foot dog park within a larger park that includes basketball
courts, a baseball diamond, children’s playground and splashpad, and walking paths in addition to the dog
park. [t was opened in 2010 and is managed by the Boston Department of Parks and Recreation with -
support from the Friends of Ronan Park organization.

‘The park does not.include a separate space for small dogs but does have some rock/boulder features for
dogs to climb and play on and has a dogs-only water fountain. There are benches for oeople to use, but -
reviewetrs note that these henches are not shaded. The area does not include irrigation, because the
park’s surface is pea stone. The subsurface is crushed stone to heip with infiltration. There is a cement
walkway in the dog park. The park has trash ba rrels and ample dog waste bags for people to pick up after '
their dogs. There are not trees o other landscaping within the dog park, but a number of trees are
planted just outside the park’s fencing. There is a storage facility for maintenance equ|pm ent. The park is
fully-fenced with a five-foot fence. Ronan Park Dog Park was constructed with a grant from the Stanton
Foundation. Construction costs were 5207,500.

16 http:/fth estant'onfoundation.or;ﬁ/cagine/dogparks/guid e/parks/ronan-park-boston

5 _ :
West Somerville Dog Park Feasibifity Study. Civic Space Collaborutive



Medford Dog Park,(Médford, MA) — 12,000 square feet !

The City of Medford worked with The Stanton Fou ndatlon to construct its first dog park in 2017. This dog
parkis part of a larger park and is almost entirely a pea stone surface that decreases maintenance
requirements. There is a separate space for small dogs and several benches for peaple to use while their
dogs play. There is a dogs-only water fountain and storage shed for maintenance and other equipment.,

Similar to many other dog parks this park was the result of a local advocacy effort. The group Paws 4
Medford was farmed more than four years before the park officially opened. During their effort to
construct a dog park in the cﬂ:y, there were several public meetings as well as a general call for public
comment on the proposed park location. Some Medford residents had been advocating for a dog park in
the city since 2010. Paws 4 Medford worked with the city to apply for the Stanton Fou ndation Grant,
which provided the lion”s share of design and construction funding. The $250,000 grant was augmented
by municipal funds that came from several fundraisars supported by Paws 4 Medford. Construcmon costs
totaled £279,300,

u hitp://thestantonfoundation.org/canine/dog-parks/guide/parks/medford-dog-park
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Thorndike Field {Arlington, MA) - 17 50 square feet™

Thorndike Field is one of the largest and miost popular dog parks included.in these case studies; even
"though it is likely much larger than would be possible in West Somerville, it has been Included since itis
such a popular place for peaple {including many Somerville residents} to-take their dogs. Thorndike Dog
Park is part of a larger park that iricludes three multi-purpose athletic fields, There is a parking lotand it’s
easily accessible from the Alewife Linear Park that connects to Somerville's Community Path and .
Minuteman Bikeway. Anecdotal evidence indicates that many Somerville residents use Thorndike field to”
run their dogs since it is larger, better-maintained than other dog parks in the area, and easily-accessible.

"The fully-fenced dog park includes agility structures and stones/boulders for the dogs to play on. There
are benches, lighting, and trash receptacles, The surface Is rice stone and there is a ép’rln Kler irrigation
system. There is a dogs-only water fountain and hose connection. Much of the area is sunny, but there
are a.num ber of large trees in the fenced area.

The fences are five feet tall and, ke all the dog parks profiled in this study, there is a dual-gate "air lock”
secure entry. This park was funded with support frem the Stanton Foundation. Construction costs were
$199,400. Arlington’s Department of Parks and Recreation is respon5|b|efor maintenance and are

~ supported by the Friends of Tharndike Park

2 ht'tp://théstan‘{onfouridation.org/canine/dog-parks;’guide/par’ks/thomdike—ﬁe!d—arlington
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Maxwell’s Green (Somerville, MA) ~ 4,792 square feet

Windsor at Maxwell’s Green is a luxury apartment community that is pet-friendly and includes a fully-
fenced dog park. The surface is artificial turf and there is landscaping just outside the fenced-area. A trash
barrel is provided for dog waste removal. The management company for Windsor is responsible for all
maintenance. Technically, this dog park is open to the public but is situated cri the parcel such that it feels
like a privately-owned amenity as opposed to a public dog park. '
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Nunziato Field Dog Park {Somerville, MA) —9 392 square feet !

........

This dog park is owned and maintained by the City of Somerville and part of a larger recreational facility
that includes a multi-use recreational field and community garden. The surface is crushed gravel and
stone dust, so dogs get very dusty when thay play byt the surface is durable and iow-maintenance. The
park has trees within the dog park and along its edges so there is some shade for dogs and people though
‘the middle is unshaded. There is a picnic bench for people to sit on; but it is a “no-frills” dog park that s
just a place for dogs to run off leash. Pesple and dogs appreciate the space to run, but it is definitely not a
destination dog park and many people prefer other area parks over Nunziato dog park.

The City is in the process of renovating and updat_ing Nunziato Dog Park. The new design includes an
activity center including agility equipment and stone structures for dogs to play on as well as a shade
structure and benches for their human companions. Additional trees will also be added to provide more
shade

_ Nunziato is located within a residential neighberhood, which hascaused same friction but makes it easy
for focal dog owners so they do not have to travel far with their dogs. The community has stocked the dog.
park with shared toys and bowls. There is a dog wastf_- barrel with bags to encourage people to clean.up
after thelr dogs. The community generally does a good job of cleaning up after their dogs.

B https LW, yelp. comfbaz/nunmatc»fefd -dog-park- someryille- 2,
hitps:/fwwiw somervillerna. 20w’5|tesjdefal_|lt[f|Iﬁs/Nunzlato}‘&zOMeetlnp%zm%zopresenatmn%ZOZOi/AprZS ndf
https://hugaswalk. word press. mmﬂag!nunzlato field/
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GIS Analysis + Developing Preliminary Parcel List

‘A simple GIS analysis was completed to identify whether or not there were parcels in West Somerville
that could support an off-leash dog park. Based on the guidance provided in the RFP and meetings with |
Somerville’s Community Preservation Act Manager and community member spansoring the West -
Somerville Dog Park proposal, a number of criteria were. identified to guide the GIS analysis.

The criteria used were: .
» Located west of Central Street
s At least 4,700 square feet
s Adjacentto non-residential uses
e  Not currently in recreational use _
+ Not located in-a Local Historic District. -

The initial GIS analysis ideritified approximately 15 parcels that necessitated further consideration. Some
of the areas identified did not meet all five criteria but warranted discussion given their current land uses
and the density of development within West Somerville. This initial list of parcels was discussed with the
City's Community Preservation Act Manager and citizen-proponent to develop a refined list of parcels
that could potentially su pport a dog park. The final parcels identified for further consideration are
presented in the following table and map. Prior to the public meeting, these locations were discussed in
detail with the City's Community Preservation Act Manager and the citizen-proponent and were then
reviewed at the public meeting and included in the online survey distributed following the public
meeting. '

Patential West Somerville Dog Park Locations

i)
5-A-1A  Alewife Brook Alewife Brook = DCR _ 217,080 . 51,418,400
Reservation North  Parkway : _ .
1-A-1 Dilboy South 0 Boston Ave Commonwealth 43,800 ' $11,117,900
' of :
: . Massachusetts
No MBL _ Community Path : MBTA 80,355
: {Davis Squate (o '
Willow Ave) .
No MBL Community Path MBTA T 114,390
(Willow Ave to : ' g
Cedar Street} -
24-D-2 Verizon Site 110 Willow Ave  Boston Edison 43,525 32,096,400
' ' . o * Company 5
43-A-18 Bailey Park Belmont Street  Clty of 16,830 §703,900
. o _ - - Somerville . : S
jgr-1 Fire Stationat G651 Somerville  Cityof _ 18,395 $2,196,700
' Lowell Street and ~ Ave somerville '
Somerville Ave T _ _
38-C-1 Dickermian " OCraigie Street  Cltyof . - 17,490 . $574,700
Playground - Somervlile .
10
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52t Alewife Brook Reservation North

bA8Fe
Feasibility Study

Dilboy South |
Community Path - Possible Locations

_ (DavisSqto WillowAv)

S

- " Communlty Path

(Willow St to Cedar Av)

Bailey Park

Dickerman Playground

e Fire Station at Lowell+ Somerville

Alewife Brook Reservation North (Mystic Valley Parkway and Boston Avenue)

The Alewife Breok Reservation North is a linear park with a multi-use path and green space. It is adjacent
‘to the Mystic River, The site can be assessed from the intersection of Boston Ave and Route 16 where
there is a traffic signal and crosswalk. This lecation is in the northernmost area of Somerville. Meeting
participants and survey respondents felt that this site was too remote, though most respondents said
they thought the site was suitable for a dog park. Cther concerns about this site include-challenges
associated with DCR’s ownership, the impact of dog waste on water quality, and the safety of pedestrian
and vehicular access to the park. On the other hand, the area is secluded from the playground and is a
refatively large space that could support a dog park much larger than parcels that are more centrally-
located. Discussion with DCR about the addition of a dog park would be needed.

| | - 11
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Dilhoy South (Mystic Valley Parkway and Broadway)

Dilbay South is a State-owned park that also has multi-use path and green space. This location is adjacent
to Alewife Brook, Similar to the Alewife Brook Reservation site, this location is on the outskirts of
Sometville and may be difficult for residents to access since Rt 16 could be a barrier for pecple walking
their dog to the site. The site is very large, secluded, and separate but would require coordination with
the State since it is not locally-owned. Survey respondents were slightly more supportive of this location
than the Alewife Brook Reservation site, but many public meeting participants and survey raespondents
indicated that it was further away than they would like.

Community Path {Davis Square to Wiliow Street) _ _

" The Somerville Community Path is a linear park that starts in Davis Square and ends at Lowell Street; it is
proposed to be extended as part of th"e MBTA’s ongoing Green Line Extension project. The westernmost
section, from Davis Square to Willow Street, has a vegetated strip on either side of the path, a community
garden, and art installation. The Community Path locations were very well received by public meeting
participants and survey respondents. Though many people were supportive of considering a dog park
along the Community Path, there were concerns about overuse and crowding along the Path, The Iinear
nature of the Community Path presents some challenges in creating a fenced-in area large enough for

- dogs 1o play, but a linear dog park would be feasible. While community members were concerned about
overcrowding, public meeting participants mentioned that there are already a lot of dogs on the
Community Path and it is readily accessible for many West Somerville residents.

Community Path (Willow Street to Cedar Streeat} .

The Willow to Cedar section of the Community Path has a wider vegetated buffer than the previous
section and is well-shaded. As mentioned above, members of the public were intrigued by the thought of
including off-leash recreation along the-Community Path. Though both sections were well-received,
survey respondents indicated that the green space adjacent to the Path was wider in this stretch so they
felt that this location was more suitable than the stretch of the Community Path betwaen Davis Square

: 12
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and Willow Street. A concern about this location Is the fact that there is already overcrowding on the
Community Path. Similar to the previous section, public meeting participants indicated that Some
concerns about this location include the fact that there Is already crowding on the Community Path.
Similar to the first segment, there are already a lot of_ dogs using this section of the path.

Verizon Site {110 Waliow Avenue) _

The Verizon site is currently fenced off from public access, and has a bqulng on site, vehicle
: access/parkmg lot, and some vegetation, This location was the community’s first choice. Public meeting
participants were excited about the idea and identified this site as a_Iong—sténding neighborhood eyesore.
Attendees and survey respondents alike said that the location was very convenient for West Somerville
residents and liked that the site was adjacent to, but not immediately on, the Community Path, where
many people walk their dogs. This underutilized parcel could be im proved by a dog park, but the City and
athers would need to decide if converting the space to a dog park would be the highest arid best use of
the site, This parc"ei' is owned by a utility comgany, which could make repurposing or adding an additional
use challenging. There may be bpportuhities to provide multiple public benefits on this parcel. There are
residential neighbors across the street on two sides of the site, so the a dog park at this location would
not he |‘ullyr removed from a residential naghborhood

: 13 .
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Balley Park (Belmaﬂt Street and Lowell Street near Summer Street)

Bailey Park is a passive park with a couple of paths, benches, and a lawn. This park, though not designated
as a dog park, is popular with dog walkers and dog owners. It is relatively flat and open. Additionally, the
site is owned by the City of Somerville so there wouid not be acquisition costs. However, there are some
residential neighbors and the community indicated that the site’s location was not particularly convenient
far'they consider to be West Somerville residents. Even though this location was not among the
community’s top choices, a majority of survey respondents indicated that the site was feasible for a dc:g
park. '

Fire Station {Somerville Avenue and Lowell Street}

The Somerville Avenue Fire Station has lawn afong Lowell Street and wooded area to behind the station.
Both of the green spaces are sloped. Similar to Dickerman Playground and Bailey Park, puklic meeting -
participants and survey respondents felt that this site was suitable for a dog park but it was not amaong
their top choices. This Jocation would be easily accessiblé from the surrcunding neighborhood, but survey
respanses indicated that the community does not consider it to be in West Somerville so a park in this
location may not provide the access West Somerville residents desire. The portion of the lot that could .
support a dog park would likely require significant site work, since there is a relatively steep siope. The
City' already owns the site, so it would not require acquisition costs. However, the parcel is controlled by
the Fire Department so converting the back area to a recreational use would likely require
interdepartmental coordination and use agreements,

Dickerman Playground {Craigie Street and Kimball Street)

Dickman Playground is split into twa spaces at different heights with a wall between the two distinct -
sections. There is an existing children’s playground on the lower half and there is a small, flat, grassy area
that could be used for off-leash recreation on the upper section. Since ddg parks are fenced off there are

. ' 14
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ways to help keep-the park activities separate and the park is on two levels, so there are design solutions
that could work for the site. As mentioned previously, this location was not among the community’s top
choices since it is located further from the neighborhoods people consider to be West Somerville than
desired. Itis City-owned and is already in park use, so there would not be acquisition costs or _
interdepartmental coordination. There are many dog owners and dog walkers In the neighbarhood, but
there are residential neighbors located across the street on Craigie, Kimball, and tbbetson Streets.,

Community Survey .
To supplement input recelved at the public meeting, an online community survey was conducted to ask
residents whether they thought a dog park could be located on the sites that were identified bythe GIS
analysis. The survey also asked residents whether or not they felt there was a need fora dog park in West
Somerville and provided the option for respondents to say that they did not feel that any of the identified
sites would be suitable for a dog park. The following is a summary of the results from this survey.
Appendix A includes the prasentation given at the public meeting and a copy of each survey received at -
the public meeting. Appendix B includes all the guestions and responses to the onling survey.

The online survey received a total of 183 responses. An additional 13 hard copy surveys were collected at
the Community Preservation Committee meeting that was open to the public, approximately 25 people
participated in this meeting. : : '

- 15 .
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survey Responses

" Question 1: Do you think a dog parkis needed in the area?

More than 80% of respondents (153 u nigue responses) to the oriline survey said that th ey thought a dog

. park was needed In West Somerville; twenty-one respondents {11%) thought a dog park was not needed.
' Nearly 70% of non-dog owners indicated that a dog park was necessary in West SOI"I‘IEI’VI“E

Do you think a dog park is needed in West |
Samerville? (Percent of Responses)

100, -~
20
80 -

40

20

" Yes {%) '

& Has adog M Does not have a dog

Do you'think adog parkis needed in
: West Somerville?

Has a dog Doas not have a
tog

MYes MNo ] i

Question 2: Please briefly tell us why you feel a dog park is or isn't needed in West Somerville

Summary of No Responses {17 responses) :

s “West Samerville is home to the Iargest open parcel of Iand in the entire city. The Dilboy
Field/Alewife Brook Path are already more than suitable as areas where dog owners can take
their pets. Both the Dilboy tennis courts and the foothall figld parking lots are routinely empty
and completely underutilized. Itis my observation as a resident of the immediate vicinity that the
green space in the area is alse completely underutilized, along with the pathways and other
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“surrounding infrastructure. It would be a complete waste of money and rescurces to take away a

section of this park land and designate it as exclusive use for dog owners.”

“There are plenty of areas for dogs and dog pafks are smelly and ruin the grass.”

“Not enough open space available for a decent size park, unless you use part of Dilboy Field.
Tufts Unlversny is not amenable to sharing any of their green space.”

“| have a dog, but all the other dog parks in Somerville seem to have been taken over by dog
walkers who et many dogs run at one time. And they are very smelly. | might be more amenable
to the idea of people could bring in one only one or two dogs at a time.”

“Wé need more general open space that is not dedicated to one use. If it was in an underutilized
space in the far western edge of town, that is fine, but closer to pedestnan areas, we need more

‘general open space and less conflicts between bikes and dog leashes.”

“There's plenty of existing walking areas and paths. for WS residents to walk théir dogs Cordoning
off a portion of the already-scarce public greenspace in the City for a fenced In dog are is a waste -

~ of space that would put the residents of the Clarendon Hill area at yet ancther disadvantage for

green space.”

Summ ary of Yes Responses (133- responses)

&

- fence {and now no trees) it is not usefu

- “Closest dog park is a 40-minute walk or 15-minute.drive away It would give the dogs a place to

socialize, and if equipped with bags and barrels, would keep poop off the sidewalk!”

“West Somerville has so much pessible green space. Danehy and Thorndike are both in oth'ef .
towns and are gravel covered which is not a pleasant experience for everyone.”

"“We drive to Arllngton all the time to use theirs. We live ﬂght by the one off Alblon, but with no
I N

“A park on the path would be super comrement because we are already waiklng our dog but gives
us a convenient and safe place to stop and spend some additional time outdoors.”

“We currently have to drive to get to the nearest dog park, which | don't ITke because it's o waste
of gas and it doesn't support the buildi'ng of neighborly connections.”

"I have to drive all the way to Union Square for the nearest dog park for my dog. it would be nice

to be able to walk to a neighborhood dog park and meet and make friends with the people who

live around me.”

“ see lots of dogs on the Tufts field, even though | don't think they're allowed there. A dog park
would be a good and safe place for people to take their dogs.”

“| am not a dog owner, but have young children, and am frustrated with the conflicts that arise
when dog owners take their dogs into parks where they are not allowed. People routinely allow
their dogs in Hodgkins Curtin park where leave poop and jump on kids. 've seen people drive to .
Hodgkins Park and let their dogs out of the car and into the field, so it has somehow become a
destination so | think maybe they would drive to a nearby dog park if one was available. Another
problem is Triangle Field (though owned by Tufts, but where Somerville Youth Soccer pays to pay
and the City maintains a portapotty} where there are always dogs and dog poop left behind.”

“West Somerville is underserved by dog parks right now compared to East Somerville and Central

“Hill, making it harder to enjoy the health benefits of dog ownership if you live in the West

Somerville area.”
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Questions 3 to 10: Site Preferences o

As discussed in this report, this feasibility study used Central Street as the easternmost boundary of
“West Somerville.” However, most people do not consider this area West Somerville. This is likely why the
potential sites closer to Central Street were not viewed as favorably as the sites that are within the areas-
most people to consider to be "West Somerville” neighborhoods. Multiple survey respondents indicated
that these locations (Bailey Park, the Fire Station, and Dickerman Playground) were not desirable because
they are not truly in West Somerville, would still require a drive to the park, and were too close to the
existing Nunzmto Field Dog Park. :

f
P
i

Locations - All Rasponses

140

120

BYes {all responses) B No{al] responsas)

Respondents with Dogs and without Dogs
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Location Preferences of Respondents with Dogs

113 P wmv e s = e e e e e e i
B ' |
80
70
60 -
50

30- . R

20 il _ =

10 X |
- e

Alewife Dllboy South Communly Communit\; Verizon Sste Balley Park Flre Station chkerman
Brook Path (Bravis Path (Willow . Playground
Reservation to Willow)  to Cedar 5t) ' :

W Yes to Park {with dog}  # Noto Park {with dog}

The online survey asked respondents to |nd|cate whether or not they had a dog. The study team was

~ curious to see if preferences would vary between dog owners and non-dog owners. The Verizon Site was
the first choice for respondents whether or not they owned a dog; 92% of respondents said this site was
faasible. Non-dog owners were less supportive of adding a dog park to the Community Path; the
Community Path between Davis Square and Willow Ave was the only site that non-dog owners felt was
not suitable for a dog park. For each of the other Iocétions more of the non-dog owners said the sites
were smtable for a dog park than not. Dickerman Playground was |east preferred amongst dog- -owners
and people without dogs.

