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STAFF MEMORANDUM 
 

Meeting Date:  Wednesday, October 19, 2022 
      
DATE:  October 14, 2022 
 
TO:   Urban Design Commission    
   
FROM:   Shubee Sikka, Urban Designer  
     
SUBJECT:  Additional Review Information 
 

 
The purpose of this memorandum is to provide the members of the Urban Design Commission 
(UDC) and the public with technical information and planning analysis which may be useful in 
the review and decision-making process of the UDC. The Department of Planning and 
Development’s intention is to provide a balanced view of the issues with the information it has 
at the time of the application’s review. Additional information may be presented at the meeting 
that the UDC can take into consideration when discussing Sign Permit, Fence Appeal 
applications or Design Reviews. 
 
Dear UDC Members, 

The following is a brief discussion of the sign permit applications that you should have received 
in your meeting packet and staff’s recommendations for these items.  
 
I. Roll Call 

II. Regular Agenda 

Sign Permits 
1. 2101 Washington Street – Care One at Newton 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 2101 Washington St is within a Single 
Residence-2 district and has a free-standing sign authorized by a special permit via Board 
Order # 63-08 (attachment A). The applicant is proposing to install the following sign: 

1. One free-standing sign, internally illuminated, with approximately 32 square 
feet, perpendicular to Washington St. 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: This property is subject to a special permit (Board Order #63-08), 
which permitted three free-standing signs proposed. The current proposal is to replace 
one sign that was damaged. The sign appears to be consistent with the special permit.   

 The applicant has indicated that they will utilize diffusing film behind the white 
background to tone the white down.  

 STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on the information submitted in the sign permit 
application and staff’s technical review, staff recommends approval of the free-standing 
sign as proposed. 

 

2. 823-833 Washington Street – Grandma’s Kitchen 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 823-833 Washington Street is within a 
Business 1 zoning district. The applicant is proposing to install the following sign: 

1. One wall mounted split principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 38 
sq. ft. of sign area on the southern building façade facing Washington Street. 

2. One perpendicular split principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 5 sq. 
ft. of sign area on the southern building façade perpendicular to Washington 
Street. 

TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

• Both the proposed split principal signs appear to be consistent with the 
dimensional controls specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, one principal 
sign is allowed, which the applicant is not exceeding, and on this façade of 21.5 
feet, the maximum size of the sign allowed is 64.5 sq. ft., which the applicant is also 
not exceeding. Per Zoning Ordinance §5.2.8, “In particular instances, due to the 
nature of the use of the premises, the architecture of the building, or its location 
with reference to the street, the total allowable sign area may be divided between 
two wall signs which together constitute the principal wall sign.”  

• As per §5.2.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, “A perpendicular wall sign shall be attached 
at a right angle to the wall of a building; it shall have no more than 2 faces; and it 
shall not project in any linear dimension more than 6 feet, subject to the provisions 
of Revised Ordinances Chapter 26, Sections 26-1 to 26-6. When a projecting sign is 
closer than 12 feet to the corner of a building, its projection shall be no more than a 
distance equal to 1/2 the horizontal distance from the sign to that building corner.”  

• Staff requested the applicant to provide the distance of the sign from the building 
corner which was less than 16 inches. The applicant has revised the location of the 
perpendicular sign and the revised sign is 18 inches away from the building corner 
(attachment C). 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on the information submitted in the sign permit 
application and staff’s technical review, staff recommends approval of both split principal 
signs as proposed.  
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3. 2-12 Windsor Road – Advisors Living Real Estate 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 2-12 Windsor Road is within a Business 1 
zoning district. The applicant is proposing to install the following sign: 

1. One awning mounted principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 14 sq. ft. 
of sign area on the southern building façade facing Beacon Street. 

TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

• The proposed principal sign appears to be consistent with the dimensional controls 
specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, one principal sign is allowed, which 
the applicant is not exceeding, and on this façade of 15 feet, the maximum size of 
the sign allowed is 45 sq. ft., which the applicant is also not exceeding.  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the principal sign as proposed.  
 

