
DRAFT 

July   , 2006

Mark Maloney

Executive Director 

Boston Redevelopment Authority

Re:
The Residences at Pier 5: 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Project Impact Report

Dear Mr. Maloney:

I write to provide you with comments regarding the Project Update (the “Update”) and the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Project Impact Report (“DEIR/PIR”) regarding the ill-conceived development of Pier 5 in the Charlestown Navy Yard. LDA Pier 5, LLC, an entity formed by a New York based developer, Martin Oliner, proposes to construct on Pier 5, which is located on Commonwealth Tidelands, 85 luxury condominium units (an increase of 26 units from the EENF), a 3,000 square foot restaurant, and a 30 room inn.


I and many others in the community recognize that this is a critical time in Navy Yard planning.  The privatization of Pier 5 is simply a bad idea.  Many of us who commented on the DEIR/PIR for this project have urged your office to ensure unfettered public access to one of the only vistas along the Boston Waterfront that provides a panorama of the entire Boston Harbor and the head of the Charles River.  The approval of this Project will render this portion of the HarborWalk unusable (it is estimated that a vehicle will be driving over the HarborWalk once every 45 seconds).  Indeed the EOEA Secretary has disapproved of this portion of the Project, yet the proponent’s only response has been to increase the density of the project by 45%.  Approval will only ensure that the current inadequate infrastructure, especially roadways and parking, servicing the development area will be taxed beyond any acceptable standards.  

The developer has ignored and avoided important planning initiatives, specifically being informed by a finalized Municipal Harbor Plan  To date, the community has not seen the MHP amendments.  It is a disservice to the community to not have a finalized MHP prior to providing comments on the Project.  Because of Pier 5’s location and status as Commonwealth Tidelands, it deserves more creative planning than this incomplete and insensitive effort.

The Project ineffectively addresses critical parking impacts by proposing to appropriate 113 spaces in the Flagship Wharf parking garage which are currently being used for commercial tenants and the public.  This is grossly inadequate for several reasons.  85 condominium units, a 175 seat restaurant, a 30 room hotel, and other uses will need approximately 200 parking spaces.  The irony is that displacement of those 113 means that no parking spaces have been provided.  The likely result will be a “crowding out” of the 100 Flagship parking spaces made available to the waterfront-bound public.  The developer asserts that the 113 Flagship spaces are reserved for Pier 5, yet offers no verification of this.  I am also disturbed that the BRA has decided to threaten to use its powers of eminent domain to transfer these spaces from current users to the developer.  I question the legality of such use of the BRA’s eminent domain power.

The Project completely disregards the historical significance of Pier 5 and the surrounding area, and fails to adequately analyze the serious environmental impacts.  In addition, there is a real threat that the heavy construction activities in the Tidelands will compromise the integrity of the surrounding buildings and Piers.  In fact, in response to community concerns regarding the repair of the Pier, the Proponent now proposes to tear the Pier down and construct an entirely new Pier.  I also have major concerns regarding the developer’s poor HarborWalk maintenance record in my community.  Unlike the developer, I have had to live with the constant disrepair marring this beautiful area for years.  

Finally, as the Proponent admits in the Update, the Project has undergone material changes.  Such material changes and the fact that the Proponent has misrepresented the impacts of important parts of the project (no addition of 113 parking spaces, but a net loss of almost 200 CNY spaces, the elimination of marina which the developer could not have legally built in the first instance, and others) requires the BRA to exercise its Article 80A-6 authority and review the project from the start again, or at least require the proponent to resubmit a more accurate and complete DPIR.

Please do not exacerbate the already serious issues our community faces, as well as privatize one of the waterfront’s most beautiful locations by approving this Project.  The Navy Yard community, the public, and Commonwealth Tidelands deserve better.  Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,