Alewife DlibovSouth Lommumy Community Verizon Site BalleyPark Fire Station “Dickerman

Brook Path (Davls Path {Willow _ Playground |

Reservation to'Willow) to Cedar 5t) ;
i

# Yos to Park (withoutdog) W No to Park {without dog)
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Responises by Zip Code ‘

Since an online survey can be accessed worldwide, the online survey asked respondents for their home
zip code to make sure that responses were caming from Somerville residents. Of the 172 respondents
“who provided their zip code, the vast majority lived in West Somerville:

# 116 respondents lived in 02144
# 21respondents livedin 02143
* 16 respondents lived in 02145

Locations Preferenr:es of \Respbndents
by West Somerville Zip Codes

Alewife Brook Dilboy South  Communiy  Community . Verlzen Sate Bailey Park  Fire Station Dickermén
" Reservation : Path (Davis to Path {Willow . . . . Playgrousd
B willow}  to Cedar 5t) ' -

®WO2143 WO2144 @ 02145

Preferred Features of Dog Parks :
The online survey asked respondents what they like or do not I|ke about the dog parks they currently visit.
Below is a summary of preferred features respondents identified:

2 Water sources
. @ Shadeand trees -
¢ Seating for both dog owners and non-dog owners to en Joy
+ Walkable
@ Parking nearby
¢ Dog waste bags and trash receptacles
s Fences—specifically double gate/dual entry
»  Obstacle course or climbing structure features
»  Large areas of open space for off leash running

Respondents were split on preferring grairel grass, ot dirt depending on the preferences of their dog.
Many responses note the difficulty of dirt as it turns to mud when it rains, while others noted that the
gravel holds the smell of urine more than grass or dirt. ’
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Many respondents appreciated the size of Nunziato Park but preferred the features of dther parks more.
Respondents indicated that some.of their favorite dog parks are:

« Denehy Park (Cambridge)
s Maedford Dog Park {Medford}

s Thorndike Field {Arlington)

»  Zero New Washington (Somerville)

e Corcoran (Raymond Park) {Cambridge)

' Recommendations

Cornmunity Response | _
- This project originated with a resident request to the CPC. The Dog Parks Map and outreach conducted as
part of this study confirmed that West Somerville is not currently served by a dog park. Survey

participants and CPC meeting attendees alike overwhelmingly felt that there was a need for a dog park in
West Somerville. More than 85% of the’ respdndents to the online survey said that th ey thought a dog

park was needed.

“Of the eight locations identified through the GIS analysis, community meeting participants and online
survey respondents said that seven were suitable for a dog park. The three most highly-rated locations.
were: the Verizon Site {111 Willow Avenue}, Dilboy South (Mystic Valley Parkway and Broadway}, and the
Community Path from Willow Street to Cedar Street). The Community Path from Davis Square to Willow
Street and Alewife Brook Reservation North (Mystic Valley Parkway and Boston Avenue) were also ranked

~ highly.— mare than 60% of respondents (both at the meeting and online survey) said that each of these

five locations were suitable for a dog park

Is This Location Suitable for a Dog Park?

100%
90%
30%
70%
60%
50%
0%
30%
0%
10%

0%

i Alewife Brook bilboy South Communly  Community  Verizon Slte Balley Park  Fire Station  Dickerman
! Resarvation " Path {Davis to Path [Wiliow _ - " Playground
Willow} to Cedar St)

#¥ed MNo
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“Site Analysis
In addition to the upcomlng community discussion about dog parks in Wast Somerville, the City and
‘others should engage residents in an ongoing discussion about the various meeds for open spaces within
the city. Somerville is very densely-developed and populated, putting open spaces at a high premium. In
multiple planning studies, the City has identified the need for additional and impraved public spaces
throughout the City but especially in West Soemerville. The demand for the limited space available is
innumerable and city planners must work with the community to idéntify opportunities to maximize
public spaces. Similar to the Maxwell's Green project, the City could enter into public-private partnerships
to provide additional public spaces for its residents, Privately-owned public spaces, or POPS, are
increasingly common in urban and suburban areas. Somerville can continue to pursue this tool to ensure
that community members, hurman and canine alike, have adequate access to public spaces.

Though the preliminary parcel list for further consideration was developed using a specific set of criteria,
the City may want to explore some of the parcels that were ruled out based on the criteria set for this
study. There_arelsome'parcels that did not meet the 4,700 square foot threshold that could potentially be
~ combinad to create a larger space o, as other cities have done, could support a smaller dog park. Many
_existing dog parks, including those that already exist in Somerville, would not meet these criteria but
function well as dog parks. ' ’ :

For the purposes of this study, a 4,700 square foot threshold was used to include parcels on the
preliminary list. In completing the case study research, it was found that there are well-liked dog parks
that are much smaller than 4,700 square fest. To maximize opportunities to provide a dog park, or parks,
in West Somervillg, the City will likely need to reconsider this size requirement. For many dog owners,
having a small dog park where their dog can run off-leash is often preferable to having nowhere for off-
leash play. However, smaller parks can require additional maintenance due to the impact dogs can have
on grass. Alternatively, the City couid decide to focus on prowdmg a smalier number of Iarger spaces for
off-leash recreation. :

~ The other two criteria that were used to develop the preliminary parcel list that the City may want to
reconsider is whether or not a new dog park could be co-located withm or adjacent to an existing
recreational area and the proximity of a new dog park ta residential areas. Much of West Somerville is
dense, residential neigh borhoods, making it difficult to find a parce! that is not adjacent to residential
uses. Beyond limiting the number of options, dog owners prefer dog parks in their neighborhood to
traveling longer distances to access space where their dogs can run. When dog parké are not convenient
to the neighborhoods in which dogs live, people are more likely to break city regulations and let dogs run
off-leash in areas where they should be leashed. This increases conflicts between dogs and people trying
to use the same space, cdntributing to opposition to the development of new dog parks. Providing easily-
accessible areas for off-leash recreation throughout the City can reduce the number of people walking -
dogs illegaily off-leash and decrease conflict between people with dogs and others.”

Additionally, many successful dog parks are co-located with other recreational émen_ities within existing
parks. Though this may nat be feasible in West Somerville, it is a factor the City could consider when
determining appropriate site(s} for new dog parks. The Stanton Foundation, a Massac_husetts—based
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, prwate foundation that supports “dog recreation spaces,” has found that neariy sixty percent of the parks
it supports are located within existing recreatlonal facilities ',

The City of Cambridge has been working with residents to identify areas of the City for off-leash dog
recreation. Not all of the-spaces in Cambridge where dogs are allowed off-leash are fully-fenced,
dedicated dog parks; instead the city has identified three types of off-leash areas {dedicated off-leash
areas, shared use off-leash areas, and shared use hours). Dedicated off-leash areas are fully-fenced and
intended to be used exc!uswely by dogs and their people. In shared use off-leash areas, dogs are allowed
to be off-leash but the spaces are not fully-fenced nor are they separate from other uses and activities.
Shared use hours allow dogs to be off-leash in certain places during designated hours only. To help
identify which areas would be used in which manner, the City of Cambridge reviewed public spaces using
certain criteria. To help people understand the various regulations, Cambridge has developed a brochure
that highlights the different'types of off-leash areas, lists the regulations for off-leash dogs, and prowdes
a map. This may be a good model for Somerwlle to explore.

B ht'tp:,f/thestan‘tonfoundatio‘n.a'rg{caninefdog—parks,’guide/saace/
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Design and Policy Recommendations o

Though many community members, especially dog owners, are supportwe of dog parks, there are often
nelghborhaod concerns and projects can face significant oppasition. Some of the opposition 1o dog parks
stems from the sound and smell that dog parks can create. When dog parks are properly designed,
constructed, and maintained these issues can be minimized and mitigated. Praper infiltration and
irrigation systems are key to combating the issue of smells. Regular malntenance and the community
taking respensibility to pick up after their dogs will also contribute to limiting the smell. Other concerns
include sound, increased traffic, and parking constraints. As with other.development projects, it is helpful
to include the community throughout the process- from the earliest stages through the design and
perml'tting process, and then engage in ongoing conversations once the park is operational.

Once a specn‘lc site is chosen, the proper surface material can be chosen based on the site's drainage, soll
" condition, and current conditions. The surface material used is very important and-range from engineered
wood fiber to gravel and artificial turf. Each surface material has pros and cons and should be chosen
' Speciﬂc to the site: Subsurface material and infrastructure are dictated by the type of surface material
chosen. Though not perfect, many cities have elected to use quarter -inch decomposed gramte in thelr
dog parks:

s« Soft . " e Requires significant
= " Dog-Friendly . maintenance (including out-
- Natura! Turf s : : of-service times for regrowth)

#.  Often not durable enough for
high-traffic areas

¢ Durable - = Requires regufar cleaning (can. X
' ¢ Proper maintenance be handled by built in '
Artificial Turf ~ significantly reduces smell irrigation and sanitation
' . . system)
_ L] Expenswe . _
. ' X
Gravel, Rock Dust, Durable s Canget stuck in dogs’ paws
. % Inexpensive = # Gets very dusty in drier
Pebbkie Stone,
. DPW already has on- hand weather _
Daconstructed o Can bedifficult to red
Granite, etc. n be difficult to reduce
. . smaells .
L # " Durable : ¢ Some dogs will eat X
Mulch or _ L '
Englneered Wood Inexpensive ¢~ Needs to be replaced
.= DPW already has on- hand regularly

In addition to the surface material, other important decisions are the amenities and features that will be
included in the dog park. These amenities are highly-dependent on the dog park budget. If nothing else, a
dedicated dog park needs signage, at least one trash receptacle, and sturdy fencing with a dual gate, or
“airlock,” entrance. This allows dogs to be leashed and unleashed in an area separate from other dogs
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who are off-leash and makes It nearly impossible for a dog to slip through the gates and out of the park.
Fancing should be at |east five (5) feet tall to prevent dogs from going over the fence. Not all dog parks’
bury fencing panels, but many parks trench the bottom of the fencing materral to keep dogs from digging
holes under the fence.

Shade is important for dogs and humans and can he_provided by trees or shade structures. Dogs should
have access to water, either from a dog water fountain or a hose. Many dog parks provide dog waste

bags to help encourage people to pick up aﬂer their dogs. Special trash receptacles can beused to reduee
the odor. :

Somewhere for people to sit and for the dogs to play should also be.included in park design — activities for
dogs include agility equipment, boulders and rocks for climbing, and spray features, Not every dog park

- must have all, or any, of these facilities but they help to make the park more interesting for dogs. It is best
practice to have a separate space for small dogs, pu ppies, or other dogs that may nead a calmer
envirenment but not all dog parks have separate areas.

Outside of the dog park, it is im portant to create a visual barrier that makes the park attractive from the
“street, Flower plantings, la ndscapél'buffers, attractive fencing, and artwork all contribute to making dog

parks more plateable to:the corhmqn[ty. Local friends’ groups or other community organizations can help

support activities not only within the park, but can help to maintain this visual buffer. '

Some dog parks have automatic locks that lock and unlock at hredetermined times to limit park use 1o its
hours of operation. These locks can also be programmed to remain locked at times when.the park is

" closed for maintenance or other activities. Automatic irrigation reduces maintenance costs, but is
expensive to install. If automatc locks and/or irrigation systems are in use, this should be noted on the

" signage. Maintenance schedules vary by community and park. Some parks close for a few hours each
week while others close for weeks or months ance a year. The maintenance requirement wilf vary based
on the size and materials chosen.

Sighage is another necessity. The rules should be clearly posted at every entrance. it helps if these signs
also include information about park maintenance or volunteering. The commeon types of rules and
regulations that should be created for a dog park are discussed later in the section.

Another common neighbor concern is that of noise, though this concern is relative to the neighborhood’s

current level and type of noise pollution. The two best ways to combat noise concerns are increased

landseaping and usa fimitations. Landscape buffers can help keep the noise further from neighboring

buildings and dampen the sounds. It may be necessary for dog parks to have sharter cperating hours than
other parks to keep noise to a minimum during hours that people may be sleeping. The hours of

' operation should be clearrly indlicated on the sign explaining the rules.

In addition to hours of operations, the sign should include any other regulations the City and/or friends’
organization deem appropriate. Every dog park requires that owners clean up after their pets and

~ prohibits unattended dogs. Female dogs in heat are almost always disallowed. Most parks explicitly
require that all dogs using the park be healthy and up-to-date on their vaccines. This mean that very
young puppies are typically not allowed to use dog parks since they are not fully vaccinated yet. Some
parks limit the number of dogs each individual persan can bring to the park at a time and/or limit park use
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to dogs licensed in the city or to dogs that are with a city resident. It should be noted that it can be
difficult to enforce these regulations, but a strong local presence and the community of park users that
often develop at specific parks can informally help enforce regulations. Some parks disallow professional
dog walkers and/or children of certain ages. Other standard regulations exclude dogs behaving
aggressively towards peopla or animals or dogs with a history of aggression, require dogs to wear collars
and 1Ds at all times, and be in good health. Most dog parks prohibit food, drink, sharp objects, and
weapons. Some dog parks encourage community toys, water bowls, and pooper scocpers to be left at the
park for all to use while other parks prohibit toys. As Somerville considers developing additional dog
parks, it will need to decide if the regulations at the existing dog parks work and should be the same at.
any new parks, if there is a different set of standard regulations that should be mplemented or if
different parks will have different regulations. :

Many cities parther with friends’ or other community organizatiohs to assist with park maintenance. Not
only can these organfzations reduce the burden on municipal DPWs, they foster a sense of community
and group responsibility for the space. o

Some cities have developed detailed demgn guideiines-and processes for developing new dog parks
Washington D.C.’s department of Parks and Recreation

(https://dor.dc. gov/smes/default/fl|es/dc/smes/dpr,fnublicat:on!attachments/dpr DogParkDesignStandard
s.pdf) has published their design guidelines and approval process. The city’s policy is to prowde standard’
features in every dog park and it reguires that any additional amenities, features, or activities be owned
and maintained by a sponsoring organization. The standard features of DC’s dog parks include:

¢ decomposed granite surface at least six (6) inches deep with drainage systems beneath,-

s afive (S) foct fence with footings at least one {1) foot deep and fence panels buried six (6} inches
below grade, '

+ two (2) access points, one W|th a double-gate or “air-lock” for public access and one for
maintenance use,

s a standard hose-bib, -

= planting beds along the outside of the fence, and

e permanent signage stating the hours of operation, rules and regulatlons and contact information

" for the Department of Parks and Recreation.

The Cities Of Norfalk, YA and Ann Arber, M1 have also established guidelines for dog parks. _The:ae
extensive regulations cover identifying parcels for use as a dog park on either 'public or private property,
establish timelines for the a'pplicat_ion process, identify dog park criteria for space, amenities, fencing,
maintenance and repairs, establish the rules for all dog parks, and include necessary scopes of work and
specifications used té find qualified contractors [https://www.norfo1k.gov/DocumentCe'nterNiewf1531
and hitps://www.a2gov.org/departments/Parks- . :
Recreation/play/Documents/Recomm endatlons%ZOand%zoGu|dellnes%ZOfor%2ODog%20Park%2OS|te%2
0Selection%20updated%204-10-15.pdf).

Thaugh Somerville has not yet developed shared use dog parks, participants at the public meeting were
very interested in exploring that option in Somerville. Participants were split on whether or not they
would be supportive of a shared use policy, but the consensus was that it warranted further conversation.
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In addition to Cambridge’s shared use policies, public meeting participants indicated that New York City
and Brookline have both successfully lmplemented policies that allow dogs off-leash at specific times orin
specific Iocatlons :

Public meeting participants were also supportive of working with n'e_ighborhood or other volunteer
organizations to help police dog parks and provide maintenance support. Though Tufts University’s policy
towards dogs and public uses of their campus is unknown, several public: meeting participants suggested
reaching outto the unwerSIty to see if there mlght be any opportunlty for partnerships.

Funding Opportunities .

The acquisition of land and capital mprovements to devefop a dog park can be funded through the City’s
Communpity Preservation Act Committee. Somerville is also eligible for Parkland Acquisitions and '
Renovations for Communities (PARC} grants. These grants are designed to help cities and towns to
acguire and develop land for parks and cutdoor recreation and can be used to acquire parkland
construct a new park, or renovate an existing park.

The Stanton Foundation provides grants each year to help Massachusetts cities and towns design and '
construct dog pérks._A total of ten (10} grants are provided each year, these awards are granted ona
rolling basis. In addition to providing funding, the Stanton Foundation can connect interested individuals
{though a designated, municipal contact) with resources including professional services and lessons-
~learned from other communities. :

While the Stanton Foundation seems to be the leader in supporting dog parks in Massachusetts, a myriad
of other organizations offer'grants to design and develop dog parks. Some of these organizations and
programs are Nutro Room to Run Program, the Doris Da\/ Animal Foundation, PetSafe Bark for Your Park,
and Beneful Dream Dog Park Project. '
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Appendix
Appendix A | Public Meeting Materials
CPC Meeting, January 23, 2018 :

e Presentation to CPC Meeting, January 23, 2018
_e Hard Copy Surveys Received :
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~ Alison
LeFlore, AICP

Purpose of Meeting

What do we need to consider?

What are our options for a dog ¢
park in Western Somerville?

~What steps would be needed
‘to move this idea forward? .

) . 31 : . _
West Samerville Dog Park Feasibiiity Study : Civic Space Colluborative



Purpose of Meeting
s a dog park feasible for

| western Somerville
(West of Central St)?

DYes
dNo
_DTBD

OurFinding -
Is a dog park feasible for

western Somerville
(West of Central St)?

QNo
QTBD

. 32 .
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Background
"+ Feasibility Study = New CPC
Process S
« (Citizen-Driven Petitions
Yes... we know!

- For All! |
+ Use Conflicts

33

West-Somerville Dog Poark Feasibility Study

* Shortage of Opén Spaces —

» People Not Following Rules

Civic Space Coffaborative



households
and 2017
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Process

 GIS Analysis
Criteria used were:
* Located west of Central Street
‘At least 4,700 square feet
~ Adjacent to non-residential uses
Not currently in recreational use
Not located in a Local Historic District

o - L

L
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" GIS Analysis

40
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Design + Management
Considerations

* Hours of use (typically dawn to dusk)
+ Limiting access outside hours of use
« Dog park rules and regulations
» Materials S
~ * Cost for maintenance

41 . .
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Dilboy South

z

- Alewife Brock Resarvation North

Community Path

{Davds Sq to Willow Avi

Community Path

i Possible Locations

Bailey Park

Dickerman Playground

- Fire Station at Lowell + Somervilia

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibility Study
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Q+A / Discussion

45 . .
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%
Visit CPC’s website for online survey

| (www.somervillema.gov/cpa)

Revise report based on tonight’s

comments and discussion

: 47
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Which of tha Fallowing licaticing do you think weuld be
sulted for a dog park? Why did you choose this option for
thase options})? If you'ds ke, tell us yourtop 2 or 3 choices,
Please refer to the map an the other side for the locations

dendified using the pre-determined critero (lot slve, loeation,

current use, and zoping).

i Alewife M’Iﬁsmﬂaﬂ Narth
[Mystic Vislley Plowy o Bosion )

Sutmble for & deg park?Figihr no

Lo T

el

Uilloy Southy |

|Wtystic Valey Phwr wnd !madwﬂ\fl

Sulizble for o dmg, park rng
:,&mzz *5

Camniunity Bath
{Lands g to Willew 5t

&
Suﬁtab.le fc:r a ?]{}ﬂark@ no

mmunhi'aﬂl
i [reNIow St b Cadar §) @

Sultable for a dug park: o 1
: ’d @

Varkeon Sita (110 fﬂ‘illm Ava)

Suitsble for-a dog parkifEuor v @
i - )

Balley Park
[Belmiant St and LowelE St rear Sunmer 5t

Sutabde for = doy park?@o. rng

#lm Srarion
_l.’mmarﬂlle Aveand Lawell Si]

Suitzbls R a dog park@ ar A

Dlekiviman Playgrosind
[Cradehe S and Kirabadt 5}

Suitable for a dog parkTfes of nu

+

Ii} 1 thr et think sty of e oestians are sultaia for w dog park

Py Ehapa ampwhara wis've missod? Whare fin Wast Somserille] do you
think world be o good glace for o dog park? Any sther comments?

Which of the fallowing locations d_o you think would he
sustted for a dog park? Why did you chooss this epiion for
thess aptians)? 1f yau'd lke, tell us your togp 2 or 3 cholces,
Fiense rafer to the mMop oh the other side for the tacatfons
Identtfied using the pre-determined criterk flot size, locarion,
current usa, and 2oningl

Algwife Brogh Reservation Morth
IRtystic vailay Pwy and Boston e}

Swiktible Far & dogs park? yes c@ .