4. 325 Boylston Street – 7-Eleven 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 325 Boylston Street is within a Business 1 
zoning district and has a free-standing sign authorized by a special permit via Board Order 
# 255-99 (attachment B). The applicant is proposing to reface the following signs: 

1. Reface of one free-standing principal sign, internally illuminated, with 
approximately 9 sq. ft. of sign area perpendicular to Boylston Street. 

2. Reface of one wall mounted secondary sign, internally illuminated, with 
approximately 9 sq. ft. of sign area on the eastern building façade facing the gas 
canopy. 

TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

• Reface of free-standing sign is consistent with the Board Order.  
• Reface of the proposed secondary sign appears to be consistent with the 

dimensional controls specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, two 
secondary signs are allowed, which the applicant is not exceeding, and on this 
façade of 44 feet, the maximum size of the sign allowed is 44 sq. ft., which the 
applicant is also not exceeding.  

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of reface of both free-standing 
principal sign and the secondary sign as proposed. 
 

5. 2345 Washington Street – North Atlantic Investment Partners 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 2345 Washington Street is within a Business 
1 zoning district. The applicant is proposing to install the following sign: 

1. One free-standing principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 26 sq. ft. 
of sign area perpendicular to Washington Street. 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

• There is an existing free-standing sign at this property and the applicant is 
proposing to replace it with the proposed sign. Staff has not found a special permit 
or a building permit for the existing sign. The applicant will need to apply for a 
special permit for the proposed sign.  

• The proposed free-standing principal sign appears to be consistent with the 
dimensional controls specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, one free-
standing principal sign is allowed, which the applicant is not exceeding, the 
maximum size of the sign allowed is 35 sq. ft. and height of 16 feet, which the 
applicant is also not exceeding. Per Zoning ordinance §5.2.13 “A. In particular 
instances, the City Council may grant a special permit to allow free-standing signs 
and exceptions to the limitations imposed by this Sec. 5.2 on the number, size, 
location and height of signs where it is determined that the nature of the use of the 
premises, the architecture of the building or its location with reference to the street 
is such that free-standing signs or exceptions should be permitted in the public 
interest. 
B. In granting such a permit, the City Council shall specify the size, type and location 
and shall impose such other terms and restrictions as it may deem to be in the 
public interest and in accordance with the 780 CMR.  All free-standing signs shall 
not exceed 35 square feet in area, or 10 feet in any linear dimension, or 16 feet in 
height from the ground, except as further described in Sec. 5.2.7.” 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff seeks recommendation from UDC regarding the proposed 
free-standing sign to the Land Use Committee of the City Council. 
 

6. 1121 Washington Street – Fleet Homes 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 1121 Washington Street is within Business 
2 zoning district. The applicant is proposing to install the following sign: 

1. One wall mounted principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 12 sq. ft. 
of sign area on the eastern façade facing the driveway. 

TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

 The proposed wall mounted principal sign appears to be consistent with the 
dimensional controls specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, one principal 
sign is allowed, which the applicant is not exceeding, and on this façade of 50 feet, 
the maximum size of the sign allowed is 100 sq. ft., which the applicant is also not 
exceeding. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the proposed principal sign.  
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7. 118 Needham Street – Heine Goodale Law 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 118 Needham Street is within a Mixed Use 
2 district. The applicant is proposing to install the following signs: 

1. Reface of one free-standing principal sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 
12 sq. ft. of sign area perpendicular to Needham Street. The applicant is also 
proposing to raise the free-standing sign up by 18 inches. 

2. One perpendicular secondary sign, non-illuminated, with approximately 9 sq. ft. 
of sign area on the southern façade facing the parking lot. 
 

TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

• This property has an existing free-standing sign. Staff has not yet found a copy of 
the special permit allowing the free-standing sign. Since the applicant is proposing 
to raise the free-standing sign up by 18 inches, the applicant will either need to 
apply for a Consistency Ruling to the Commissioner of Inspectional Services or an 
amendment to the Land Use Committee of the City Council.   

