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L1

INCREASED SIZE + NUMBER OF EVERGREEN TREES

INCREASED HEIGHT + OPACITY OF FENCE

ADDED EVERGREEN HEDGE

- CONSIDER - 
further study of effects of 
multiple vehicular lights on 

privacy of neighboring 
properties
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- CONSIDER - 
further study of multiple 

vehicles noises and associated 
sounds (radios + people) relative 

to privacy for neighboring 
properties

L2
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L3

MINIMIZED BERMS + FEATHERED GRADES

- CONSIDER - 
further review by 

Civil/Stormwater Management 
Peer Reviewer for alternative 

drainage strategies

- CONSIDER - 
techniques to lower the 

proposed grading to be more 
contiguous with existing 

topography
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L3A

- CONSIDER - 
taller and more mature 

trees at planting

L601

EVERGREEN HEDGES

FEATHERED GRADES

TALLER FENCE



The Residences of South Brookline  •  Final Peer Review  •  8 September 2014

L4

- 10

- 6

- 5

- 4 - 7
+ 1

+ 1 - 1

REMOVED 31 PARKING SPACES

- CONSIDER - 
minimizing the continuity 

of parking sheets

- CONSIDER - 
smaller parking fields 
connected by access 
drives and accessible 

walkways



APPROX 900 FT
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L5

- CONSIDER - 
techniques to slow vehicular 
traffic, induce movement to 
perimeter landscape, and 

increase pedestrian 
safety



L302
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ADDED TREE ISLANDS

L6

- CONSIDER - 
additional tree islands 
to minimize the visual 

impact of parked 
vehicles
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L7

- CONSIDER - 
preserving more mature 
trees specifically on the 
lot between VFW and 

Asheville Road

- CONSIDER - 
parking, building 

placement, and site 
drainage

EXISTING MATURE TREES TO BE REMOVED (IN RED)
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L8

- CONSIDER - 
regrading to maintain existing 
trees and removing tree wells 

and retaining walls

TREE WELLS + RETAINING WALLS

COMBINED TREE WELLS
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HIGH RETAINING WALL



Residences of South Brookline 
Exterior Modification to the Infill Buildings 

Residences of South Brookline 
Exterior Modification to the Infill Buildings 
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L9

DEVELOPED ALTERNATE FACADE 
DESIGN WITH SIDING AND BRICK 
AND ALL-BRICK FACADES
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L9A/L10

- CONSIDER - 
painted aluminum windows 

instead of vinyl

- CONSIDER - 
developing architectural details 
of “side elevations” seen from 

the public way

- CONSIDER - 
developing architectural 

quality for low-rise 
buildings
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L11/L12

- CONSIDER - 
bike racks to accommodate 

alternative modes of 
transportation

- CONSIDER - 
an existing tree 

protection plan for 
revised design



Added additional 
evergreen trees and shrubs 

Eliminated 
parking and 

realigned 
driveway; 

landscape buffer 
improved 

MOVED BUILDING BACK 10FT PULLED BACK TOP FLOOR 
IN SELECT LOCATIONS

CHANGED SOME RETAINING 
WALLS TO ROCK WALLS
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ELIMINATED 18 
PARKING SPACES
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VISUAL IMPACT REDUCED WITH 
PRESERVATION OF EXISTING TREES

23 JULY 2014 PRELIMINARY PEER REVIEW
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- CONSIDER - 
visibility of the building 

in all four seasons



The Residences of South Brookline  •  Preliminary Peer Review  •  23 July 2014

61

- CONSIDER - 
Stepping building with 

sloping grade

- CONSIDER - 
More mature trees for 
increased landscape 

bufferView from Asheville Road - Present

View from Asheville Road - Proposed Development
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- CONSIDER - 
existing residential 

character

23 JULY 2014 PRELIMINARY PEER REVIEW
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M1

- CONSIDER - 
lowering towers and 
continuing mansard
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M2-M3

- CONSIDER - 
stepping the building and 
removing 5th story visible 

from Asheville Road 

- CONSIDER - 
firewall between 

construction types
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NO DESIGNATED PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO APARTMENT BUILDING

M4

- CONSIDER - 
improving pedestrian 
safety by providing 
pedestrian access

- CONSIDER - 
paths and sidewalks

NO DESIGNATED PEDESTRIAN 
ACCESS TO APARTMENT BUILDING

?
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M5

- CONSIDER - 
providing an existing tree survey 
in order to determine the viability 

of saving existing mature trees 
and natural features
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- CONSIDER - 
further adjustments to save 

more mature trees

PROPOSED PLANTING PLAN SHOWS NO 
EXISTING TREES TO REMAIN. PLEASE CLARIFY.

M6



- CONSIDER - 
improving quality of materials such as 

painted aluminum instead of vinyl windows, 
precast or cast stone instead of fiber 

cement panels
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M7

- CONSIDER - 
developing architectural 

quality
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