Dilbay Suuth
(Ryatlc Valley Ploury and Broaduay)

Suitabhe Mor a dog pédr.? yes u@

Community Poth
[Davl; Sn bo Wilew St}

Sultable for a dog park? yes o@

Cosmmumity Path
W lllowy 51 ty Ceeler $4)

IR Sultable for a tog park? yes m@

Verizon Site {110 Wilkew Ave)

Suitable R a dog park? yes n -

i Badey Park -
{Hsdmiant St and LoweR St rvear Surniar 5t}

urnc

Suitable far a dog park
srdh ok 4] iva»

Tyt

Flry Stution
(Soenerville Ave and Lowell 5]

Suitable lor & dog park n,res
)

Oicharroay Maygronnd
(Croigie St and Kinbalt $1)

Slﬂ"ﬂ)fﬁ for a dog pa rk@qr no

t:] ) s sk thirsk sery o thare bocatlons ary sultaklae for a deg park

f5 thara amywharn wa'we missed? Whara {fh West Somervila) do you

tiink weould ba @ poed placa for a dag park? Any othar commmonds?
(jhg)ﬁ UBe DPasL Alens. dogd e, .

Feasivte.

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibifity Study
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Which of the fallowing kocations do you think would ba
suited for n dog park? Why did you thoose this option o
these optlonsk? If you's like, tellus your tap 2 or 3 chaleas,
Please refer to the map on the athier sida for the lneatlons
Identified using the pré-determined criterfo (lot sire, locatfon,
chirtent uge, and 2oni). )

Afewitfe Brack Rasarvation North
Mystiz Uslley Phwy and Baston A

Suitalde for a dog park? yes 9@5)

Dilbiy South _
[Mystic Vidkey Pawy and randwayl

Sultable For a dog perkTiETRr ne

Cemmanity Palh
. [Draidls Seg to Wilkow %)

Suitable fiora dug_mﬁ@r o

Goreunity Path
{W¥ilbowy 4 to Cectar $t]

Quhable fora og parkETeshine

vertepn Site (116 Willow Ave}

Sultabe for 2 dog parkAES Y no

Bl gy Park :
(Watment St and Leveell St near Summer 31|

BN sutable for o dog perkryes opie )

Flre Statinn
(Samarviile Ave and Lowsl 5t)

Suttatiia for & dog perkAdRs e no

% Dl ckerman Playground
{Cralge $t and Kimbad) 5¢)

Suitable for a dag park? yes c£13)

(214 do ot think aey of thase kecations sre sultsbls for & dag park

15 4tire 2nywhare walve prilssed? Whoze (in West Snmorvile] de you
think vwonld he & good plaes for a Hag park? Any othar convmenis?

Whikch of the fotlowing lecations do you think would he
xuited for a dog park? Why did you choose this option (or
these optians)? (Fyou'd like, tell us your top 2 or 3 chokeas.
Please refer to the map on the othee side for the iocotfons
tdenéiffed using the pre-tletermined criterln flay size, locotion,
cirfrent use, and ioning).

i Alewifa Brook Hesarvation North
ystic Viallay PRwy and Boston Av)

Sultable for o cog perkAyaSior no

-w By

i

Bilbary Aeuth
{Mystic Vailey Phwy and Brondway]

| suitable for & dug park? fuslorne
SRR L, S the

§ Commumnity Path
[Denrts S e Willmaws K2}

Sutable for & dog pa.rk? yas Difid3
dan. il apd

.1

frvp

Cormmuntty Path
{Wiowr St ko Cedar 5t)

suitahle for & dog park? r g
- Do jed Sl

Verlzon $ife (110 Walow Avs)

mltmlehradosparx@crm
Gt madd T ot
Lhtl b BhL. _EE fad
el o,

Balloy Park. .
(Bt 52 ac! Loveell 81 penr Stmmer S1)

Eua park? yes i
A UL XL,
;e " L5

Sultele for a

Fire Station
{Somandlie fAvo ant Lowsl! 5

Suiltgale for & dog park? )

Hckerman Pl_nvgmtﬂ .
(Craigte St i Kmbel 5}

B Suitsbie fora dop park?yé u@
T T -

] | da ot think any of these loctians ara suknble fir 2 dog pary

{5 therg anywhara wate witssed? Where {fn Wesl Surnervills) da yen
ik wauld ke B goosd place for 3 dog park? Ary othor coamments?
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_ Which of the foltowing locatfons do you think would be
sulted for a dog park? Why it you chogse this aptian for
these aptiens}? IF you'd Bke, tell us your top 2 ar 3 choleas,
Plcose refer to the map on the other sfde for the focalons
fdentifed using the pre-determined criterig {fot size, locoiion,
current use, and zoning).

Alwifa Brook Resetvation Novth
Mystic Valley Pl and Bostoa Avj

Sultable for a dog park? yes

ey & ety

Pilay South
[Miystic Vialley Phwy and Broadway]

Huitable for & dog park? yes o@' .
R oiiv

foa ttastt

H Cammundty Path
{Dewls 5q ta Willow 5t)

Sultable for s dog natkr e
F T vy s
,:;Af....._,. A!_.;‘} LT e L

Copmunity fath
[Wiltow St to Cadar 5]

B suteble for s dug porkides e no
et by . pedlptemg

Verizon She (L0 Wilkow Ave)

Sieltable for a dog pari no

Ty oA vt of,

Balley fark. ' .
(Beimand 5t and Loweall St near Sutnzner St

Suitabke For a dog park? yes or ng

Fire Station
{Somerville Ave and Laowed] 5t)

Suttahle For a dog park? yes or no

Diclenman Playyrouns
{Crelgie St and Kimbadl St

Switable Fora dog park? yes ar no

.11 deveres think a-rw; of thesn lacations are sultakily Pov & dog pack

fi thore anyahers we've mlssad? Whers fin West Somerlie] do you
thivik woult be a good place for a dej park? Ay ather en_mmam?

) e

Which of the following lncations da you think would be
suited for a dog park? Why did you choese this option (or
thesa optiona)? i you'd lile, tell us your top 2, or 3 cheteas,
Please refer to the mup on the other side for the locations
identified wilrry the pre-determined criteria (for size, focation,
. curerent use, antd 2oning), .

) Mewlfe Broak Rasarvation North
(Mysiic Valley Plossy and Boeston fv)

B (Myatic Valloy Mewy and Broadwiy]
Sultable far £ dog PP yes ar@
A aae

E {Willowy St to Cader 54)
MR stabte for s dog park{yebor no

Verizon Skta {110 Willow Ave]

Suftabile for o dog par ,@ no

B walley Park _
tlalgnoﬁ! 5t and Lawel 5t near Summer $t)

Suitable firz dog park@r o

Somiatuille Avm and Lowedl 5th

5 Sultabla for adog peu@w na

Dckerman Pleyground
{Cralgla St and Ktmbaltst) .

Sultable for o Gog. mrk@or ™

[ 1de nat think any oFthesa locationy s subtable for o dog park

19 et simwhere wa've missed? Where {In Wl Sararvllls) do you
think would ba 5 good plyce fora dog park? Any other rammands?
v

West Somervitie Dog Park Feasibility Study
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Which pf the fallawing locations ko you think weuld be
subted for a dog park? Whydid yau chaose this aption (or
_these opticns)? B you'd ke, tell us your top 2 or 2 cholces,

Please rafer o the map oo the other sioe for the loeations

eurrent yse, and xoning).

Mawla Mok Rexervatfon Nurth
{Miyatie Valley Pawy snid Bastan Av]

Dilbey South’
[Mrystic Valloy Py and nroauwaﬂ

Sutble for o dog Pﬂrk@rnu
e,

HE

v

Cosnsmunity Fath
{Davis Sq to Wilkow 5t)

: Sulmuefnradogparkt@orm
w&ﬂﬁm M{'ﬂl‘

Conarwdty Path
(Vi o 5 b i SH).

identiffed wsing the pre-determined criteria (lot size, location,

Verlxo Shte (110 Willow Aua)

Sultable for a dog par]

i L.‘,; Q’b;m . CM\

rpg -

DalleyPark .
{aadrnant St and Loweall St near Summar 5t

Sultable for 8 dog park? yes or N
P Sptt ke .m@m 2l

Fire Station -
{sorperdle pve and Lowall 51)

Suitable bor m?yesor@% .
| PEREM P fase. 3

I DA ckerman Playgroun
| (Craigle St amd Rimdall St}

Sullahia for & dog park™ yas

s Fot_Geskf Chise ;W-\k-?i'ﬂ

1 L donoi ihink any of thase locations are suftable for & dog ek ’

I there anpwhere W mizgsed? Whare lin West Somervil 8] tho you
thinkwould ba 2 goad plaey for  dog park? Any othar cotalmerts?

SuitahlehradngmtkEe?w'm ’

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibility Study

Which of the following locations de you think would be Vprioon Site {110 Willaw Ave} 43925
sulted for a dog park? Why did you chaose this aptlon (or .
these options)? IFyou'd Hke, tell us your top 2 ot 3 cholces. Suitable for a dog ”‘*@”@
Please refer to the irap on the ather sive for the lecotiens | R EASE T TR
ldemtified using the pra-determived celtedin ﬂ'ct size, focation, - -
cutrrent use, and 200ingl.
il 8rock Haseriakion Mot By park ' 87
[naystic Valley Py and Baston v {Beimont st and l.welsme:rsmhm- st
Suftabls for & dog park g Yot no b cuitalrie fora dog park? yeso
X Ry S L @
. ; s
oafagy South £ire Hotion {855
Nmﬁc\fdle’kwv sl Broadway) {Samerville Ave ol Lowed 5t
Sutoble far adog park?@dpr o St for 8 dog park?ves o>
S AP
N T Lo S TR
Commmunity Path 5 9,345 Mickermiai Playground _ 177446
{0 e bo Wilkow Stk - {Cralgle St and Ximbeli 5t) _
Sufable for 3 dog park?@ orno R suitable for a guu parkiyes orgi?
£,
B o CERSE T (mnddesl
Cornmunity Path JH}“‘“ (] o niok kil sny of these lacatiens dve sultasle for o dog parh
[WhHlow 5 to Codar SH ) . i
Sultabrle for  tog parkar no Is there anywhaore we'va mvsad? Whars [In West Somarviile] da gou
: ) think would b a gagd place for a dngpnrk? Any wther commants?
FR ORI O fad; P LT
! P i A n s I AL S XL 2] v
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Which of the folluwlng lorations do you think wauld e
suited for a dog park? Why did you chonse this option {or
these options)? IF you'll ke, tefl us your tep ¥ or 3 choicas,
Flewse refer to the map on the other yde for he locptioins

curreat use, and zoning).

i Alawife Braok Resarvation Netth
{Mystic Valley Pkwy and Boston Av)

| Suitable for 2 cog pa’k@)ﬂm

Dilboy Soutt
[Mvstic Valley Py and Ilmdu\myﬁ

Sitltable for 2 dog paﬂc@:: no

{ Commundty Path
{Davis 5q o Willow 5t

Suitable far a dog parkyiack

A Larnmunity Poth
[Wililaur St to Ceror 5t}

Sultable for & dog park‘i@ arno

identified using the pre-determined criterla (ot size, focution,

Verdzon Site (110 Willow Ave) J—

Suitaile for adug park m.rm .
prxich g AEAE S

AP §

Baltey Park
{Beimant 5t and Lowall St nenr Scrnmar S

Suitable for a dog park?@:rno

Firs Statfan
[% omee il Awe wned Lol 5%

Sultable for 2 dog park? yes or no-

Dickesman Playground 7, ¥17
{Cralgle 5t and Kimbali 5t)

Suitable: For a vog Dark@urno

L] ¥ o nat think any of these locations ara suitabls for o dog pack

16 there anywhors we've missod? Whava (b Wt Sommuel dn i
ik would ba 7 goud place for a dog park? ﬂm other commonts?

Which of tha fellowing lacations do you think would he
sudted for a dog park? Why did you chuose this option {or
these options)? [f you'd like, tell us your top 2 or 3 chelges,
Please refer to the mag on the other shle for the locotians
identified using the pre-determined criteri flot sire, l'umhon,
current wse, and zoning).

_- Almifﬁ Arpek Resarvation Narh
§ (Mystic Valley Plowy and Doston Avl

Mystis Volkey Phuvy and Broashuay}

Sl.lltahh.for adog paﬂ@or e

] C{lmmunlt'\r Path
(Wavln Sy to Willow 5¢)

Sultatde for 2 dog park of B

Comcnunity Path:
[Wilkaw St to Caclar 53}

Suitable for 2 dog mrﬁ@ orna

Verrizon $ike {120 Wilkow Awi)

Suitabie for s dog pa(y@ or o

I Dallay Park
k3 (Balmont St and Lewe L5t nagr Summerat]

Suitable far o dop park? YES OF N9

Flni Statlon N
[Somarvitla Mand Lowell St

Sultaue for & dag perk? mol’ﬁ)
/gfﬂ Celet F 4y /

Dicharmon PMayground
{Cralzla 5k and idrdeal 54}

Sultabie for & dop pﬁrk Pyes grng

£ 1 o not think wny of these toitions e siltdkle for o o park

Is there snywhare we've minsed? Whore liu West Somervilia) dayou
dllru: would b  good i

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibility Study
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Which of the fallowing lacations do you think would be
sultad for 3 dog park? Why did you choose this option {or
these options)? [Fyou'd like, tell us your top 2 or 3 cholces,
Please refer to tie map on the ather side for the locations
identified using the pre-detesmined eriteria (it siee, loention,
current use, and 2onfngh '

N Alsvriie Brack Reservation Marth
{aystic Vialtey Bewry and Boston Avk

B lintie bar a dag park? yes of o

Dilbay South
{Miystic Valley Phwy and Brondway)

Sufaie for o dog park? yed or no

Cammunity Path
[franls Sg to Wilkow 5t)

Subtablnfor a dog park? yes or no
187 -

Tomiunity Path
(Wilowe 58 oo Carlor SE)

Sultable for a doy park? yes or ng
Yer

Werlzan 5ite {150 Willow Ave)

Sultable for & dag pack? yus or no

BB Galley Park .
B (elmont St and kowel] 5t near Summer St}

' Suitable fior & dog park? yes o no

Fire Station
(Somervils Ave ant Lowell Sty

{ SuItahhfuradogpar!:"i‘ veswno'
A

Dickerman Flaygrouwnd
{Cralgle St and Kimball 5t

Snweahle for » dog park? yas of no
Yes- .

[ 1 s ot think mny nf these [orations e sultable for a doy park

1s thera anywhers we'vi numﬂ;? Whare (i West Somendie) do vau
think waukd b 3goud pites for a dog park? Any other Lommants i

Which of tha following locations do you think would he
sulted for & dog park? Why did you chaoese this aption (or
thesa optiens)? K you'd Itka, tell us your tap 2 or 3 thaices,
Pleaze refer to the map on the other side for the locations
ideatified using the pre-determined criterio {lat size, tocation,
current use, and aaning). :

Alawifa Brook Resetwakitn North
{Mystic Valley Pkwy and Baston Av}

Suilsbia for & dog park? yes W

Dlsoy Somth
[ysits vl ey Ploary anif Broidry)

Suftable for » tog park? mu;@'

Comnwsity Peth
{Davls 5o v Wallow-5t)

sutable for 2 dog park’w oF hi

Comeniinity Path
{wWillow S5t b Gedar 5t

Suitabie far a sog Ty oF o

Verteon Stte (110 Willow Avat

Suiaile fora dog park&cw ng

Bailey Fark ’ .
{Belmant $t and Lousal! St near Summer S

Suftabike for a dog park? vesw

Fil'é Station
{5omesvilbe Ave arsd Lewsll 51)

Suitable for 2 dog pork? yes of iy

Dickayman Playground
{Cralghe & ard Kimball 58]

Suitaibe fora dog park? yes ol

[ i do nat think any of thest Jogations are sultabla ke a dog park

15 there anywhere we'y missed? Whate {In Weat Semarullle) do yay
think vwould be » goad place for & dog perk? Any other contrmms?

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibility Study
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Which of tha following locations do you think wotid be
suited for a dog park? Why did you choase this option {or
these optons)? If yau'd like, tell us your Jop 2 45 3 chaloes.
Please refer tq the map on the other slde for the fgcations
identified using the pre-defermined criterin {fot stz locaiion,
aurrent use. ond xonfng).

Alewikz Bragk Reservetion North
[ntystin Valley Phowy and Bastan Aw)

Sultable fo 4 dog park?y65 o)
¥

Dilbay South )
{Mystic Yallzy Plowy and Bxbadwisy)

| suitable for a dog pam?@arﬂa

Somenuindty Fath
{Dends g 30 Wibow §K)

| Suulahrafwadugpack?@prno '
‘“T‘cw L

Wrizon Site u:o Willhow Ave}

Sultahla '*?f : :lns paf@r ng

i Ratley Park
E (Belmonk St and Lowell 5t near Summer §t

Suitabla for a tog park? ves onfis)

Fire Station .
{Bormerelle Ava and Lowell ST

Suttatile for a dog park? yes i)

& Dickesmian Dlapground
teralgle $t and Klebal 1]

Suitabde for a dog park? s o

[71 1 do et vhiink aiy of thesa locations pra sultable for a dog park

Cansunity Path |
{WAlRowr 5t to Cadar 5t)
Suifable for 3 dog w{t?@‘sﬁ . B thare am-mherc wo've misseit? Whara in Wast Someryila)- o you
tl‘t'-%- ' ﬂnhkm‘suid b i gowd phs cnfuradnup:ifu?: !wroonlrnents?
T, i be. o Foake
A $jaL ’k nel T N
9‘3 HoéﬁL |u{ ffut-i[. Fie
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Appendix B | Online Commuhity Survey Questions and Answers

1. Doyobthinka dog park is needed in West Somerwlle?

a. Yes— 160
b. No-23
¢.” Blank -5

2. Please briefly tell us why you feel a dog park is or isn't needed in West Somerville?

L]

Aside from a postage stamp sized p’arcel at Maxwell's Green, there is no legal place for dogs
to be off reash within a 30-minute walk of my house near Lexington Park. This seems too far -

. to go.

Because dog parks are wonderful and amazing!ll Current park Nunziato is muddy and gross.
"Right now residents don't have a dog park w:thm walking dlstance This has created a lot of
issues for nmghborhoods : ;

People are more likely to use spaces not intended for dogs, like basketball courts, play fi Felds,
and sidewalk as off-leash areas. Thisisn't safe, and unfalr to others who want to use these
spaces for their intended use. :

If someone wants to go to'a dogpark and has the means to drive, then they have the option.
However, many residents don't have access to a car. Either way, surrounding dog parks
become over-used (talking about the Union Sq dog park herel)" '

Lots of dogs in the area, especially with a high-density population comprised mostly of

renters, and not much space for dogs to run around in, especially with Tufts ownmg most of
the greenery in the area.
Who doesn’t love a place where there dog can run free and have fun W|th all is other doggie -

. friends

"| like the idea of havmg a dog park, but I five rlght across from Tufts so | would probably
continue to take my dog there, even if a dog park does open up.

That said, I'm not sure if Tuft's has ever really agreed to allow dogs on their field, so to the
extent they take this perk away, a dog park would be greatly appreciated. .

| am a dog owner living in Hillside nelghborhood of Wast Somemlle and it weuld be great to

“have a dog park within walking distancel We often use the park in East Arlington, but with

busy lives we rarely have time to walk that far and need to drive. Having 3 neighborhood dog .
park we could take pride in would be wonderful!

Because there is none

Closest dog park is & 40 minute walk, or 15 minute drive away, |t would give the dogs a place
to socialize, and if equipped with bags and barrels, would keep poop off the sidewalk|

West Somerville has so much possible green space. Danehy and Thorndike are both in other
towns and are gravel covered which is not a pleasant experience for everyone

We end up geing into Arlington. The one at Summaer Street is far from us and parking is
tight... Also there's no shade there. | hear people complaining about dogs in various locations
oaths and | think if others had better ogtions, they'd use non-dog parks less,

"We drive to Arllngton all the time to use theirs. We live right by the one off Alblon but Wlth

- no fence [and now no trees) it is not useful.
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»  We also have a child and it’s too bad nane of the kid parks around us allow dogs
e Withthe constructlon in Unron Squarae,-access is limited to the nearest dog park. But even
when access s not limited, that dog park needs imprevement and parking is often -
problematic {and you have to transport your dirty dog). A park on the path would be super
convenient because we are already walking our dog but gives us a convenient and safe place
to stop and spend some additional time outdoors., : '

¢ Enclosed area for dogs to run and play. :

s We currently have to drive to get tG the nearest dog park which | don't like because it's a
waste of gas and it doesn't support the building of neighborly connectmns

¢ |t's good to have separate spaces for dogs. :

« |t's difficult walking in Somerville to find anywhere a dog can be off-leash - something that
helps a dog exert energy and thus avoid behavioral problems.