• The secondary sign appears to be consistent with the dimensional controls 
specified in §5.2.8. Per the Zoning Ordinance, two secondary signs are allowed, 
which the applicant is not exceeding, and on this façade of 495 ft., the maximum 
size of the sign allowed is 50 sq. ft., which the applicant is also not exceeding. As 
per §5.2.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, “A perpendicular wall sign shall be attached at 
a right angle to the wall of a building; it shall have no more than 2 faces; and it shall 
not project in any linear dimension more than 6 feet, subject to the provisions of 
Revised Ordinances Chapter 26, Sections 26-1 to 26-6. When a projecting sign is 
closer than 12 feet to the corner of a building, its projection shall be no more than a 
distance equal to 1/2 the horizontal distance from the sign to that building corner.”  
The applicant has indicated that the distance from the building corner to the sign is 
14 inches.  
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the applicant move the secondary sign 
away from the building corner, so it is more than ½ the horizontal distance of the sign 
projection to the building corner. Staff will provide a recommendation about the free-
standing sign after locating the special permit.  

 

Fence Appeal 
1. 19 Crescent Avenue Fence Appeal 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 19 Crescent Avenue is within a Single 
Residence 2 district.  The applicant has added the following fence: 
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a) Front Lot Line along Beacon Street – The applicant has added a fence and is 
proposing to change some of the existing fence, set at the front property line 
along Beacon Street with the following fence: 

• 6 feet solid wood and 1 foot lattice for a total height of 7 feet, 85 feet in 
length (existing),  

• Solid, wood transition fence of varying height from 7 feet to 4 feet, 4 
feet in length (proposed), and 

• 4 feet high solid wood fence, 25 feet in length (proposed).  
b) Front Lot Line along Lake Avenue – The applicant has added a fence and is 

proposing to change some of the fence, set at the front property line along Lake 
Avenue with a new fence: 

• 6 feet solid wood, 51 feet in length (existing),  
• Solid, wood transition fence of varying height from 6 feet to 4 feet, 4 

feet in length (proposed), and  
• 4 feet high solid wood fence, 25 feet in length (proposed).  

 
TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

The existing and some of the proposed fence along the front property line appears to be 
not consistent with the fence criteria outlined in §5-30(d)(1) of the Newton Code of 
Ordinances. 

According to §5-30(d)(1), “Fences bordering a front lot line:  No fence or portion of a 
fence bordering or parallel to a front lot line shall exceed four (4) feet in height unless 
such fence is set back from the front lot line one (1) foot for each foot or part thereof 
such fence exceeds four (4) feet in height, up to a maximum of six (6) feet in height, and 
further, that any section of a perimeter fences greater than four (4) ft. in height must be 
open if it is parallel to a front lot line.” 

According to §5-30(f)(7), “Visibility on Corner Lots. No fence shall be erected or 
maintained on any corner lot as defined in Section 30-1 of the Revised Ordinances, as 
amended, in such a manner as to create a traffic hazard. No fence on a corner lot shall 
be erected or maintained more than four (4) feet above the established street grades 
within a triangular area determined by each of the property lines abutting each corner 
and an imaginary diagonal line drawn between two points each of which is located 
twenty-five (25) feet along the aforesaid property lines of said lot abutting each of the 
intersecting streets as illustrated in the diagram below. The owner of property on which 
a fence that violates the provisions of this section is located shall remove such fence 
within ten (10) days after receipt of notice from the Commissioner of Inspectional 
Services that the fence violates the provisions of this section and creates a traffic hazard 
in the judgment of the City Traffic Engineer.” 
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As specified under §5-30(c) and (h), the UDC may grant an exception to the provisions of 
the City’s Fence Ordinance. The proposed fence, however, must be found to comply 
with the “requirements of this ordinance, or if owing to conditions especially affecting a 
particular lot, but not affecting the area generally, compliance with the provisions of this 
ordinance would involve substantial hardship, financial or otherwise.” The UDC must 
also determine whether the “desired relief may be granted without substantially 
nullifying or substantially derogating from the intent and purposes of this ordinance or 
the public good.” 

Fence along Beacon Street: The applicant is seeking an exception to allow 7 feet tall 
fence with six feet solid and one foot lattice at the front property line for a length of 85 
feet and for a transition fence of varying height from 7 to 4 feet at the front property 
line for a length of 4 feet, where the ordinance would permit such a fence to be 4 feet 
tall. The 4 feet high solid wood fence, 25 feet in length appears to be consistent with the 
fence criteria outlined in §5-30(f)(7) of the Newton Code of Ordinances. 