# | have a dog and there’s no place for him to run around and get exercise!

# Because Unioh Square is dlrt\.r and new Washlngton s to far. Need to keep our dog poop
locally grown. :

+ Tired dogs are happy WeII behaved dogs and the best way to tire out a dog is by hawng it play
and socialize with other dogs. :

s | have a dog, but all the other dog parks in Somerville seem to have been taken over by dog
walkers who let many dogs run at one time. And they are very smelly. | might be more -
amenable to the idea if people could bring in anly one or two dogs at a time.

s | would iike for my walkers to be able totake my dog to a park without having to drive there

' .Having one in West Somerville will fill that need and make for happy, healthy caninas AND
humans! : _
s lhaveadog, but all the other dog parks in Somerville seem to have been taken over by dog
~ walkers whe let many dogs run at one time. And they are very smelly, | might be more
amenable to the idea if peaple ;:ould bring in only one or two dogs-at a time.

¢ 50 many people have dogs but no yards or yards that can't contain a dog. | would love to
have a park that's walking distance for my little Shih Tzu. She doesn't get to be outside
without a leash. We have taken her to the one in Union but she gets so dirty and then we
have to get into the car with muddy paws.

»  So many dog owners in Davis Sqarea with no dog park in the immediate area.

e * Dogs should have space to be able to run off leash without bothering other park users——dog
parks perfectly meet this need! .

*  Sodogs have place to play

» Therearealat of dogs in Someville and only afew places to let dogs run free Also, dog

" parks foster commu nity interactions!

» | haveadog! -

s lots of dogs are in the west part of the city, but no parks! this leads to ownears Iettmg there
dogs onto fields where dogs are prohibited, leading to tension with. others. plus a dog park
would reduce dogs peeing and pooping on peoples yards. Dogs are great to have in the city,
encouraging folks to get out and meet each other, and dog walkers keep an eye on the
neighborhood, sort of like a canine neighborhood watch. A park would encourage this.
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s There are more dogs than ever in Somerville and many use "private" famlitles at apartm ent

~ complexes, more public options are better.

» Dogs and people like dog parks. Everyone gets to meet new friends. Helps keep dog owners
from letting their dogs run in inappropriate places. 1'use to live in the South End and dog
parks were often go-to destinations for kids who like dogs and can't have one in an
apartment.

¢ Dogs and pecple like dog parks. Everyone gets to meet new friends. Helps keep dog owners
from letting their dogs run in inappropriate places. | use to live in the South End and dog
parks were oftén go-to destinations for kids who like dogs and can't have one in an
apartment,

s lots of families with dogs in th|s neighborhood. .

s . "Right now | believe there is only one park in Union Square area {could be wrong). | feel
having a second park in the city will take. some of the congestion out Union Square Also|
used to live on Powder House Blvd, there were many dog owner in the park area at Tufts so it
certainly looks like the area could use a de5|gnated dog park. -

s Therearen't enough dog parks in the area. ldeally, it would be great to have one that has
grass or not rocks and a bit more space.. . ’

2 "Thereareno fegel apen spacas for dogs to run in Somerwlle My dog Ioves to fun and catch
balls

¢  We always need more places to take our dcgs!

s Theonly dedicated dog space in Somerville in near unton-and nearly 2 miles away with very

“limited street parking. Dog owners end up trying to share fields and Parks with students and
others and it's not always easy . A dedicated dog par|< would be a huge help. Perhaps on Tufts
campus on Powderhouse rd |

% West Somerville is home to the Iargest open parcel of land in the entire mty The Difboy
- Field/Alewife Brook Bath are already more than suijtable as d@reas where dog owners can take
 their pets, Both the Dilboy tennis courts and the football field parking lots are routinely
empty and completely underutilized. It is my abservation as a resident of the immediate
vicinity that the green space in the area is also completely undErutilized, along with the
pathways and other surrounding infrastructure. It would be a complete waste of money and
resources to take away a section of this park land and designate it as exclusive use for dog
owners. __ _ - .

s | have to drive all the way to Union Square for the nearest dog park for my dog. It would be
nice to be able to walk to a neighborhood dog park and meet and make friends with the
people who live around me. - '

e Place for dogs to socialize and get exercise with other dogs.

" "It brings the community together.

e More and more people are deciding to adopt pets :

= Petsare yeur family and you want them to be in a safe, secure space 10 somahze with other
dogs. " :

» People get angry when they see dogs off leash in Hodgkms park but thereis no easny
walkable alternative.

» It'simportant to have a place working waking dlstance where | can legally let melt dog off-

leashe. Nunziato is thé closast option for me, and it’s a 25 min. walk.
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s There are no dog parks close by. There are lots of dogs in the area as well.

*  Somany people have dogs in cambridge, and it seems to be increasing. Done correctly (with
dog parks] this can be a wonderful thing: fun, entertainment and relaxation for owners and
passer-byers!

% | strongly support this as a dog owner. There are very few options'in the area and | thlnk this
would be a great addition to the community!

+ Currently there are no dog-specific options in the area for dogs and dog-owners to gather.,
Many parks prohibit dogs, while others are shared spaces with families and chlldren wh|ch
can cause Issues.

» | have to walk my dog all the way to alewife which | do not feel safe gomg to since the murder
and would like a convenient place to let my dog run arcund.

# Dog parks are a space where dogs learn socialization and can burn off energy off leash. Both
make for happier and better behaved dogs. : '

s There are no easily walkable dog parks nearby. While we are fortunate-enough to have access
to a car and can drive our dog to Medford to a dog park, if we didn't have one it would be
very difficult to get her to a park.

s  We could use another dog parkin west somerville because mast of the existing dog parks are
in east Somerville and can be hard to get to or park at. Also, it would-be nice tohave a park
closer to Davis or Porter square, which are hubs of local activity.

s We live in Davis Square, and the closest dog park is in Arlington. No great place within
walking distance for our pup to run and play with other dogs.

»  Danehy Park excludes Somerville residents, so even though it is close to west Somervil'le, Wwe
are not legally able to use it. Nunziato is far, and pecple living in west Somerville often don’t
have access to a car, so walking distance is crucial for dog park access.

» Atadog p'ark, dogs are able to socialize with other dogs somewhat freely. Every species
needs this. Despite their devot'loh dog owners cannot by themselves fill dogs' needs.
Happier dogs = happier owners = happier people. Please make scme space available for this
activity.

» People let their dogs go everywhere  would be su pportive of a park if it reduced the poop

~ andthe number of dogs that are let off leash. :

» There are plenty of areas for dogs and dog parks are smelly and ruin the grass.

s |t would be great to have a safe area for dogs to be off leash to run.

s There are many dogs in our community that need a safe place where they can be off leash
and get the exercise they need. There are few if any options that don’t require a car so this is
very much needed. . '

e "“Adog parkis needed so dog can stop usmg the church (on Mystic Valley Parkway) grassy
area. Church families use that grass, plus they have fairs on their OWN property.
Additionally, 1 am not sure if Somerville dogs do or not stop pooping on the sidewalks on the
highway"

» [t will increase the quality of life for all residents

e  We would love to have a dog park in our neck of the woods!

¢ | see |ots of dogs an the Tufts field, even though | don't think they're allowed there. A dog
park WOI:,Ild be a good and safe place for people to take thelr dogs.
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* The closest dog park is in Alewife or in Union Square. A lot of people and dogs wouid benefit
from having a dog park close to Davis.

« There aren't as many good |ocations to go with a dog as | would like.

+  Simply, there are no designated areas where we can have our canine family members to
meet and run around. '

& There aren't ANY dedicated places in the West Semervlile area for dogs to play.

» Adog park would be great! There isn't a really nice option near me now (Powderhouse

© square) and my pup loves to play with other dogs.

& We live near Tufts University, and the nearest dog parks are either near Union Square, in
Cambridge, or in Medford. It requires a drive to get to any of them, which is unfortunate. It
would be great to have a safe, fenced in space for neighkorhood dogs te play in W|th|n
walking distance of home

# | am adopting a dog and have no yard available for him. | will walk him on a leash on the bike
path, but there is absolutely nawhere close by to take him to run free. This would be a
wonderful oppoertunity for all the dog owners in the area, and I'm sure the people who use it
would be happy to take care of it on an ongoing basis..

¢ West Somerville has a large volume of dogs, who's nearby off leash exercise options are
currently very limited. Sending them to current parks all located in East Somerville is
inconvenient for certain re5|dents and puts undo volume on existing parks in the morning and
evening. .

» There's no place for the abundance of dogs inour nmghborhood to play and frolic: Withouta

- park, the dogs resort to neighber's yards and lawns which is not always welcome.

» As a dog owner in Davis Square; there isn't anywhere less than 2 miles away we can take our
dog to be off leash. There are a LOT of- dogs in the area and they deserve a place to run
around: As an urban dog community, the dogs really need a place to be dogs and a dog park

15 a necessary part of that. : - _
& There are very few spaces in the city for degs to run and they need it,

s Asmore and more dogs and dog owners have moved into the city, the current parks have -
become more and mere crowded. They're still useful for a lot of well socialized, playful pups,
but having mare dog park aptions will help to spread things out a bit. Dog-parks are much
more fun and workable when you and your dog actually have a little room to move. Also,
with the traffic delays and road closures in the Ball 5q. area, Union 3g., and near the New
Washington St. dog park, another dog park on th-e'other side of Somerville wouid be
incredibly helpful, ' '

e  We have to drive pretty far to get to the nearest dcg park. They are packed with nc parking
most of the time therefere wa rarely take cur pup to the dog park and it's & hummer

« | Would love to see a dog park I. Walking distance from Davis Sq. The current park that we go
to.near Union is small, getting old and also not easily accessible from West Somerville. | see
many dogs in Porter, Davis, and Teele Sq. However there really is not 2 place for them to run
freely. There is-a lot of changes happemng for bikers, let's not forget our 4 legged fmends
Thank you!

# The off-leash dog park choices for West Somerville owners are Thorndlke (Arllngton) or
Nunziato {Union). Some use Tufts Field J, which is not intended for off-leash use. A more
convenient, sanctioned option would be a great thing.
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& Because there is no dog park!!! .

= | wauld prefer to not drive to the dog park

»  None of the city dog parks are in west Somerville. ] Iwe on Packard & Broadway and the open
space available is at TUFTS. No city dog space.

» Because they currently use Hodgkin's park to walk their dog (even though there are signs
against this}. Dog poop everywhere in the fields!

@ There isn’t one. So many people need a safe, enclosed place tolet their dogs run.

+ |t would be nice. Nutziano is pretty nasty so we end up walking our dog on a leash or taking
her to the Fells {which isn't as often as we'd like). :

¢  Only off leash, fenced area isin union sq

s  Not enough open space available for a decent size park, unless you use part of Dilboy Field.
Tufts University is not amenable to sharing any of their green space.

»  People In west Somervitle have dogs.

#  Around porter and davis square, the closest dog park is by union square.' it's sometimes too
far to walk on hot or cold days, so folks drive and create congestion around union square dog
park. plus, union square dog park might close soon for the union square constructicn prciject

* Because a majority of people that live in the-area have pets without a place for them to play
and stretch in a safe space without fears of being hit by a car or their feet being burntin the
summertime. Pets bring happiness, peace and people together.

» There are no dog parks in west somerwlie, there's a couple in east somerville. People keep
bringing their dogs tc regular parks beciuse there isn't one.

® There are no dog parks in that area and tons of dogs and cwners who w0u|d benefit of having
‘a closer dog patk, it would also lessen the amount of dogs at Nunziato and New Zero

-Washington which would help the overall harmony of each park. :

e [tsounds Ilke a good idea but there is no need. Dog owners | ha\fe spoken with would not
want it.

# The nearest dog parkis outside Union Sq. I've lived in Davis for 20 years and know how many
of us here have dogs but no official space to let them run off [eash. .

» there is not currently a dog park within walking distance for those of us who own dogs in
west somerville, Itis quite Inconvenient to have to drive to have your dog get some exercise!

# There's not enough dog parks in Somerville. It would be lovely to have more off leash areas
for my dog. The closest dog park to me {ed Leathers) is small, poorly lit, and smelly due to
lack of maintenance. Ahbigger off leash area would be welcome anywhere in town!

»  Adog park is definitely needed in West Somervillet In our neighborhood thel:e is not a
designated place to take our dogs to run around. We have some grou ps that get together at -
Tufts, but none of those are enclosed. And while we have many lavely playgrounds; dogs
aren't allowed.

« there aren't any dog parks in west somerville and there are many dog owners. -

¢ Qverali there are a ton of dogs in Somerville and with inadeguate dog parks, they are more
likely to be leash aggressive with other dogs. This is pronounced where | live - tons of dogs
that only get leash exercise which try to attack one another who would be more relaxed if

. they could-socialize more with other dogs. PLEASE put in a dog park!
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®  Yes pleasel We havetogoto nunziato {1.4 miles or a 28 minute walk) or to Arlington (1.6
miles or a 33 minute walk) to get to a dog park which is just not feasible most of the time. We
would [ove to have a space for our deg to run free near us and to be able to get to know our
neighbors better, Thank you for considering this! We would be overjoyed|

» We need open space for people - '

¢ The Alewife Greenway and Mystic lakes provides a lot-of open area for dogs. Tufts campus
also is an option for dogs. Other than that, there is no place for a park large enough that it
would not be a concentrated-mess of dog waste, -The dog park on Sumner street smells to
high heaven on damp days and | feel very sorry for the people who live next to it. If you OWn a
dog in the city, it shouid be taken for walks and you should pick up its poop. Ifit needs to
run, go to the Mystic Riverway or Dilbay. Or move to the suburbs and have your own yard for
your dog to run in and poop in. ' ‘ : : .

¢ The closest place for dogs run off leash is too far for my dog (and mel) to walk regutarly. -

» * |tis another way to conneact neigh bors, both these with and without dogs. I'm a'proponent of
spaces where dogs can be off-leash. Many of the current dog parks seem overcrowded, and |
see some dog owners Just using open space instead, which is ok, but not ideal in a large city
like Somerville. _

»  I'm actually not sure if a park is needed There isa Iarge park in Arlington on the bike path
just behind the T station. .

s |'mopentoit. | think more open green spaces are needed-in general

¢ | have a dog that likes parks.

»  Somerville has way too few dog parks.and dogs are banned in most parks. It's needed.

» There are large gaps in did parks :

»  Somenille is the most densely populated city in the US and logically thére are many, many
dogs among the population, however there is 2 serious dearth of dog parks. Dog parks play
* an important role in quality of life for humans and their dogs, helping folks adhere to leash
laws (i.e. if there is an accessible dog park then owners are less likely to unleash their dogs in
other public parks) and perhaps even mitigating noise as properly exercised and socialized -
dogs are |ess likely to bark and disturb neighbors while at home.

¢ No areas seem to ex:st Closest seems 1o be Nunziato or another town,f Alewife.-

> "Somerville lacks open spaces where dogs can be off leash, exercise and socialize, So far, the
closest dog parks to west somerville residents are 2-3 miles away, which Is not convenient.
Also, the local parks do not allow dogs or are not fenced.

s | reviewed the proposed Iocamons and none are in West somerville. No convenient if you
don't live in those areas” '

¢ High density of dogs, with no parks or open space for dogs to play. -

*  Llarge areas of Somerville are not walkable to deg parks

»  Anywhere in W. Somerville is 'walkable' for me and my dog.

s Alewife Brook is 2 good spot; Parking will be the biggest issue to deal with.."

® Ab's'olutely needed! There are so many dogs in West Somerville and the Union Square dog
park, which is the closest walking distance park, gets dangerously crowdad. The community
path is a great place to walk the dog but there is no play area. A dog park would be a

~wonderfu! addltion to the community here.
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s There are very few places in West Somervilte for dogs to ehjov the outdoars off-leash.

» Nunziato dog park is far to walk from most of West Somerville, and parking nearby is very
‘_tlght It also tends to be too full of dogs at certain times. A West Somerville dog park would
ease the busy situation at Nunziato, and it would be well used bv the many deg owners in
West Somerville.

» There are many dogs in our nelghborhood W|th0ut a proper dog park, dogs are playing on
fields and open spaces that are not enclosed and secure like a dog park. This means dogs can
either escape or happen upon individuals who would prefer to nat encounter dogs. If there
was a designated park at least these citizens would know to avoid that area and that the
dogs would be secure. '

e West Somerville is underserved by dog parks right now compared to East Somierville and
Central H|II making it harder to enjoy the health benefits of dog ownetship if you live in the
West Somerville area.

s Thereis ne place where dogs can go Iegally off-leash except in people's yards. Thists a
burden for dog OWNErs because it is hard to burn their pup's excess energy.

» Because the only other one is a mile our so outside of davis on summer street it would be
great to have one more central to davis square '

» Dog parks are great places for people and dogs to be free, meet each other, and run around
safely. | live right by one on Summer St. and it is an awesome asset to the neighborhood's
dogs and owners, and any dog visitors. -

s Thereisan increasing number of dogs, and not encugh safe enclosed green space for them
to play in. Dog parks build community| People talk to each other! '

s  We need more general open space that Is not dedicatad to one use. If it was in an
underutilized space in the far western edge of town, that is fine, but closer to pedestrian

. areas, we need more general open space and less conflicts between bikes and dog leashes,

¢ More dogs. More people.

= My dog loves to romp off leash. but all off |eash locations are about 45" on foot or require a
car. Let's have a place for my dog and others to romp off leash th at is within 15" - 20" walking -
distance!

# Not many dog owners have yards, so having a place for them to run off leash would be great.

e | am opposed to dog parks in general. Open spaceisata premium in Somerville and should

- be for the use of humans Dog parks are smelly and noisy and generally unpleasant even to
walk by.

s 'l know many dog owners who want to be ahle to give thelr dogs a  better guality of life while
still living in a densely populated area, and being able to let the dog run off leash is a big part
of that. A dog park will alse allow people to meet their neighbors, which we could always use

~ moreof -

¢ The closest Somerville dog park to West Somerwlle is the Nunziato park close to Umon Sq,a
long walk for some dog owners. There are a lot of dogs in West Somerville that don't have
@asy access to an official Semerville dog park.

s There is currently no place close in Somerville to bring dogs and allow them to be off leash.
Other cities/towns reguire residency.
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»  Adog pérk might or might not be needed. But we do have at least three. What we don't have
is a recreation building that young teens have any access to. They need to be taken care of
firstl _ . .

= There are already enough dog parks in Somerville and wherever one is located will lead to a
serious degradation in the quality of life for the neighbors near and far. -

»  There are virtually no spaces in Somerville where a dog can safely and legally run around and
get the exercise they need that for many dogs only works off leash (1. . fetch, etc]

# "Thereisno

& Dog Parkin the Davis $q.

s neighborhood."

e Qurdogs need to have fun!

« The nearest dog park accessible to west somerwlle residents walking with their dogs is too far
away to get to without a vehicle most of the time.

¢ |live In West Somerville and the closest park in Somerville is in efther Union Sg or on New St.
Cambridge's Danehy park is close by but they are always keeping non-Cambridge residents
and their dogs out. - : '

s Dog owners often com plain about the lack of open space where their dogs can exercise.

= There currently isn't a legitimate place to bring your dog in West Somerville.

» The closest dog park is at Nunziato, which s @ long walk for dog and human and is really part
of a different neighborhood. Dog parks are community-builders because they bring together

like-minded people and support lasting friendships among dogs and humans. As Somerville

. gentrifies, it attracts ambitious people who are only planning to stay for a few years before
-Moving on to even bigger things. If West Somerville becomes known.as a dog-friendly
community it will attract people who have already demonstrated an interest in forming
Iastlng and caring relationships {by- gettmg a dog} and can bring more of the same to West
Somenrville.

e Separate dog parks smell and are unnecessary Dog walks take valuable open spacein
Somerville, which is in very short supply, away from the whole publici n favor of merely dog
owners.

#  Open space is extremely limited in Somervifle and it should not be wasted on dog parks.

* There are really no dog park options in West Somerville, if you don t have a car the ones that’
e)<|st are generally pretty inaccessible. :

| am not dog owner, but have young children, and am frustrated with the conflicts that arise
when dog owners take their dogs into parks where they are not allowed. People routinaly _
allow their dogs in Hodgkins Curtin Park where leave poop and jump on kids. I've seen people
drive to'Hodgkins Park and let their dogs out of the car and into the field, so it has somehow.
become a destination so | think maybe they would drive to a nearby dog park if one was
available, Another problem area is Triangle Field {though owned by Tufts, but where
Somerville Youth Soccer pays to play and the City maintains 2 porta potty} where there are
always dogs and dog poop ieft behind.

s Thereisnota dog park in west somerville. The closes is at Alemfe Instead of always going
there we all let the dogs run in the Tufts field. I'm sure Tufts would rather us go to a dog park
than always use their field.