Fence along Lake Avenue: The applicant is also seeking an exception to allow 6 feet tall 
solid fence at the front property line for a length of 51 feet and for a transition fence of 
varying height from 7 to 4 feet at the front property line for a length of 4 feet, where the 
ordinance would permit such a fence to be 4 feet tall. The 4 feet high solid wood fence, 
25 feet in length appears to be consistent with the fence criteria outlined in §5-30(f)(7) 
of the Newton Code of Ordinances. 

The applicant’s stated reasons for seeking this exception are “The existing fence had 
been significantly damaged by City snowplows and also has been gradually 
deteriorating. Our intent was to replace in kind, as the character of the fence is well 
suited to the neighborhood and the property. This taller fence helps to provide our back 
yard with some privacy and visual relief from Beacon Street and Pleasant Street behind 
our back lot line. (Our property is bordered by three roadways, Beacon, Pleasant and 
Crescent).” 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on the information submitted in the fence appeal 
application and staff’s technical review, staff seeks recommendation from the 
Commission. 

 

2. 274-276 Adams Street Fence Appeal 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The property located at 274-276 Adams Street is within a multi-
Residence 1 district.  The applicant is proposing to add the following fence: 

a) Front Lot Line along Adams Street – The applicant is proposing to add a fence, 
set at the front property line with a new fence, 5 feet solid vinyl and 1 foot 
lattice, 87 feet in length and at both corners, the height is 2 feet solid vinyl and 
1 foot lattice, total 12 feet in length. 
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b) Side Lot Line, parallel to Adams Street – The applicant is proposing to add a 
fence, set at the side property line with a new fence, 7 feet solid vinyl and 1 foot 
lattice for a total height of 8 feet, approximately 82 feet in length. 

c) Side Lot Line, parallel to Potter Street – The applicant is proposing to add a 
fence, set at the side property line with a new fence, a 2 feet solid vinyl and 1 
foot lattice, 12 feet in length at the front corner and 5 feet solid vinyl and 1 foot 
lattice, 87 feet in length.  

 
TECHNICAL REVIEW:  

Part of the proposed fence along the front property line appears to be not consistent 
with the fence criteria outlined in §5-30(d)(1) of the Newton Code of Ordinances. 

Part of the proposed fence along the side property line appears to be not consistent 
with the fence criteria outlined in §5-30(d)(2) of the Newton Code of Ordinances.  

According to §5-30(d)(1), “Fences bordering a front lot line:  No fence or portion of a 
fence bordering or parallel to a front lot line shall exceed four (4) feet in height unless 
such fence is set back from the front lot line one (1) foot for each foot or part thereof 
such fence exceeds four (4) feet in height, up to a maximum of six (6) feet in height, and 
further, that any section of a perimeter fences greater than four (4) ft. in height must be 
open if it is parallel to a front lot line.” 

According to §5-30(d)(2), “Fences bordering side lot lines:  No fence or portion of a fence 
bordering or parallel to a side lot line shall exceed six (6) feet in height except as 
provided in subsection (6) below, and further, that any portion of a fence bordering a 
side lot line which is within two (2) feet of a front lot line shall be graded to match the 
height of any fence bordering the front lot line.” 

As specified under §5-30(c) and (h), the UDC may grant an exception to the provisions of 
the City’s Fence Ordinance. The proposed fence, however, must be found to comply 
with the “requirements of this ordinance, or if owing to conditions especially affecting a 
particular lot, but not affecting the area generally, compliance with the provisions of this 
ordinance would involve substantial hardship, financial or otherwise.” The UDC must 
also determine whether the “desired relief may be granted without substantially 
nullifying or substantially derogating from the intent and purposes of this ordinance or 
the public good.” 

Fence on Front Lot Line along Adams Street: The applicant is seeking an exception to 
allow 6 feet tall vinyl fence with 5 feet solid and 1 foot lattice at the front property line 
for a length of 87 feet, where the ordinance would permit such a fence to be 4 feet tall. 
The 3 feet high fence, 12 feet in length appears to be consistent with the fence criteria 
outlined in §5-30(d)(1) of the Newton Code of Ordinances. 