¢ Please define "west Somemlle" before asking the question.
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s  Maoare dog parks are always goodi There is an unofficial dog park that neighbors have created
at Tufts, which is really great to have because otherwise the nearest dog park is too far for a
casual doggie play date, Would be good to have a formal dog park that wasn't mooching off

_ tufts space. :

a There's plenty of existing walklng areas and paths, for WS residents to walk their dogs.
‘Cordoning off a portion of-the already-scarce public greenspace in the City for a fenced in dog

- areais a waste of space that would put the residents of the Clarendon Hill area atyet another
disadvantage for green space. -

» "In my opinion, a dog park is needed in West Somerwile because we don't have one in the
area currently. As a resident at Clarendon, we do have residents here with dogs who let their
dogs roam freely on the property. Although this is not a City issue, | believe that. if people had '
a place they could take their pets to roam freel\,r that it may deter people from letting their
dogs loose out here.

s | have also noticed quite a few peaple walking their dogs along the sidewalks of

" powderHouse, Walking an animal is essential to the health of a pet, especially a dog, but
‘there Is a lot of traffic and | believe that having an open space area specifically designated for
dogs could be beneficial to the animal but also may encourage people to be more active with
their dogs. | love the idea of having a dog park."

« [t would be helpful, especially since | think technically my pup isn tsupposed to be running
around on the Tufts flelds 3!

3. s Alewife Brook Reservation North suitable for a dog park? |

a. Yes—95

b. No-58

€. Blank —35
Comments:

e Abigconcern | have s for the crosswalk to get over to this area. People breeze past it
ALQT and so my concern is accidents if more people are trying to cross over to there.
Not thatit's an insurmountable problem...just a concern.

s Nice , away from public so stench wouldn't bother people.

+  To close to the road

' # | like this space because it's in close walklng distance of my house However, it makes
me slightly anxious to put it here since'it's next to a parkway where cars can go up to
40 mph. The potential for an accident seems really high.

¢ It's a great spot!l Spatially, it's big enough and flat, yet centrally located, which

together help it stand out from the other options. Right by the playground, playing

© fields, basketball courts, pool, and so on. Can take the whole family for an outing, or
anyone who already plays sports there could bring the pup aleng for extra fun! I've
taken my dog up to Dilboy many times, but because there are no fenced in areas she
cari’t run and play. ! think this would be a convenient place for helping the whole
family get outside together. : :
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-# " Close to a park for children. Children stlck their fingers through the fence at
Thorndike, which can be dangerous:
¢ It's too far from the most popular areas of West Somerwlle IfI'm golng there | may -
as well keep going to Arlington, :
e |dont know, but we wouldn't use it {see above)
»  |t's too far from us. Our little dog cannot walk all the way there, then play and then
walk back. ,
» Personally, thisis too far away for me. :
# This area would be great, it allows enough space for dogs to be on their own if _they
~ prefer or to soclalize, and it would be appropriate for many sizes, It also has a bit
more separation from homes [less dlsturbance for residents) and potential trlggers
 for dogs (bikes, runners, etc)
¢ This area is too narrow. MaNy blcychsts and pedestrians use thls area too, and some
places are already very narrow
¢ May be suitable but will not be walking distance for all w Somerwlle residents.
¢ This area Is too narrow. MaNy bicyclists and pedestrians use this area too, and some
places are already very narrow .
»  abit far from the Davis Sq population center. also crossing route 16 is dicey.
¢ Too much car traffic - how would people get there?,
s Thiswould be a great location for me and my pup!
s Same asabove. ' . :
» . This area is presently well suited for recreatlonal use by all residents ofthe uty,
including dog owners, -
+  Too far for most somerville residents.
®  Too close to a major road. '
+  There aren't any dog parks in that area.
‘e I'mnot really familiar with this location,
¢ - |t's kind of far away from transit. _
= Again, too far and the Arlington dog park is nearby,
® Preftyécc@ssable to a large number of people.
*#  See comments above regarding access, size and parking.
~#  Parking and crossing near Dilboy is challenging as well as traffic in that area.
¢ This location is reasonably close to the Thorndike dog park in Arlington.
# Tooclose to the Mystlc River
= There would need to be observation of the terrarn and ber life to see whether a dog
park would be compauble :
s There already is one a little bit to the north. Still to far away fmm Davis sguare.
Owners won't waik this distance.
= 16is too busy with traffic
= easily accessible
¢« Thisisn't very centrally located. If we were going to come out this far we'd g0 to the
~ onethat's just over the line in Cambridge.
¢ Only If parking was added
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s The area is not used as often as it had been in the past. The rebuilding of the North
Street projects will result in heavy construction in the immediate timeframes, '
however there is better traffic control in this area. ' |

» This would be a g'ood location but there is no parking.

» street '

» Ifthereis parking available

= centrally located and close to teele and davis squares

@  Off the side of a busy congested road with tons of traffic and exhaust? Nothisis a

- terrible spot. No one would use this! '

#« This would be suitable for some west Somerviile residents and the people of
Medford.

¢ Again, no parking

» Yes, this actually would be a good space for a dog park. Those who drive can park in
the pool lot. '

" #  Location isn't very convenlent to Somerwlle residents,
s Same as above
» . Too close to playing fields. Those fields are already used as unof'flmal dog runs, |
- worry that a dog park would encourage more dogs on the playing fi fields. Also, during
~ times when the fields are being used by kids, more dogs in the areais nota good
idea. '

° Nc-t sure

z Okav on consetvation land/ next to waterway? Conservation commission may

' d|sagree with use.

¢ Notcentral or walkable from much of West Somervulle

& Notsure, if pedestnans and their dogs would be crossing route 16, that's difficult. On

“the other hand, if this option allowed for a Iarge space, it would be worth the
tradeoff,

s Thisis too far west and would onhr serve a small fraction of Somerville,

e Difficult to park nearby?

e Shouldn't bother anyone

-+ Busy road isolates it from neighborhood
»  "Unsureactually -
How close Is this to Mystic Ave?" :
That location seems wider and doesn't straddle the foot path,
A little far for me personally, but seems like an ckay place.
Closer; but still nat a very central location for most residents.
Good central ocation.
« Goad spot, iots of land, good walking path access, little residential.
¢ pedestrian access across route 16 to get to the dog park needs_to be clear and safe...
Maybe too far west to serve anything west of Teele sq. '
» Given that this area is not near many homes, potential noise is less of an issue. Easily
- accessible by multiple routes on the bike path;

¢ ® @ a4

L]
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*  It's on the very edge of Somerville and therefore, not conventent to most residents of
-Somerville. Arlington’s Thorndike dog park fs within walking distance of this space.
®  [t's notideal (still on the bleeding edge of Somerville} but at least it's at the end of a
major Somerville thoroughfare (Broadway) and just across the street from a lot of
housing. The locatlon would make better sense if Clarendon Towers and Clarendon
~ Hill residents are allowed to have dogs. A dog park could help brlng together pecple
of differant socio-economic backgrounds.
e Dog parks should not be sited near wetland areas.
s Thisis relatively close to the large parkmg lot which would make it an attractive
destination, The nearby playground is underutilized and hypodermic needles have
“been found there so more actwlty in the area would help reduce these activities |
would think, ' :
e 100 farfrom me
*  Sameas above. .
* Looks awfully near a big road, which could be dangerous for a dog that ran off. Or is
this to be a fenced dog park?
e Too close to RTE 16 Traffic. Not safe. _
= This is one of the last remaining green spaces in the 'City; there is no need fora
‘fenced-in dog area here, it would would adversely detract from the natural aspect of
the surroundings as well as further d.exre'lop an already-existing green space.
o "I think this could be an ideal location. There is a park located there but it is not well-
o kept and is a bit outdated and not used often. The baseball field is utilized but the
" parkin general is not from what | have personally noticed.
¢ Being across the street from Clarendon and with the redevelopment of Clarendon in
mind, having a dog park across the street might be appealing to future residents who -
- would have dogs and also glve them their own space where currently it is limited. |
like thls place the best. "

4, s Dilboy' Scuth suitable for a dog park?

a. Yes—104

b. MNo-50

¢. Blank —34
. Comments:.

# Abig concern | have s for the crosswalk to get over to thls area. PeOpIe breeze pastit .
A LOT and so my concern is accidents if more people are trymg to cross over to there.

Not that it's an insurmauntable problem...Just a concern.

# Nice,;away from public so stench wouldh't bother people.

* Toclose to the road .

s | like this space because it's in close walking distance of my house. However, it makeas
me slightly anxicus to put it here since it's next to a parkWay where carscango up to
40 mph. The poetential for an accident seems really high,
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s [t's agreat spot!! Spatiallv, it's big enough and flat, yet centrally located, which
. together help it stand out from the other options. Right by the playground, playing
fields, basketball courts, pool, and so on. Can take the whole family for an outing, or -
) anyche who already plays sports there could bring'the pup along for extra fun! |'ve
taken my dag up to Dilboy many times, but because there are no fenced in areas she .
can’t' run and play. | think this would be a convenient place for helping the whole
family get outside together, -

¢ Close to a park for children. Children stick thelr fmgers through the fence at
Thorndike, which can be dangerous.

+ [t's too far from the most popular areas of West Somerwlle if I'm going there | may
as well keep going to Arlington. :

= | don’t know, but we wouldn’t use it (see above) )

= . It's too far fram us. Our little dog cannot walk all the way there, then play and then
walk back. '

»  Personally, this is too far away for me, :

s This area would be great, it allows enough space for dogs to be on their own if they
prefer or to socialize, and it would be appropriate for many sizes. It also has a bit
mare separatlon from homes {less disturbance for residents) and potentlal triggers
for dogs {bikes, runners, etc)

s This area is too narrow. Ma Ny bicyclists and pedestrians use this area too and some
places are already very narrow .

»  May be suitable but will not be walking distance for a|| W Somerville residents.

s This area is too narrow. MaNy bicyclists and pedestrians use this area too, and some
places are already very narrow :

¢ a bitfar from the Davis Sq populatton center, also crossing route 16 s dicey.

s Too much car traffic - how would people get there?

=  This would be a great location for me and my pup!

« Same as above. ) _

s This area is presently well suited for recreational use by all residents of the ¢city,

' includmg dog awners.

» Too far for most somerville r35|dents

# Too close to a major road.

‘& There aren't any dog parks in that area.

=  I'm not really familiar with this Iocation.

s |t'skind of far away from transit.

» Again, too far and the Arlington dog park i is nearby

» Pretty accessable to a large number of people.

«  See comments above regarding access, size and parking.

e Parking and crossing near Dilboy is challenging as well as traffic in that area.

» This location is reasonably close to the Thorndike dog park in Arllngton

» Too close to the Mystic River '

e There would need to be observation of the terrain and bird life to see whether a dog
park would be compatsble
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& There already is one a little bit to the north. Still to far away from Davis square,
Owners won't walk this distance.
¢ 16is too busy with traffic
= easily accessible
s This isn't very centrally located. If we were going to come out this far we'd go to the
" one that's just over the ||ne in Cambridge.
s  Onlyif parking was added
# The areais not used as often as it had been in the past. The rebundlng of the North
Street projects will result in heavy construction in the immediate timeframes,
however there is better traffic control in this area. '
s This would be a good Igcation but there is no parking
¢ street :
s  Ifthereis parking available
= centrally located and close to teele and davis sguares
& Offthesideofa busy congested road with tons of traffic and exhaust'r’ No thls isa
© - terrible spot. No one would use this!
& This would he suitable for some west Somerville residents and the people of
Medford.
= Again, ho parkmg
e Yes, this actually would be a good space for a dog park. Those who drlve can park in
- the pool lot.
s Location isn't very convenient to Somerwlle re5|dents
¢ Same as above :
¢ Tooclose to playing fields. Those fields are already used as unofficial dog runs, |
worry that a dog park would encourage more dogs on the playing fields. Also, during
times when the fields are being used by kids, more dogs in the area is not a good
idea. '
s Notsure
« (Okayan conservatlon land/ next to waterway? Conservatlon commission ma\,ar
disagree with use.
» Not central or walkable frem much of West Somerwlle
s _ Not sure, if pedestrians and their dogs would be crossmg route 16, that s difficult. On
the other hand, if this option allowed for a large space it would be worth the
tradeoff, :
~#  This is too far west and would only serve a small fraction of Somerville,
= Difficult to park nearby?
& Shouldn't bother anyone _
e Busy road isolates it from neighborhood
e "Unsure actually . .'
‘s How close is this to Mystic Ave?" :
# That location seems wider and doesn't stracldle the fodt path.
« . Alittle far for me personally, but seems like an okay place.
& Closer, but still not a vefy central location for most residents.

. &9
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+  Good central location,

s Good spot, lots of land, good walking path access, [ittle residential.”

# pedestrian access across route 16 to get to the dog park needs to be clear and safe..,
Mavybe too far west to serve anything west of Teele sg.

# Given that this area is not near many homes, potential noise is less of an issue. Easily”
accessible by multiple routes on the bike path.

s |t's on the very edge of Somerville and therefore, not convenient to most residents of
Somerville. Arlington’s Thorndike dog park is within walking distance of this space.

» It's not ideal (still on the bleeding edgeé of Somerville) but at least it's at the end of a
major Somerville thoroughfare [Broédway) and just across the street from a lot of
housing. The location would make better sense if Clarendon Towers and Clarendon
Hill residents are allowed to have dogs. A dog park could help bring together people
of different socio-economic kackgrounds.

& Dog parks should not be sited near wetland areas.

+ Thisis relatively close to the large parking lot which would make it an attractive
destination. The nearby playground is underutilized and hypodermic needles have
been found there so more activity in the area would help reduce these activities |
would think. :

» too far from me

= Same as above, :

s Looks awfully near a hig road, which could be dangerous for a dog that ran off Oris
this to be a fenced dog park?

»  Too close to RTE 16 Traffic. Not safe. o

e  This is one of the last remaining green spaces in the City; there is no need for a
fenced-in dog area here, it would would adversely detract from the natural aspect of
the surroundings as well as further develop an already-existing green space.,

s "I think this could be an ideal location. There is a park located there but it is not well-
kept and is a bit cutdated and not used often. The baseball field is utilized but the '
park in general is not from what | have personally noticed. - )

s Being across the street from Clarendon and with the redevelopm ent of Clarendon in
mind, having a dog park across the street might be appealing to future residents who
would have dogs and also give them their own space whete currently it is limited. |
I|ke this place the best. "

-5, Isthe Comm unity Path (Davis Square to WI“OW Street) suitable for a dog park?

a. Yes—103

b. No-67

¢. Blank —18
Comments.:

¢ Seems too small and on a hill. :
» This would be an awesome location for a dog parkll But is there enough space?
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s Too hilly.

s | ltke that this areais accessible and not too close to busy streets.

« Nowayl Far too small and steep, Not conducive for safe playing.

& Thisis not fdeal. It Is a 30 minute walk from Ward 7.

¢ Should be further west -

¢ We would use this space - .

#+  Yesll Super conveniently located for us. [t may need to be long though to have
enough space. :

e Thereis not enough room here, Commuter traffic is too high,

¢ People treat the whole bike path like an off leash dog park already. Having one will
only encourage it with the idea that it's allowed some places, \

# Pecause we need a park to get the dogs off of the bike path S0 they don’t get hit by

. the bikers

& Onlyforsmallerdogs

*  Much too congested

»  This seems more accessiblg without the need to drive.and has access by the T. Would
recommend this location to mcrease access for all.

& Much toc congested _ _ .

+ There are so many dogs on the path so this would be an ideal spot. Plus it would be .
great to be off the path because of the bikers!

s Much needed in this area.

e This is a great spot because there are Iots of dogs on the bike path and the maxwell
green private park is too small.

» much better location near Davis sq and more dog owners.

¢ Many dogs walk the path, a park on the path gives them a safe public place to play. _

s  Anywhere along the path would be convenient for lots of people and provide safety
for people using the path by having people around. )

¢ Anywhere along the path would be convenient for lots of people and provide safety
for people using the path by having people around, '

¢ Fasily accessible by pedestrians and won't be disruptive to another park. Parking
available in Davis Square if needed,

e [t would be great to have a park here, but | suspect it's not enough room?

s Centrally located and linear nature works well as in Zero Washington,

s This is not West Somerville

# 100 busy with kids and bikes

+ This would be the best place to put a dog park, because | see a Iot of people with
dogs in Davis. It's also easily accessible by public transportation and could bring mors
business to Davis Square businesses. _

e Not enough room for a dog park, and too much pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

¢ Soundsgood -

e This would certalnly be the most convenient for dog cwners, as it is where many
already walk their dogs. | imagine neighbors wouldn’t welcome it, though. It's a
_shame because it’s really the ideal spot. '

. _ il
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« | would love a park on the community path, as long as it is adequately sized! Lots of

people already walk their dogs aleng the community path, so it would be a highly
_ accessible spot. | don't think the space pictured would be large enough.

s . This would be a fabulous location; lots of dags travel this route now.

+ Yes pleasel There are so many dogs walking this pat_h already that it would be the
perfect stop along the route, and it’s accessible by T!

* Given the pedestrian traffic, including parents with chlldren, I don't think it makes
good sense to intersperse that with dogs whoe want to chase each other and have .
fun,

« | think the community path is a bad choice for a dog park. It is a very busy area with
lots of walkers and cyclists. We don‘t need any maore offnléash_dogs in this area. -

s |t’s g great location but is there really enough space? I'd need to know more

s No parking '

¢  toosmall

»  Convenient location a lot of pet owrers can walk safely to.

s  This would be a great, central location between Alewife and Union

« This place would be perfect! It's close to transit, and dog walkers could bike down the
path! . '

s This would be a great location.

# This would be the best optionl

»  This would be ideal as itis convenient for dog owners in the Davis and Porter Square
area to walk to. It is long enough and wide enough for a good size park.

» Various'spots on the Community Path were previously considered and ruled out
because of limited available space, dense foot traffic and parklng/acce55|b|llty iSSUes.

# Too small and congested ' -

» Way too much foot traffic, which can cause a ot of anxiety for dogs in the park Also,
it would limit access to this part of the bike path for dogs whao can't comfertably pass
other groups of dogs. | work with several pups who are fine walking by one dog at a
time, but who will become extremely agitated when walking by a full dog park. A
park on this part of the hike path would definitely limit my ability to use the bike path
to walk into Davis with my own dogs, and | know that would be the case for several '
of my dog walking clients as well. _ '

» [f you could get a big enough space this location would be ideal. So many dog owners
walk their dogs on the bike path. | believe a place just for dogs would also i |mprove
the environment far walkers and bikers.

¢  On the Path is nice, but the space seems pretty narrow. Cther areas on the path are
larger. ) _

s Just fence the entire area rather than fencing off a part of the land.

* This is the best place for.a dog park

¢ [tappearsto be avery busy place and there would only be room for asmall enclosed
area. It is not in West Somerville.

¢« Loveit. .

»  no parking options, not easy to access
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‘s Unlike the Verizon slte this area is toe residential to have a dog park.

s The Com munity Path would provide better access 1o a larger part of Somerville,

o To congested with human traffic and residents. Would probably be disruptive for
local residents. Parking would alsa be an issue.

« it's already very crowded there and the bike path is already in h|gh use by dogs.

¢ "The community path Is actively used by walkers {of dogs too) and cyclists Why carve
out a piece of this.

¢ easily accessible

s The land is too steep

= This would be a fantastic place for a dog park, as there already are many dogs that
take walks on this path and it is not a pleasant area visually so it would not detract
from the path experience. With the extension of the path with the green line changes -

-this is the best decision for a long term plan. ' : o

e Toocloseto non dogs(people) who dent want to smell dog poop and too congested
to handle even more activity '

« This would be good but the space isn't as big as the Verizon site.

¢ Where will people park?? :

#  Dog parks stink! Pfease don’ t do that to the people who use that path and live there.

s - With some fencing so dogs don't get in the way of bikes, this is a good location that is
available to a lot of pecple. : _

&  Again, narrow but long could work, would need to be graded. Very convenient for
many west Somerville desidents to get to, - '

#  Way too small and heavy foot traffic. | regularly walk my dog on the path between
Lowell and Davis and this particular stretch is s'uper busy before and after work
(prime dog walking time teo). Drawing more dogs to this area is a bad.idea. AJso way
too many residences, the dog parks can be loud with barking

=  They'll end up loose on the path

» Too sloped. -

e  Very narrow and close to a lot of traffic

~#  "Tonarrow... smell from path will be tough on very nearby residents; | AM ON IT-
EVERY DAY |

2 By the way.. Corfection rieeded it s Willow AVENUE not St.1"

2 This would be great! So many dogs here anyways

» This would be an ideal place for a.dog park, primarily becausa so many dog oWners
make use of the community path for walking their dogs.

= Excellent option—many people already access the community path for dog walking,
50 it's a no-brainer choice. - _ .

= The community path is heavily used by bicycle riders and many dogs have deﬁcuIty
interacting with people on bicycles - there's a risk of collisions,

% This aréais too small for a dog' park and is located on a hill that gets muddy.

#  Would LOVE to have one here. It is easy to get to for 50 many peopie

# - |s there nearby parking? - ' '
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¢ That stretch of path is already a bit congésted and suffers from poor drainage. Uniess
these issues are sp'lved for, | don't see it being a good location.

# - This area is already too congested. If anything, we need a wider path here for the
volume of people walking, jo'gging, biking and skating this route. This is also quite
“closé to apartments which could create noise conflicts. '

» | don't want more dogs on the community path-

s embedded in residential neighborhood

s Thisis an area already used by dogs on leash and would enhance thiS space.

»  Not sure the hill is suitable. Could it be leveled? _

¢ | don'i think having a dog park on the Community Path at any polnt is a goad idea.
Though it would-be convenient for dog owners, | can see the space easily becommg
too congested. :

¢ Absolutely not!! People already let their dogs run without leashes on the path
creating hazards for bicyclists and also for those like me who do not want people’s

~ unleashed dogs approaching me. This path is for humans!!

¢ Good central location with easy accessibility from the path.

s "But would probably need to be small, and may be difficult to get to for those truly in
the West part of the city.

¢  Fartoo much foot and bike traffic-dogs would cause considerable danger to
themselves and to the thousands of regular users. '

& The foot and dog traffic is too high.it would be overwhelmmg

¢ Too near lots of houses.... the barking will bother people. Also too small

¢ This option is far more pedestrian friendly than the ones across Alew:fe brock pkway,
and more centrally located|

e Theareais pretty small.

¢ The areais already busy with pedestrians and cyclists.

s This is more central to people whe live in West Somerville, However, itis a bit small.

a - |like the placement on the Community Path because the Path"is a somewhat isolated

" thru-area and could benefit from having a section that's a destination. In addition,
families with young children could go there to see the dogs while also being
surrounded by greenery and removed from traffic danger. The location is also very
much in West Somerville.

s Far too small for a dog park. _

e Great spot, lots of dogs walk on this path and would be good to have an off-leash dog
park for them to run around instead of being off-leash and getting in the way of
runners/cyclists.

s Thisis a good central location and would hopefully keep people from bringing dogs
to Hodgkins Park. ‘

# This’s a good location for me

s "Somerville central. Already used as a de facto dog park.

»  Must be fully enclosed.” _ _
e yes this would be great] And would allow for a nice walk along the path to get there.
¢ Good idea due to the fact that patrons and dogs can have safe access,
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-]

The Community Path is already over-developed as it is; there is no need for a fenced

. in dog-area which would mean development and further removing trees and

lessening green space. . _ :
Although this would be very convenient, there are alot of off-teash dogs in this area
despite the rules and | suspect it might cause some issues.

&. [sthe Community Path {Willow Street to Cedar Street) suitable for a Jog park?

a. Yes-112
b. No-62
c. Blank ~14

Comments:

# his area is already well utilized and turning it into a dog park would probably raise a
1ot of concerns amongst the non-dog people In the area (NOTE: | live a block from
here and have a dog). '

#. Nice, easily accessible. Not sure if the stench would bother neighbors though.

e 1like that this area is accessible and not too close to busy streets.

» teould imagine this being an “off-eash zone” someday, but not as THE west
Somerville dog-park. It's looks vergi small, Also, geographically, | think it’s a stretch to
call this West Somerville. | think of Wards 7 and 6 as being West, and this seems like
it might be Ward 5 or.vérv close to it. Again, every small space the city can provide
for our dogs to play is welcomed, bt this one would not be high priority,

= This is not ideal. It is'a 30 minute walk from Ward 7.

¢« Yes!| Super conveniently located for us, -

¢ Thisspaceis aIr'F.'*an:i‘yr heavily used by pedestrians and bikers and kids. Not'enough
space. '

Anything on the path works

= Only for smaller dogs.

»  Much too congested already :

®  This seems more accessible without the need to drive and has access by the T. Would
recommend this location to increase access for all.

#  Much top congested already .

s There are so many dogs on the path so this would be an ideat spot Plus it would be
great to be off the path because of the bikers!

» thisis a goed location too! '

= Many dogs walk the path, a park'on the path gives them a safe public place to play.

= Easily accessible by pedestrians, parking available on street

»  There's more space here and perhaps far enough away from the houses that people

~ won't complain?

&  Same as above.

« Thisis not West Somerville

. Why not?
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a | would love a park on the community path, as long as it is adequately sized! Lots of
people already walk their dogs along the community path, so it would be a highly
accessible spot. This spot seems to have a little more room than the other proposed
Ior:atlon but still seems too small, )

= This would be a fabulous location; lots of dogs trével this route now.

¢ Yesyes yes! There are so many dogs walking this path already that it would be the
perfect stop along the route, and it’s accessible byTl Thisis also in a more central
Somerville location which is great., '

s Same reason as for last example. :

» | think the cammunity path is a bad choice for'a dog park. itisa very busy area W|th
lots of walkers and cyclists. We don’t nead any mare off-leash dogs in this area.

» Same as before. Space issue

s  too small and teo many bikes and kids .

¢ Convenient location a lot of pet owners can walk safely to.

s Again - a bit too far, but better than Alewife.

s Accessible to walkers rather than requiring everyone to drive there

»  Seeresponse re Community Path locations. In addition, there’s 2 children's
playground nearby and residents have pre\nousl\ar abjected to a dog park being too
close to that. There arealso ﬂoodmg issues in several locations along this portion of
the Community Path, and the soil has tested positive for arsenic, which would
provide a potential health hazard to the dogs. Lastly, this section of the Community .
‘Path cuts through a densely populated area and noise levels might be objectionable
to nearby residents.

& Too small and congested _ : .

# limit access to this part of the bike path for dogs who can't comfortably pass other

‘groups of dogs. | work with several pups who are fine walking by one dog at a time,
but who will become extremely agitated when walking by a fuill dog park. A park on -
this part of the bike path would definitely limit rﬁy ability to use the bike path to walk

" into Davis with my own dogs, and | know that would be the case for several of my
dog walking clients as well. '

s . Same reasons as listed for previous park. Very family community area. Would be
great to have a park for dogs.

= |'m not sure where exactly this is. Abutting Lexington Park might work well

s very busy location with children, bikes, and many leashed dogs

« no parking, not easy to access unless walking -

e Unlike the Verizon site this area is too residential to have a dog park.

= Same response as above - better access for a broader section of Somerville.

» To gongested with human traffic, would be disruptive to home owners and there is
no parking.

s This would alse a fantastic place for a dog park, as there already are many dogs that
take walks on this path. With the extension of the path with the green line cha nges
this is the best decision for a long term plan.

¢ This would be good but the space is not as big as the Verizon site.
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¢ See above. That area is too dense. .

s - With some fencing so dogs don't get in the w'ay of bikes, this is a good focation that is
available to a lot of people.

s Good use for that space. Marley be a little small.

@ Same reason as above. Please, no dog parks along the path!

»  Samecomments as Davis to Willow AVENUE

e This would be great! 5o many dogs here anyways :

.#  This would be an ideal place for a dog park, primarily because so many dog owners
make use of the community path for walking their dogs.

e Excellent option—many peogle already access the community path for dog walklng,
so it's a no-brainer choice. : _

» This is a central and flat location within west Somerville that is easily accessible via
the bike path and Cedar St. However, | think this area of the bike path is pretty with
grass and would not want that greén—s_pace to be removed., S0 much of the bike path

~ does not have grass due to shade and foot traffic that the places that do should be
: preserved '

e also Would LOVE to have one here, Itis easy to get to for so many people

s s there nearby parking?

¢ This area is already too congested for the volume of people walking, j jogglng, biking
and skating this route. If anything, we need a wider trail here.

_» | don't want more dogs clogging up the com mumty path

s embedded in neighborhood

e This is also an area already used by dogs on leash and would enhance this space,

s Seems more level. _ :

® | don't think having a dog park on the Community Path at any point is a good idea. -
Though it would be convement for dog owners, | can see the space easdy becoming

. too congested.

s Good central Iocatlon with easy accessrblhtv from the path

-+ 3ame as above.

« Seems more manageable than the closer-to-Davis stretch

# Too near lots of houses ... the barking will bother people. Also too smaill.

¢  This option is far more pedestrian friendly than the ones across Alewife brook pkway,

~and more centrally located! '

+  Same as above--too much else go]ng-cn in a small space.

e This area would be bettersuited to a dog park, it could be a long run and Is currently
used by dog owners now anyway. ‘ :

= Same reasons as for between Davis and Wlllow although it's getting a blt Fast for
Waest Somerville residents.

e The bike path should be turned mto a fully fu nctlomng park for the people of
Somerville. :

Similar comment to above regardmg a dog park on/near the. communlty path-lots of
dogs walk on this path and would be good to have an off-leash dog park for them to
run around instead of being off-leash and getting in the way of runners/cyclists.
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s this is a good location for me

e Not West Somerville,

@ y.es this would be great! And would allow for a nice walk along the path to get there.

¢ The Community Pathi is already over-developed as it is; there is no need for a fenced
in dog-area which would mean devel_dpment and further removing trees and
lessening green space. .

7. lsthe Verizon Site (110 Willow Avenue) suitable for a dog park?

a. Yes—125

b. No—41

¢. Blank —22
Comrents:

s  This space seems underutilizéd and a dog park would be a great addition here.

s Best choice: abandoned factory means no complaints from neighbors, lots of unused
room, easy access. . C

# 1like that this area is acce55|b1e and not too close to busy streets.

*  Atleast not as currently constituted. It's certainly big and flat and centrally located,
but would need major renovation to become a safe, attractive park space. Another
consideration is i imagine this land could somecday go toward many other purposés,
being adjacent to a large lot in a very valuable part of Somerville, whereas most of
the others are already green spaces or next to parks. Also, gecgraphically, | think it's
a streteh to call this West Somerville. | think of Wards 7 and 6 as being West, and this
seems like It might be Ward 5 or very dose to it

e Thisis not ideal. It is a 30 minute walk from Ward 7.

= Yes!| Super conveniently located for us, and has a lot of space, but is it

-~ contaminated? . :

= This would be my preferred location. It's not being utilized in any other way at this
time.

s Aslong as there are no contaminants :

s This area would be great, it allows enough space for dogs to be on their own if they
prefer or to socialize, and it would be appropriate for many sizes. it also has-a bit
moare sgparation from homes {less disturbance for remdents) and potentlal triggers
for dogs {kikes, runners, etc) ’

s  Sidewalks by this site are already overgrown. If sidewalks were mamtalned this could
be a good site

e This seems more accessible without the need to drive and has access by the T. Would

' recommend this location to increase access for all.

s Sidewalks by this site are already overgrown. If sidewalks were maintained, th|s could
be a good slte.

e There are so many dogs on the path so this would be an ideal spot. Plus it would be
great to be off the path because of the bikers!
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»  This would be the best spot! Big space, close to the bike pat-h but not so close that it
would disrupt the regular commuters on bikés and walking. :

» Yes! considering this area is an eyesore as Is, this seems like a good place!

« - Many dogs walk the path, a park on the path gives them a safe public place to play.

e Only if the cement was covered with a more suitable ground cover for dogs and the

' are was cleaned up. .

¢ This would be great as it's a quiet area and not currently being used for much.

= - Added feature to above two is the isolation from neighboring residents and runners
on the bike path.

= This is not West Somerville

s Ugly and small ' ,

¢ this areais poorly utilized and would be a'great and easy place to install a small park

¢ It's close to the community path. Lots of people already walk their dogs along the
community path 50 it would be a highly accessible spot. This site seems like it coutd
hold a much larger dog park than directly along the community path.

e This would be a fabulous location; lots of dogs travel this route now.

# Yesi Thisis rfgh't off of the communjity path but seems to have much more space fora
dog park that’s bigger than just a smail rectangle, which is sorely needed in
Somerville.

= Very little grass and lots of stones.

s Thisis a large site in a prime location. | think a much more amb|t|ous use should be
found for this site.

s - | don't know this space

s “too dark and scary

s Notin its current, creepy, unsafe- Iookmg condition.

L ‘Thls would be a great option. :

¢ not familiar with that location

s  This could be an ideal location for a dog park, as it prowdes the opportunity for
parking, is located behind a block of businesses and has proximity to the Community
Path, making it a convenient location for owners on feot to useit. '

s . This seems like a wasteland so it-would be great to convert to something usefulll

# This is a nice spot because it's easy to get to, but still somewhat-secluded.

+  Absolutely! | often take my dog there and let him run around. Seems such a shame to
not utilize this space. Could also possibly increase attention to the litter that goes
unattended right in front of the building. Seems this area is neglected.

# -. This would be a great spaot, it's large enough and nght on the Path:

&  There’s so much dead space there -

& |f enough space Is used and well desugned |t would be excellent though probabiy not
exactly in West Som -

& parking/easy access

s  Of all the sites | feel like this is the most centrally located and many people already
use the bike path to walk dogs-- having an extra off leash area seems great. Every
time we go by this site I'm shocked that there is unused land in such a desirable area.
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| also love how shaded it is in this photo. That is ideal for a dog park {and completely
- Unlike Nutziano and the long narrow park in-East Somerville which have no shade).

»  What type of clean up would be necessary at this site? Could be cost prohibitive.

® This would be a fantastic location providing the parking lotwouldd be open to park
users.

# If there is off street parking made.

» . This would be a good spot since 1t is secluded and would not bother home owners
nearby. Overall this would be a good spot - on the path would be better but thisis a
close second. -

@ This would beideal as itis conveniently located on the bike path, is already enclosed,
and is a great size. Itis directly between other dog parks that are each about 1.5
miles from here and would be easy to find and use mthout inconveniencing anyone.

s See above. Too dense. :

s Barren land elreadyljust add a fence But | wouldn't call this West Somerwlle

¢  Yesl What is this space used for otherwise currently, cther than to be creepy.

¢ Sameas above If the city has the opportunity to use this Verizon space, there are
better commumty uses

s Ifit’s safe for the dogs. Locks a little questionable but not bad

"« Seems greatreuse.:

¢ under utilized, unsightly space that is centrally located.

¢ Parking for site will be a problem; Charge for anylnon-SemerviIIe folks

s This is the best location! Centrally located, big enough to hold a lot of dogs

¢ This would be an ideal place for a dog park, primarily because so many dog owners
make use of the community path for walking their dogs. This location, espemaliy,
would be a great re-use of a currently inactive eyesore.

# The proximity to the community path makes this a good site. If | am remembermg
correctly, it's a big site, which would be great for our dogs living in small apartments.

'+ [used to take my dog here and have always thought it should be a dog park. It is
under-utilized land right next to the bike path and has been an eyesore for a long
time, It is far from houses in most directions so noise would be less of an Tssue than
the other proposed sites. Finally, it is large, and could accommodate both large and
small dogs. | whole-heartedly support making this land a dog park.

e also- Would LOVE to have one here. Itis easy to get to for so many people

¢ (Qreatsite.

® Would really rather see a general open space here by this beautiful old building. This

" a prime large park potential location. Having & dog park adjacent to the bike path '
could also generate higher volumes of dogs on an already narrow bike path. -

»  Anything is better than the eyesore of this site today

» don'tknowthissite

» This area needs help already!|l

¢ This seems the most suitable as it is not against a pedestrian path,

e | think this would be a great space! It's easily accessible from the community path but

-~ still a bit more private than right on the path. - '
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+ Goodcentral location with easy accessibility from the path.
= Asyou can see, I'm in Tavor of ANY sitel
# This seems perfect! Close to the bike path but big enough not to overwhelm the bike
path!
s Not good access from any-walking paths
= Conceins about whether there is environmental mitigation this site might need?
s Unfamiliar with site.
¢ This would be ideall Large, central within West Somerville and farge:
»  Great big area, just off the Community Path. Can still be a destination for dog owners
and visiting famiiles using the streets or Path,
e ltis currently privately held.
» This would be the best spot- easy access from the path from evervone who walks
their dog on the path, while also not taking away any of the area from the path.
=  this is a good location for me '
e Same as above, .
s+ Wellit certainly Iooks like thls is a waste of space othermse so seems like a great
candidate, _
s . Sure; this area is alrgady develaped and is currentiv a paved-over eyesore so it
wouldn't be intrusive nor ruin the a‘lready-existihg scarce City green space.nts:

‘8. Is Balley Park {Belmont Street and Lowell Street near Summer Street) suitable for a dog park’-’

a. Yes—80

b. No-68

c. Blank —40
.Comments:

2 Seems too small. _
s | i:hink_this would be an AWESOME spot fora dog park!l Beautiful and not teoo
' pedestrian heawvy. |
= Seems to be too hilly, too close to houses.
&  Looks like a very suitable location, but again, is this really West Somervllle? It 5.
squarely in Spring Hill, and isn‘t far from Semerville Ave/Cambridge.
@ Thisis not ideal. It isa 35+ minute walk from Ward 7.
s further west!
# Toofar.
s~ Personally, this is too far away for me.
¢ "52 Porter Street '
»  Unit #1" .
= No because that's where | hung around when | was a kid
# This area would be great, it allows enough space for dogs to be on their own if they
prefer-or to sociaiize, and it would be appropriate for many sizes.
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¢ No. Oneof the few nice, grassy sites in Somerville. Don tturn itinto a stinky dog -
park, '
e Potentially - still a blt too far from public transport :
% No. One of the few nice, grassy sites in Somerville. Don t turn it into a stinky dog

park.
+ "98 Highland Read
« Unit1"

s not central enough

»  yes, but it does not answer the need fora park in WEST sometville,

« This area is close, but not necessarily close enough to the park in union square, so it'd
be nice to have one that didn't involve driving to the dog park.

s The neighbors would complain.

« | wouldn't recommend having a dog park thatclose to a remdence

s |t's nice to have the green space there. '

+ Too small. Dog park would take up too much space.

= This is not West Somerville.

“e small -

a | think tHere are too many abutters close by

¥ - Yes, ifa large portion of the park were to be fenced in. Many people already bring
their dogs to this park (Ieashed].

»  I'm not really familiar with this location.

s - | think this would be great for space purposes, but it might be too close to Nunziato
for the people living way out in west Somerville, But | live near Porter 50 | deflnltely
would love this! '

o 11 CRESCENTST

» | think once you get into r95|dent1a| areas you take the risk of making it accessible to
just the people in the neighborhood as there are few parking options

% This is too close to the dog park on Summer 5t. '

¢ 128 Cedar Street

s Too far away for many pecple to get to easily. F’eople in that location aren't that far

~ from the Union Sq. Dog Park .

s My only concerns here are that its in a primarily residential area. And | wonder if it

. makes sense, given its size, 1o chop it up for human/dog use.

» 54 Meacham Road

s Anice place te go and sit now but not fenced in.

e .Thisis getting pretty close to the Nunziato dog park.

» nice shade.... is it large enough for enclosed space?

¢« Too far from Davis.

¢ parking?

s 1 know it's silly but it's apain to walk up and down the hill of Lowell Street. Park is
also extremely limited and it's too residential.

s |s this site considered West Somervflle, guite the imagination.

e Would be disruptive to local home owners and wauld cause a parking issue.
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e "26 Simpson Avenue

e aptl"

# "Thereis already a dog park right near by - that far south is not helpful for a dog park
location. Nunziato Field and Dog Park is the name.,

¢ This is relatively close to nunziato do not as convenient to those without easy access
to a dog park.

¢ No. Too dense

« This is not West Somerville if that who were trying to add access for.

e Looks pretty open. Like it

# Too close to residences.

* Too sloped, not really west Somerville.

- #  12-5ummit 5t .

« "toosmall an area, and to close to nearb_y homes..

# An attractive nuisance.'

s (K, but that's getting closer to Nunziato.

+ This park is under-utilized and not well maintained. It is essentially a dog park
already, just without a fance. I support having all or part of this park be a dog park for.
the Spring Hill community. Ideally this would supplement.a dog park at the Verlzon
location near Davis Square,

e This park seems starved for programming.