Urban Design Commission 
Page 9 of 11 

Fence on Side Lot Line, parallel to Adams Street: The applicant is also seeking an 
exception to allow 8 feet tall vinyl fence with 7 feet solid and 1 foot lattice at the side 
property line for a length of 82 feet, where the ordinance would permit such a fence to 
be 6 feet tall.  

Fence on Side Lot Line, parallel to Potter Street: The 6 feet tall vinyl fence with 5 feet 
solid and 1 foot lattice at the side property line for a length of 87 feet and the 3 feet 
high fence, 12 feet in length appears to be consistent with the fence criteria outlined in 
§5-30(d)(2) of the Newton Code of Ordinances. 

The applicant’s stated reasons for seeking these exceptions are “The current wood fence 
that is in poor condition is 8' but your ordinance does not allow me to replace more than 
50% of the fence. I want to replace the entire 8' fence not 50%”. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on the information submitted in the fence appeal 
application and staff’s technical review, staff seeks recommendation from the 
Commission. 

Design Review 
1. 528 Boylston Street 

Toll 528 Boylston LLC proposes to develop a residential apartment building at 528 Boylston 
Street. The 5.82-acre site is comprised of 7 parcels: 528 Boylston Street, 516 Boylston Street, 
502-504 Boylston Street, 0 Boylston Street, O Hagen Road, 32-34 Hurley Place, and 24-26 Hurley 
Place. The parcels are in the SR-1 and SR-2 zoning districts. The developer is seeking a 
Comprehensive Permit pursuant to Mass. Gen. Laws Chapter 40B and filed a Site Approval 
application with Mass Housing on September 1st.   
 
The proposed design would contain 244 residential units and structured parking for 383 cars in a 
fully enclosed, partially below grade garage. There would be an additional 14 outdoor surface 
parking stalls, for a total of 397 stalls.  61 units would be designated as affordable to households 
with income at or below 80% AMI.  
 
The following zoning table lists the zoning requirements for the SR1 and SR2 districts along with 
the proposed dimensions. Note that all listed requirements are for single-family detached 
dwellings. Multifamily housing is not allowed in the SR1 and SR2 districts. The required parking 
refers to the standard for multi-family housing in any district. 
 

 Required Proposed 
Minimum Lot Area 25,000 SF (SR1)/15,000 SF (SR2) 253,422 SF 
Maximum Lot Coverage 15% (SR1)/20% (SR2) 30% 
Lot Frontage 140 feet (SR1)/100 feet (SR2) 734.9 feet 
Minimum Front Setback 40 feet (SR1)/30 feet (SR2) +/- 20 feet 
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Minimum Side Setback 20 feet (SR1)/15 feet (SR2) +/- 32 feet 
Minimum Rear Setback 25 feet (SR1)/15 feet (SR2) +/- 24 feet 
Height Sloped Roof – 36 feet 

Flat Roof - 30 feet 
70 feet (flat) 
 

Stories 2.5 6  
Floor Area Ratio .26 (SR1)/.33 (SR2) 1.84 
Lot Area Per Unit 25,000 SF (SR1)/15,000 SF (SR2) 1,039 SF 
Open Space 70% (SR-1)/65% (SR-2) 59.5% 
Parking Stalls  488 stalls by right (2 stalls per 

unit) 
305 stalls by SP (1.25 stalls per 
unit) 

397 stalls 
 

 
At the request of the Planning Department, the petitioner has been asked to present the 
revised project proposal to the UDC for consideration. The Planning Department 
encourages the UDC to review the project with regards to, but not limited to, the 
following: the proposed site plan; the building’s design; bulk and massing; and 
relationship to context and the street. 
 

2. 160 Charlemont Street / 56 Christina Street 

The project entails a mixed-use development on 6.99 acres at 160 Charlemont Street/56 
Christina Street. A comprehensive permit application has been filed for the project, 
which contemplates 410 residential units (27 Studio, 134 1 BR, 208 2 BR, and 41 3 BR) 
plus 10,689 sf of commercial space. There will be 471 structured garage parking spaces 
and 15 surface stalls. 103 of the units will be affordable at up to 80% of AMI.  

At the request of the Planning Department, the petitioner has been asked to present the 
revised project proposal to the UDC for consideration. The Planning Department 
encourages the UDC to review the project with regards to, but not limited to, the 
following: the proposed site plan; the building’s design; bulk and massing; and 
relationship to context and the street. 

 
III. Old/New Business 

1. Approval of Minutes 
Staff will provide meeting minutes before the meeting.  

 

Attachments 
• Attachment A: 2101 Washington Street – Recorded Board Order #63-08 
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• Attachment B: 325 Boylston Street – Recorded Board order #255-99 
• Attachment C: 823-833 Washington Street - Grandma’s Kitchen Revised Sign 
• Attachment D & E: Public Comment – 274-276 Adams Street 



Southern Middlesex - 20/20 Perfect Vision i2 Document Detail Report

Current datetime: 2/25/2016 10:20:56 AM 

Doc# Document Type Town Book/Page File Date Consideration

143425 DECISION 51628/422 08/28/2008

Property-Street Address and/or Description

2101 WASHINGTON ST 

Grantors

NEWTON CITY,   2101 WASHINGTON STREET LLC 

Grantees

References-Book/Pg  Description  Recorded Year
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Aluminum panel with vinyl letter. This image is for general reference only, and may not accurately represent the actual product.

Customer:

Company:

Phone:

Original:  09/07/22    Revision: 

Estimate($0 Means No Price):

Address:

City:

State/Zip:

File Name:                          

Job No:

X                                 Date

Print Name                  

Yvonne Chen

 Grandma’s Kitchen

Grandma’s Kitchen

Newton

823 Washington St.

MA 02460917-345-0476

07821

The undersigned, in his or her individual and official capacity, hereby certifies that
the quoted prices, designs, specifications, terms, and conditions are accepted . New
CC Sign is authorized to perform the work as specified.

NEW CC SIGN
259 Quincy Ave. Quincy, MA 02169

TEL: 617.479.8552 / 617-210-7982
Fax: 617.479.4852

ccsignboston@gmail.com
NEW CC Sign ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

Specifications:
* 040 white aluminum panel w/ Welded 1”x1” Galvanized tubing frame. 
* apply black vinyl for the letters.
* Panel to be mounted on the wall.
Sign installed in location shown on attached photo
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Aluminum panel blade sign. This image is for general reference only, and may not accurately represent the actual product.

Customer:

Company:

Phone:

Original:  09/07/22    Revision: 

Estimate($0 Means No Price):

Address:

City:

State/Zip:

File Name:                          

Job No:

X                                 Date

Print Name                  

Yvonne Chen

 Grandma’s Kitchen

Grandma’s Kitchen

Newton

823 Washington St.

MA 02460917-345-0476

07821

The undersigned, in his or her individual and official capacity, hereby certifies that
the quoted prices, designs, specifications, terms, and conditions are accepted . New
CC Sign is authorized to perform the work as specified.

NEW CC SIGN
259 Quincy Ave. Quincy, MA 02169

TEL: 617.479.8552 / 617-210-7982
Fax: 617.479.4852

ccsignboston@gmail.com
NEW CC Sign ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

6"
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Specifications:
* 1”x1” steel pipe make a square box
* 040 white aluminum.
* apply black vinyl.
* Square boxes mounted 1” steel pipe.
* 1” steel pipe welded on 4”x4”x3/16” steel plate.
Sign installed in location shown on attached photo
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10/11/2022

1/1

Subject: Letter
From: christinedonovan965@gmail.com
Sent: 10/11/2022 5:55:04 PM
To: Dino@realestateman.com;
 
Dear Newton Fence Committee,
I support Dino Rossi‘s application to replace the fence at his home on Adams Street.
 
Replacing the fence would improve the value of the home and the homes surrounding it.
 
Dino has continuously supported positive changes and causes in the community, particularly 
in the Nonantum section.
He and his company have participated in events with the elementary school, The Boys and 
Girls Club, and the Nonantum Village Association.
I fully support Dino and the positive improvements he continues to make in the city.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Donovan Neighbor 14 Wiltshire Road
Sent from my iPhone
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