4 5 Windsor Rd

= don't know this site

¢ |'d be pretty ticked if my house was right there. Dog. parks are Ioud and can be pretty
stmkvm summer. _

¢ | would prefer for unused spaces to be transformed into dog parks rather than
"taking" spaces that are currently designated for people,

¢ Only 0.7 miles from Nunziato dog park. ' _ :

+ " LOVE this idea, as this park gets very little use besides dog walking already.
Although this is technically central Somerville, it's my tap pick.

¢ This is a terrific gréen space where my dogs always want to run around! .

¢ Too near lots of houses ... the barking will bother people. Also too small.

e Too far east to serve folks west of Davis. Folks in this walkshed can already walk to
Nunziato.

= "This park is getting close to Union 5q¢ so isn’t much help to re&dents Davis 5q and
westward. :

& This parkis small and abuts numerous residential buildings. Note that the abutting
high-rise former nursfng school is being developed into about 25 condos, which
would raise to at least 75 the number of neighbors affected by the amount of noise,

. chaos, and parking a dog park would bring. -

e Looks Iike it would be a nice dog park, but geographically it feels like it’s not central

within West Somerville and closer 1o other existing dog parks.
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« Bailey is a pretty little park near two crazy-active playgrounds. It would be a shame to
cut it up or eliminate it for a dog park when there are better op'tions on the
Community Path. :

"+ [ have a feeling neighbars would object to the use though due to noise.

+ noidea where this is '

=  Not West Somerville, :

s Isthis otherwise Just an empty bit of grass? Then ves, looks like wasted space

~ otherwise, time for dog park. i .

= Nice space however, neighbors may not approve of increase noise and parklng

Enfercement of dog rules for parks in Somerville lack consistency.

¢ This areais already over-developed as it is; thereis no need for a fenced in dog-area
which would mean development and further removing trees and lessening green
space of this small plot of natural land.

9. |sthe Fire Station (Somerville Avenue and Lowell Street) smtable for a dog park?

a. Yes—84
h. No-61
¢c. Blank —43

- Comments:

= YESIII A dog park here would be amazing!!

e Tog hilly.

»  Don't like the steep slope, proximity to Somervllle Ave, or distance from West
- Somerville,

=  This is notideal. Itisa 40 minute walk from Wa‘rd 7.

#  WestL.., '

* Too far.

# This looks like a good location too - relatively c1ear of a Iot of homes.

s Very busy area and also the fire station is a lovely area. Plus the dogs and owners
coming in and out would create a hazard in front of ththe fire station blocking access.
in emergencias at some point.

# Too close to the former 655 Lounge

¢  Not much parking nearby if it is the location | am thinking of

& Too far from public transport.

s Not much parking nearby If it [s the location | am thinking of

# not WEST somerville.

# This areais close, but not necessartly close enough to the park in union square, soit'd
be nice to have one that didn't involve driving to the dog park.

e Notin West Somerville! ' '

# Slope of hili too steep.

e Thisis not West Somerville,
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& [ mean, you may as well be in Unlon Sguare at this peint.

= Toofar -

e [tdoesn't seem flat encugh for safe running around. - _

# |'m not really familiar with this location.

* | think this would be great for space puiposes, but it might be too close to Nunziato
for the people living way out |n west Somerville, But | live near Porter so | definitely

- would love this!

. # | dont know this space _

& This is too close to the dog park on Summer St.

s Suitzble place, but close @nough to Union, where there are 2 dog parks. It would be
great to have apark somewhere closer to the west end of the city

e Too far for many .

s If the fire station remains in that location, the loud noises from the station alarms
and firetrucks would be scary for many dogs. Adequate parkihg would have to be
av'aifable, as well

#  Don't know .

»  Alot of street noise and traffic, which can be hard for a lot of dogs.

» | do not think the area is big enough. Busy on the Ave, Best to keep a park tucked
away on a side st | think. e :

® Interaction with the fire station might be a nice feature of this location, but it's also

. pretty close to' Nunziato.

s |am not familiar with this location :

»  Space is better suited for open space or park Not for dc:-gs

. #  access _ -

.+ Thisis also centrallv located and seems to have more space between where the pa'rk
would be and the surrounding houses. It is. alsoa busy area so the added popularity
would be easier to absorb.

= Since when s this considered West Somarville .

s To residention. Would be disruptive. Also close to nunziato, Would like to'see the
parks spread out a littte more, .

¢ dogs may be scared of trefﬂc/tram and 5|ren noise

s Too steep :

= Thisis not really west in somerville - this community already has access to dog parks
nearby in Cambridge. Won't help the issue. '

s What is definition if west somerville?

# This space is not ver\,r b!g and is relatively close to nunziato.

@ NO' :

e Again, not West Somerville, though.

s |f graded, could be okay

# Maybe. Not yes or no, but better than Bailey.

# This space is back there??? Open this up!

s Too sloped, not really west Somerville

¢« Toosmall an area :
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» This location apprears to offer challenges with landscaping for an outdoor space
sultable for dogs to enjoy.

a2 Good as long as the permitted street parking is decent.

= | would support a clog park here as long as there is not a-clear cut of the trees The
small urban forest at this location is rare in the aty | live close by and have observed
that the trees are popular with birds. | would not support any proposal that would
remove the trees. -

& Dogs and fire stations seem to like each bther S,

& | don't know this area well, but It locks great!

»  Again great because it is not near pedestrian path and no against resndent housing.
The hill could be challenging though.

+  Alittle far for me personally, but seems like an okay place.

s Absolutely notlt this should be turned into open space for humans not dogs!!!

2 -Only 0.8 miles from Nunziate park.

s  Easy parking access.

s Too busy/noisy/car fumes

s Too near lots of houses ... the barking will bother peaple. Also too small

+ Too far east to serve folks west of Davis. Folks in this watkshed can already walk to
Nunziato.

- = [t's a bit further East than might be helpful but the fire f‘ghters ara often dog folks
' themselves, so I'm sure would welcome the park:

+ Drawback is thatit is steep. This parcel is also close to residences but it's large
enough so that the dog area might be able to be mtuated far enough away from
them.. |

# Looks like it, but agam not central W|thm West Somerville. :

s It's fine as a location In general {if the fire station is remaved?), but it's way too far

" from West Somerviile. It's closer to Nunziato Field than it is to Davis Square.

& Ifthis siteis to be developed as open space,_park land, it is simply too good of a site
to lock up as a dog park. '

& Thisisn't West Somerville. Unless parking can be provided | don't think people would
journey this far to bring their dogs. _ '

+ its ok but far from me. You don't make it easy to sea where these would be- you

- should put a map in this survey '

» = Not West Somerville.

» | have no idea where this is.

s Great space due to the fact little else around it.

10. Is Dickerman Playground {Craigie Street and Kimball Street) sultable for a dog park?

a. Yes—62
b. No-85
c. Blank —41
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Comments:

Seems too small and would be taking part of a playground.
This would be GREAT!!
Doesn't seem to have enough space.
Yes, but not a high preference. Very small and in Spring Hill, which | don’t really think
of as West Somerville. ,
.. # Thisis not ideal. It is a 40 minute walk from Ward 7.
*  Too far. o
= Personally, this is too far away for me.
+  Already heavy use by kids.
» This park might work but it’s not centrally located
- » Toonice to turn into a dog park
« Too far from public transport.
+ Too nice to turn into a dog park
¢ not west somerville, and It is nice as it [s.
®  Not in West Somerville, Neighbors would complain. -
s | wouldn't recommend having a dog park that close to a residence.
¢  Park too small.
#  This is not West Somerville
* do not remave a playground
»  There's already a playground forkids there. | don't think we should take it away.

% & o

@

= {oofar _ _ .

s alot of children are afraid of dogs and people may abuse the area and let dog off

" leash is non designated areca :

s Doesn't seem to he enough space,

+  I'mnot reaily familiar with this location.

2 | love it because ! live by porter and it's perfect distance-wisel

= Again, in a neighborhood it tends to become for just the neighberhood

# This is too close to the dog park on Summer 5t ' :

_ = Suitable place, but close enough to Unlon where there are 2 dog parks. ftwould be
great to have a park somewhere closer to the west end of the city

. Might bother neighboring homes?? .

e if the goal is to make that a space shared by kids and dogs [W|th some division}, many
parents will object to the proximity of kids to the dogs. That situation exists tc some
degree at Nunziato, by the fence line dividing the Athletic Field from the dog park
and owners/walkers as well as those supervising kids on the other side must be
keenly aware at all times of the behavior of both. _

&  Again, | won't say no to any possible dog park, but converting a playground into a’
space for dogs does not seem rlght and mlght cause tension with the neighborhood.

¢ Too close to playground, not safe.

¢~ Seems like the playground is a place where children like to go. | have seen lots of
familiez use the park.May not be fair to take that space away,
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e Alsb close to Nunziato.

= looks lovely.... large enough? fenced area?

# Too far from Davis but one is needed in this area too.

®  access '

« Thisis a nice field area for k|ds that is never taken up by sport practices.

¢ Tooclose fo the playground

s Certainly not West Somervilie.

s This park Jooks newly renovatad foryoung kids. 1) it would take away from those k]ds
and 2} not all dogs are good with kids which will present a problem.

& this area is great for dogs and might be mixed use. dogs from am-2pm and 6pm-
9pm, similar to cambridge rules. '

¢ This s not really west in somerville -this community already has access to dog parks.
Won't help.

= This is relatively close ta-nunziato.
¢ Nol Leave it for the kids . :
s | think some kids are afraid of dogs, or don’t know how to interact with them, Is there
_experience of dog parks coupled with kids areas? Does it work out ok? | just have an
image of a little kid opening the gate and Iettmg all the degs out. Sensing opportune
time for song reference... Hmm..
& Please do NOT turn playground/kid park space into dog park spacel Ifthat space
needs to be better designed forkid use, let’s do that. But we have such limited space
for kids now, and giving up any of it is too muchl Especially since so much of the
exiéting space is not accessible [Conway, Trum).
# Already has a use
¢ Like having grass and no dogs here. Not really West Somerwlle
¢ another attractive nuisance ‘ -
#  This space is too small for a dog park. It is also enjoyed by many people and children
for picnics and playing. | do not support making this into a dog park.
»  Already a playground, do not want to ¢reate dog owners vs. parents rift or value
judgment by proposing replacement of existing community résou rce
s Too close to where little kids play
»  Not good near playground; and again noise/smeil factor for residents abutting the
park
¢ Asadogowner, | don't go to dog parks where children may also be present just
because-my dog isn't always kid friendly and 1 don't want to take any risks.
1 didn't know about this playground, but would only be for the dog park if this
playground is not in heavy use by children. Bad optics to take something from kids.
s Not sure where this is, but sure!
»  |'m not familiar with this space, but many Somerville dog owners also have small kids,
 soif my husband and | went together we could get exercise for the kid and the dog!

, _

» Too near lots of houses .., the barking will bother people: Also toc small.
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#  Tog far east to serve falks west of Daws Folks in this walkshed can already walk to
Nuhziato,

' High density residential area and small. -

* My real opinion is mavbe——agam too close to several residences, But| Iwe nearby
and know the playground is badly underutilized. :

s Looks like it might be okay | like the community path and the RCN building on Willow -
the best. '

> Too far from West Somerville, and why compromise a playground aimed at very
small children? It's one thing for parents to bring their small children to the outside
of the fence at a dog park to see the dogs, it's another thing to always share space -
with them at the plavground At least at meorn Park the playground and dog park
are separated.

- This is already a multiple use park with a play ground and community gardens.

»  This location is not even close to West Somervilie or convenient enough to dog -
owners 1o entice them to stop using parks in West Somerville.

s thisis ok but far from me -

s Not West Somerville,

~*  Surel

¢ Only a small dog park could fit here, .

s Children play here from all over the city; cordoning off and parsing up this
playground and green space for a fenced-in dog area would lessen the curb appeal
and cause public nuisance with dog noise. Let the playground.remain the valuable
scarce green space it currently is.

11. If you don’t think that any of these locations would be suitable for a dog park, please tell us why o
in the space below, : :
s You need to pick one or two as a dog park because Somerwlle isa dog frlendly city and th ey -
need to have a room to run around with their friends :
s [ think the Verizon site and Alewife north site are the best choices
# | think the Verizon site and Alewife north site are the best choices
= | entered comments on two sites as no just because they are very close to homes. | would
suggest a location where thereis some amount of street parking, Many dog walkers use the
dog parks and they bring their clients over by car.
= The DCR property and surrounding area is presently well suited for recreational use by ali
residents of the city, including dog owners. There is no reason to restr|ct already limited -
green space to exclusive use by dog owners. :
» lanswered this question at each site
. & " "No need for a dog park.
e The anly one that will work is dilbay. It is far enough from houses that the stench should not
impact people living and walking nearby, unlike all the other 5|tes
¢ Comments with each park above.
s Most of these locations are not in west Somerville. s there anything near Davis?

: : 39 .
West Somerville Dog Pork Feasibiility Study Civic Space Coffoborative



s |thinkl have articulated my opposition to dog parks in general. | know this is not the
prevailing sentiment in this dog crazy culture. But if there had to be one it should not be near
the Mystic River.(or any waterway or wetland} and it should not be on the Community Path,

& See first comment

s "Too many of the sites are near wetlands, and it is not appropriate ‘to put dog parks near
wetlands. The other sites are either too small, need to bé fully developed as parks for
peaple, or are privately held.

& {ocation is my most impartant point . :

s West Somerville should be clearly defined. From my vantage point, west of Willow Ave.

e The Verizon locale would be the only site that wouldn't cordon off and destroy an already -

‘ existing piece of scarce green space in the city and insert a fenced-in dog area. The other
locations listed would do just that; the City cannot afford to lose another foot of natural -
space,’

12. What is your 2ip code?
a. 02138-12
b.. 02138-1
c. 02140-6 -
d. 02143-21
e, 02144-116
f. 02145-16
g. 02155-9
h. 02474 -1
i. Blank—16

13. Do you have a dog?

a. No-—41
b. Yes—138
c. Blank—9

14. Do you visit any of the area’s dog parks or parks that include dog parks? '

a. No-49
b. Yes—128-

c. Blank-11

15. What do you like/not like about the parks you visit? Please make sure to tell us which park(é} you
are talking about. C
s We occasionally visit the one on Vinal Ave, but it is too far away | like the size of that park, .
» We mostly frequent Nunziato, love the community there -evaryone is welcoming and kind.
" However the park itself is gross, often disgustingly muddy or dry and dusty. It often floods. A
water tap would be nice, like the one In Arlington’s Thorndike. '
" ¢ | love the dog park near Alewife, but it's really far.
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& "like: the size of nunziato . .
= dislike: the size of the maxwell's green park, dirt only parks, lack of water sources "
® | visit a lot of parks and | live them but my dog needs more space to be free and not on a
leash
¢ We often visit the dog park adjacent to Thorndike Field and Alemfe Station in East Arlington.
-We like that it’s spacious, has natural shade/cover from a large old tree, plenty of benches for
humans to sit and relax, has water spickets and bow!s provided.
= "Nunziato gets really muddy in wet weather. There is rio cover in inclement weather
Nunziato has no water supply, which is problematlc in the summer. Parking can be a
challenge, and it is too far to walk for residents of West Somerville,
s Thorndike has a tree for shade in the summer, but no cover, but parklng can be a challenge
when the field is used for soccer tournam ents. : ‘
'+ Danehy is fantastic.
»  The Medford dog park is fantastic."
s They nead shade and places for owners to sit. Thorndike Park in Arlington is ideal.
*  Needs fence, running water, poop bags, trash cans, and gravel is better than plastic grass
We go to the small ane in MaxweH Glen and in Arlington near Alewife
® “"Unionis dusty :
¢ Alewife is nice because it has shade benches and water.
& We also like double-gate/dual entry
#  We like the ohstacle course stuff too at Alewife!"
* The ground covering material at Nunziato makes a big mess, although | find that the size and
~ layout of the park allows for the dogs to run together which is a nice feature. At Danehy, the
rocks covering the ground are toc large to be comfortable for my medium sized (30 |bs) dog
to run on. Having the tree in the middie of Thorndike park is a really nice feature. '
= "I'm responding here because the no didn't offer a way to provide a comment.
s Thereason my dog and | do not visit any of the dog parks now is that they aren't convenlently
lpcated for us,"
s  Theyare stinky! And they are 6verrun by people walking large groups of dogs. My dog lkes to
run, but she is small and doesn’t like being surrounded by a dozen strange dogs at one time.
"~ ® | gotothe onein Fresh Pond. 1 like that it has a closed area but also open space where my
dog can walk off leash. Would love for there to be a watenng hole and some green off Ieash
- space. Don't like that | have to drive there,
¢ They are stinkyl And they are overrun by people Walkfng large groups of dogs. My dog likes to
run, but she is small and doesn’t like being surrounded by a dozen strange dogs at-one time.,
# _ Union is too dirty, New Washington is hard to get to and all bigger dogs. Alewife is the nicest
 butfar away,
»  Sometimes | take care of my friend’s dog and | might get one of my ownl :
o the existing dog parks in Somerville are too far from West Somerville, so we. realry do not use
them regularly,
#  Somerville Junction park is nice, but there is no enclosed area for dogs to play [ really like
the size and openness of Nunzlato park, but the dirt is not the best and it frequentlv furns to
mud. .
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o |don'tlike the grave!

& - My favorite dog parks are grassy areas with structures for the dogs to play on:)

¢ | can't have dogs in my building so |t's nice to have them around but the park in Union-Square

-is very old and needs to be updated (there is a-plan for it} Once the update happens,
hopefully there will be enough seating for even non- dog owners to sit and enjoy.

a | like the Arlington. dog park the best (off of the path). it has enough space, some obstacles
for the dog. However, it would be great if there was a dog park that wasn't with thase tiny
stones as it bothers my dog's paws.

s Zero has too many puddles and not central to city or W. Somervilie. Union square ic tao much
like a vacant lot ahd-no ground cover. Like Arlington dog park the most. Well used and well
landscaped with dog amenities and parking. '

+ My property borders the DCR land in West Somerville. People already take their dogs to this
area without making certain areas off limits to other uses. '

s The Pemberton St. {N Cambridge) dog run is nice, but it gets puddles after it rains that
sometimes take days to disappear - not goed for guardians of dogs who like to get into every
puddie they see. The field across the street is nice and big but (a) technically dogs can't be off
leash there, and {b} it isn't completely fenced in, so dogs can and do run out. The next
nearest fenced in dog park from there is Danehy, which takes a while to get to by foot.

s | like Union Square, but it's far. | don't like the one on New Washington St. It's too long and
skinny, and | can't walk from one end to the other without my dog freaking out that I'm
leaving her behind. :

2 Like dog parks although sometimes people bring dogs that are not friendly or well-behaved.

s "Corcoran/Raymond park: excellent excellent!!! Only downside is that it's not enclosed {some
dogs need this). Grass is awesome for owners and dogs {while the park itself st danehey is
well demgned the sand/gravel is disgusting! Urine bakes in the sun and stays above ground -
level and offends both paws and noses.

e Raymond is just lovely with many kinds of things: garden, playground, basketball courts,
baseball diarmond and soccer libes. Awesome all around."

s Toofar away (nunziato field) ‘ :

& \We sometimes drive to Nunziato Field (Somerville}; its a great size and our dog Ilke the dirt
(as opposed to deep gravel at other parks). We also go to Pemberton in Cambridge, but the
shape/size is less 1deal. My dog likes when there's space te explore and run around.

= "We visit the Arlington park nearish to Spy Pond off the bike path It's fine; decent size, and |
like having a separate enclosure for smaller dogs.

» We visit the Fresh Pond dog park, and it's lovely to have that amount of open space for pups
to play. Love it."

s Nunziato gets muddy very easily and doesn’t have seating or an averhang I|ke Danehy.
Danehy is only supposed to be used by Cambridge residents so animal control comes by to
kick people out frequently, The new Washington Park is far, but the different climbing areas
are fun for dogs {especially the bridge thing), and it also doesn/’ t get muddy as often with the
paved ground. | like danehy’s separate small areas for small dogs and time outs.

s Theoneat nuriziato seems to work well .

e | visit Nunziano and it has ruined the grass area. Dogs are aggresswe and need to be kept
away from each other,
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" » We need an off leash area to take our dogs. It must be big enough for a number of degs to
feel comfortable. Otherwlse they fight, :

» |like that the dog park across from Meadow Glen Mall in Medford has 2 parks: 1 for Iarge
dogs and 1 for small. | love the dog parks, but | have to drive to it. With a dog park at
Community Path, | could easily walk there with my dog.

&« They are fenced-in

# The Arlington park is great. The one on Summer street dossn't have much shade.

Nunziate isnt very clean and kept up. 00 Washington street is okay, but a park that has
working fountains and spaces for big dogs and small dogs would be best

= "Nunziato: terrible drainage, needs pea stone or fake grass, no water on site, too close to
nearby residents, dead trees, not maintained well. _

e Leathers: not maintained well, no replenishment of pea stones, very little nearby parking.

= Zero Washington St: needs pea stone or fake grass; gazebo is badly located and has caused
injury to dogs; needs divided areas for-puppies/small dogs as well as a time out area. Park is
generally too long to be able to adequately manage dogs (you can't get to a dog quickly if
something happens). Parking is fantastic at this location. Noise isn't an issue because of

" location. - o ' ,

.#  Arlington (Thorndike}: weill laid out and maintained; multiple fenced in play areas; adequate
parking and port-a-potty nearby '

+ Medford: well laid out; beautiful location: multiple piay areas; need more water locations; "

= | walk dogs and usually go to arlington hike path park or unjon square somerwlle, both are .

- very far away. :

s Livingin Davis Square, the closest parks are the Nunziato dog park in Un]on Square, which is’
over 2 miles away or the Thorndike dog park in Arlington, which is also almost 2 miles awav. |
prefer the small pebble ground cover of the Thorndike dog park as the dirt at Nunziato gets
dusty in the summer and very very muddy whenever it rains. i also greativ appreciate the

. water spigot at the Thorndike park. : _

» At alewife. We like the giant tree, benches, and features iike cement pipes. We don t like the
pea gravel, would prefer grass but realize that’s difficult.

& The gravel used at Zero New Washington is incredibly dusty, énd creates a |ot of mess even
on'dry days. It also doesn't stay in plate well, so the park is often full of holes and spots
where the iandscaping carpeting underneath is exposed. The pea stones at Danehy dog park
are difficult to navigate for humans in particularly--creating dangerous situations when folks
need to get to their dogs quickly Nunziate and New Washington St. both have very limited
'natural features—it would be amazing to have a park option with more grass, trees, etc.

o Too far (sheepfold) or too small o _
# The park in East Somerville behind the High School is too smali and too secluded. The park on
Summer St.'ls old, dirty and extremely smelly. The park behind Washmg‘con st.Is ok but a

challenge to drive to through union,

» The Thorndike park's central tree provides a great seatmg area with shade on hot days Belng
on the Minuteman is also helpful.

s There are nonell Only a small useless in on the community path

s Somervilie avenue, crowded, no grass, little shade, no comfart for dog owners
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» "l am a Dogwalker. The bigger the space, the better. And the dogs really love the agility stuff
- _at Zero New Washington.

» There needs to be better access and parkmg options. Everything isin re5|dent|al parking or
busy streets : -

+ Like that a lot of dogs shiow up to play, Like thev are fenced in, dislike the lack of water
feature for dogs to get water, dislike the “mud” ground cover/dirt

s Zero new washington st. Is to long. It would be better to divide it into two separate areas. If
dogs have disputes it take some time for the owners to get to the and brake it up. Nunziato,
can get to busy. Ed leathers is nice but a little to small. Also there is an issue with dog walkers
braking park rules. , ’

= water in dog park is always nicein the summerl _

« |donot like how crowded it gets at each park at certain times of the day. It sometimes turns
dangerous because some owners do not realize when their dog is overwhelmed by the
amounit. In a perfect world the owners would know when to pull their dog out but having
more dog parks may help this as well. (Nunziato and New Zero Washington) they are also
guite large, if a fight breaks out and your dog is at the other end of the park it’s harder to
stop. While having room ta run is amazing perhaps two sections would be a consideration for

~anew one if itis as large as either of those|

s Ulike:

e water supply

e available parking

# shade is nice but not crucial

# 1actually go to Arlington dog pack. It is fenced in has 3 cllmblng structure snd is Iarge and
mastly wide open

e EdLeathers, Zero New Washington. There are also many dog owners who use Foss park for
off leash time for their pups. | would love |t if there wasa smable dog park added there along
with the other planned construction.

s "Nunziato is the closest that we visit, [t's a good size {we have a bulldog who doesn’t run far)
and It's near to a.park. We also have a baby, so bringing the dog and the baby is important.

s There is a dog park in Arlington that has a water feature in the summer for dogs to run
through, that would be a nice addition considering how hot the city gets in the summer"

» the dog park on the old southern jr high site is rather far from my house.

s Please move forward with this, especially on the path which will be accessible by so many
without driving!

» Nunziato: welike that there is a 1arge and a small space so dogs can be separated if needed
[srall dog space and large dog space). Don’t like that there is no water available and that it is
a big dirt pit. We like Thorndike in Arlington a lot as an example (big tree for shade, different
features for dogs to play on and in (tunnels bridges, etc) water available, two separate

“spaces, two air locks for entry/exit. But honestly, we would love a big dirt pit near
Davis/Porter over anything far away or close to another dog park.

» | love dogs and will get one as soon as our old cat goes. But | have walked and driven past the
one oh Summer Street and it is appalling, like an open sewer dome days. The one st Cobble
Hill Is better because it’s remaved from heuses and pedestrian paths The only suitable

proposal is Dllboy, where s should not bother anyone.
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I enjoy parks that have smaller dog parks, like Denahey park. Having sufficient space to allow

the dogs to run around and interact seems important.

» | don’t spend much time in dog parks, my dog doesn't really like them. | do like the social
aspect of dog parks, how they bring people together. The Summer St park smells bad. The
teeny park at Maxwells Green has artificial turf, which seems so welrd. I’'ve only been to the

New Washington Park once but did like that it has some of the same features as the Arlmgton

park. :

& "l don’t like Nunziato. There is not a great separated space for pupples and small dogs Too
many large dogs there with unattentive owners.

= Like the concrete tubes at Zerc New Washmgton. Dog bowis clogg at Zero New Wash,

~®  Perryis great if everyone follows leash rules. It's nice to run on the grass with my dog instead

of stone dust, My dog loves their drinking fountain. It stays clean. "

e~ Not walking distance, need a car and time to go there

# ' large running space '

» Union Square _ _ _

- » - The Nunziato dog park is especially great: soft earth for dogs to run safely, and a large area of

open space. :

- #  Nunziato gets really filthy with mud and doog poop and pee. The good thing about Nunziato,

though, is the {mostly) very high fence...many dogs need at least a 6 foot fénce.

+ They are far away. : _

¢ |visitthe dog park in Edward Leathers Community Park in East Somerville. It is a safe
enclosed space and there's a dog-height water fountain elsewhere in the park. | wish
everyone would pick up after their dogs! : _

¢ |walk by the dog park on Summer 5t in Somerville and along the Minuteman Bike Trail in east
Arlington. The dog park on the Minuteman Bike Trail is fantastic and should serve as a model
for its space, layout, and features {agllity eq'uipmentl} The dog park on Summer St. has a
weird gravel on it that | do nit like. My dog in the past did not like it'either. But he loved the
park in Arlington.

» | would love for somerville to become a more dog friendly city {already is but more so) more
parks more resources and more landlords to allow dogs :)

s We have a dog one week a month. Summer Strest Dog Park is awesome! ! Great to have bags,
shade, bowls, If on a hill, somewhere that smelly runoff won't anter sidewalk durmg or after
rainstorm would be ideal.

# |like dog parks with separate small dog areas. Water (for dogs to drink) is always nice in the
sumimer. Good substrate (not gravel] is a plus. | think the main thing is nfalntenance.

* Have visited the oné near Alewife (in Arlington}, on Summer Street near Union {Somerwlle},

" and near Maxwell's Green. Like that they are all fenced in and like when they have some
landscape screening around the edges. From a sustainability and space efficiency perspective,
don't like that the area becomes single use for cne purpose. :

« Theyare smelly and noisy and they take up space that should be available to people

*  Nunziato dog park and the Arlington dog park are popular, but are a long walk. Both have

crushed rock/gravel so it doesn't turn mto a mud pit and obstacles (trees/benches/tables} for

dogs to climb on and run around.
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- &« They built a "dog park" with the redo of Lincoln Park. The purpose of a dog park is to allow
city dogs some exercise. Most dogs will cover the longest dimension of this area in about 7
steps. It is just silly. :

e The closest park for dogs Is on Summer St. very close to my home. its surface has almost NO
DRAINAGE at all and its surface is stone dust. As a result only dogs w/a flat coat can play

_ there without getting stone dust embedded in their fur or hair. This is very difficult to get out.

s Too dusty... but dogs have a blast. The park in Arlmgton near Alewife is the best, large and
shady.

¢ Nunziato smells much waorse than Inner Belt, and Ed Leathers park is underutilized. | would
fove to seea park with an enciosed off leash area that are not just little patches of gravel. |
do not fike that it is a 40 minute walk from my home to the closest of these parks and that

“whenever | frequent these dog parks | am taking a trip in a private vehicle to do so.

= We most often go to the parkin Arlington. Itis well tended, has double gating, an area for
small/more fearful dogs and water available for the dogs plus shade for dogs and humans. It
also has some agility equipment for dogs to play on. My dog doesn't really like running on
the small gravel surface, however, so if it was more conveniently located we 'd go to the New
5t park more as the crushed stone surface is much easier on her feet.

s Community growing center abuts Vinal Street dog park. | like that the park is clearly
separated and not near too many residences; don't like that it's close to any and that it
reduces parking inthe area,

¢ There are no dog parks easnv walkable from my house f only go to Arlington’s Thorndike field
occasionally by walking down the bike path. It has stones, shade and enough room to thow a
ball. I’m not fond of the parks in Somerville, they are too small or not kept up. I | have to get
in a car to go somewhere with dogs, we normally go to the Fells.

¢ | walk past Nunziato a lot. I'like watctiing the humans and dogs greet each other, and then
separate to talk/play. t's the same quality you see at playgrou nds--you can see that there are
established friendships. | like that Nunziato is clean, trash/recycling cans are emptied
regularly, signage Is good, and it's big enough for even a big dog to stretch and run. If | were
visiting Nunziato with a dog [ would want more shade. Since dog pee can kill trees maybe a
pergola or awning of some kind? It locks like an ovenin there on a hot, sunny d'ay.

= | use the bike path, so | have to be in proximity to the dog park at Maxwells Green. However,
| believe that the proximity of this dog park to a high use area such as the blke path is not

safe.
s  Danehy Park- good location and accessibility/parking.
#  "Alewife
s Tufts"

s Fitthy, Summer and Vinal.

s MostTfreg uentlv go to the one on the community path at Maxwells Green, which is small and
sad and feels like a big cage, or the lovely big one on the minuteman at Alewife,

o The New Washmgton Streét dog area in East Semerville is perfect: constructed on an already-
developed parcel of land, and did not use up any natural greenspace 1o build a {non-green,
dirt ground-cover) fenced in dog area.
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16. Any cther thoughts or comments to share?

&

-]

]

Any other thoughts or comments to sharer
| ran out of time to look at all the spaces.

Having lived 5 years in Somerville without a dog and 2 with one, | can testify that dogs simply

bring people closer together. It's amazing! When we get out with our dogs, we mix and
mingle WAY more than we ever do otherwise. It’s a wonderful investment that adds value by
enhancing community engagement, bringing together people who normally would not mix,
and building social capital. Please give West Somerville that opportumty as the neighborhocod

‘continues to grow!

"Water, trash barrels for dog waste and a separate area for small dogs, or dogs that are
learning to socialize are critical.

Please keep me updated, and let me know if | can help; kcedrone@rmt edu"

grass and tree park please; don't cover it in gravel.

This survey has too many questions. Sorry i)

A small dog separation would be fantastic!

Some of the dog parks now have large dogs that are too rough piawng with smaller dogs.
Thanks for asking for input!

Even if a park doesn't happen, improving the number of dog poop waste pickup bags and
trash cans would be great. . -

Qwning a dog improves the health of the owner. Happy owners = happy re5|dents
Verizon site is only one | see working as it's not taking anythmg else away from the -
community to add it and has space, _ _

| think this is a gréat idea. | helped open a dog park in my fc‘rmer neighborhcod in Jamaica
Plain 14 years ago and it was a great place for neighbors. We had a couple of complaints but

.they were mostly from two pecple who complained about everything and everyone.

Dog parks seem mostly for larger dogs. | hardly ever see small dogs, even though small dogs
often have more energy and could benefit from such a park
Dog parks seem mostly for larger dogs. | hardly ever see smaii dogs, even though small dogs _

‘often have more energy and could benefit from such a park

Please sectlon off a little bit for smaller dogs or so people can train privately!

hothing near me -
"Dogs and dog owners need to be accommaodated. You can't pretend that dogs do not exist in

the city, and then get upset when folks let their dogs rur in areas where they are prohibited.

Also we need more dog bag dispensers around the city. maybe an advertising opportunity.”
They are too far from where I live. Having livedin a neighberhood with several dog parks |

. can say they Improve a neighborhood by bringing people together and they do make areas _

safer. However 1t is a good idea to have a local committee to oversee light maintenance.

Like getting rid of disgusting tenms balfs. It is also really good to have a water source if

posmble

. They are too far from where | live. Having lived in a neighbbrhood with several dog parks |

can say they improve a neighborhood by bringing people together and they do make areas
safer. However it is a good idea to have a local committee to oversee light maintenance.

97

West Somerville Dog Park Feasibifity Study _ : Civic Space Collaborative



Like getting rid of disgusting tennis balls. It i is also really good to have a water source if
possible.

» Restricting an already fimited resource like open space in the City of Somerville is
counterproductive. If dog owners wish to have an exclusive piece of land to allow their dogs
to wander around, they should either tra\:rel to an area with more open space or privately
fund a place to do so. Limiting an already scare resource in a city environment is a poor use of

* resources. It would be like moving in next to an airport and complaining about airplane noise.

s Dog parks help develop comrounity '

# .The more (parks) the merrier

#.  Thank you for doing this!

¢« | don't have a dog, but | do dog sit often!

» The gravel surface is hard on their paws. You find most dogs at dog parks sidelined on the
pavement around them. _

» Would be great if there was an optlon near Teele/Power House Square,

« It'simportant for the dog park to be sufficiently large so that bigger dogs can actually run and
it doesn't cause crowding issues (which can lead to fighting). | love the idea of it being along
the community path since so many dogs already walk by there every day. )

. # Thankyou!

» Please bring ancther dog park to Somerwllel

¢ If an option could be found that is somewhat centrally located and does have parking that
would, to me, be the best. | also think having it outside of a neighborhaood is better, Not all
people like dogs around their children and it could create problems

¢ | love that you are considering pi.tttlng In a dog parkl

s Isaidlhada dog because | am in the process of adopting one. | had a dog eight years ago and

- ‘we frequently walked on the community paths. They would definitely be my top choices,
s | would definitely recommend that the city reach out to local dog trainers and dog walkers to
- gather opinions about how best to structure the dog parks, and how to accommodate for
safety. : '
- & It would be a wonderful addition to add 2 new, dog park to our city.

s - Alocation on the Path between Davis and Cedar (like 3, 4, or 5} would be great.

» |t would help to identify features of a dog park so that everyone completing survey has the
same definiation of dog park. The biggest issue is if dog park means fenced in area

¢ Get the dogs out of Hodgkin's park. _

e Whatever is dane it needs to have a place for the dogs to get water and some kind of running
sUrface that doesn’t turn to mud. There is a dog park inthe south end at Peters Park that is
great in size and amenities please just copy that! (1!

2 | wouldlove tolsee new washington st park divided into two sections. This would be very
benaficial. If two dogs arnt geﬁlng along it would allow for the owners to separate them with
out one having to leave. There is plenty of space for two good size areas at that location,

a | feel really lucky that we have those dog parks even though | have mentioned things I donot

~ like about them and that Somerville is considering another space. Thank you for what you dol

‘s Does the city staff have anything useful to do apart from deuelop such questlons about thmgs
that are not needed? :
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s "please put water spigot in Nunziato Field dog park

e Bigger parks where dogs have a thance to run work better for most dog owners. Please
‘consider a location where a blgger space could be made available,

e Please please please !1 This would be hﬁge - it's a big issue for us today

®  Thank you for considering a new dog park in Somerwllel

& Thanks for asking

¢ | don'tvisit sofnparka because there are not any eas:Iy acoe55|b!e for me in West Somerville,

® Thank yau for considering this! I'm not a dog owner (though | am aspiring to be one someday
in Somerville), but have dog-owning friends.

» Good luck. Dog owners can be insufferable, iike ahorde or todd!er parents, except the
toddlers never grow older, Thanks for he efforts on this. .

# Dogs should have a park where they can play The fire station backyard shouid be opened!

» Greatideathankyou - . :

e We could also use a dog park in East somervilie,

= | don’tvisitlocal dog parks because there are vlrtually none, | absoluteiy would if there were.

» It's nice to have a larger park for dogs to run. Places like new ona at Lincoln or Ed Leathers
really only function as a pet relief area, Our yards are not large enough for running, or we
have no yard. | : :

* Doa lot of walking with the dog around the Clty

» please do thisl!

¢ Thanks for considering adding a dog park in West Somervillel It'd be a great addition.

« "My fence comment above is reaily im portant I'd be happy to help W|th thisiifit goes

 forward.

* alice.hecht@gmail. com"

s Dog ownership has a lot of documented hearth beneﬁts and it's good that Sornerwlle is

" providing more facilities for dogs, but this is of no help if the city continues to allow |a nd]orcls
© to discriminate against dogs or specific dog breeds/sizes (which is NOT allowed under state
law}. What are you-doing to make local landlords more accommodating toward dogs? '

# |care deeply about this issue because | am a home- owner in Somerville with no plans to
leave and plan on getting a dog in the near future. | have been adog owner in Somerville in
the past for a total of 12 years.

s Would really like to see the Verizon site Iocatlon developed for some other open space
purpose not including a dog park - such a beautiful underutilizad site that could serve a h|gh
density of pecple near Davis Square. Would not like to see dog park development along the
bike path in that generai area either given | would prefer other uses for open spaces in such a

_high densny area and because of the volume of conflict already present between bikes and
other path users. Soace should be allocated to widening and improving the path first.

*  Asaformer dog owner, { think this should happen but we should be very mindful of it's
focation vis a vis residents, places where children play {dogs get outl), and pedestrlan

. pathways.

e "I think that it's really important to have safe, properly enclosed spaces for dogs only. | walk
one of my client's dogs down in Cam brldge and we went to Sacramento Park, an integrated
space for péople and dogs, on the owner's recommendation.
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s The dog and | were playingin the park {he's 6 months, his leash was on but | wasn't holding

him, no one else in the park, barely anyone else around in the neighborhood, he had my full
_ attention} when a neighbor came out and toid me that dogs must stay on leash.

¢ | picked up the leash and we immediately left. | talked to the owner about it later and she
apologlzed -- she thought it would be perfectly alright to play there because she had seen
groups of dogs playing there before and after work. There is a sign (in_a really weird spot,
which is why | missed it} but the whole experience left a bad taste in my mouth.

. & Inshort, I'm a big advocate for dog only spaces where dogs can be dogs."

# Any dog parkis better than none, but it would be nice If it was closer to an area that doesn’ 't
currently have a dog park.

« lavoid them-they stink:

»  Why not do what many surrounding towns do, which is to allow dogs off leash in many parks
during off hours, say 9PM to 7AM? Also, it seems to me that the first thing that should be
done in a survey such as this is to define terms, What, exactly, is a "dog park"? Is it an entire
open area or just a portion? {s it where dogs can be off leash always or just part of the day?

*  Thank you for doing this I

» The surface is important. Many dogs don't really like walkmg or running on small gravel
surfaces which reduces the usefulness of taking them to the dog park if, like my dog, they
can't go off leash to get their funning out of their system. Can't wait for the new park!

s |like dogs but am unlikely to own one myself. I'm mostly interested in.a dog park for the
community aspect of it so placement is really key. It should be a place that owners and

. visiting families can use as a destination but also stop off at on the way to other places. It
should be designed and placed so smells and noise don't defeat the purpose of bringing .
people together. : ' .

s Community Preservation Act funds sheuld not be used to develop dog parks The funds
reserved for open space should be reservad for the purchase of land that can be developed
as parks for the people of Somerwl!e ' '

s Ifwe can't properly maintain them, don't build’ anv maore till you can,

s YAYDOGS
| used to have a dog. Will be getting another soon.

« The Dilboy area across fram Clarendon | believe is State proper‘cy however they do not
exactly keep up with it. This is a common area that people brlng their dogs anyway whether
walking them or letting them run without a leash.
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