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Volpe Exchange Parcel TIS

Planning Board Special Permit Criteria

Criterion A — Project Vehicle Trip Generation

Table A presents the Project vehicle trip generation criterion. Project vehicle trip generation
is based on ITE trip rates, adjusted for local mode split and vehicle occupancy rates as
discussed previously.

Table A-1 CRITERION - Project Vehicle Trip Generation

Criteria

Period Build Exceeds Criterion?
(trips)

Weekday Daily 2,000 6,553 Yes

Weekday AM Peak Hour 240 757 Yes

Weekday PM Peak Hour 240 852 Yes

The Project is expected to exceed the Planning Board Criteria for daily, morning peak, and
evening peak Project vehicle trip generation under the Build program.

Criterion B — Vehicle LOS

The criteria for a Project’s impact to traffic operations at signalized intersections are
summarized in Table B-1 below. These criteria are evaluated for each signalized study-area
intersection and presented in Table B-2.

Table B-1 CRITERION - Vehicular Level of Service

Existing With Project

VLOS A VLOS C

VLOS B, C VLOS D

VLOS D VLOS D or 7% roadway volume increase
VLOS E 7% roadway volume increase

VLOS F 5% roadway volume increase
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Table B-2 CRITERION - Vehicular LOS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Baseline Build Traffic Exceeds Baseline Build Traffic Exceeds
Intersection Condition  Condition Increase Criterion?  Condition  Condition Increase  Criterion?
O'Brien Highway/ B B 14% No B C 15% No

Third Street

O’Brien Highway/

Cambridge Street/ D D 8% Yes F F 5% No
East Street

O’Brien

Highway/Land C C 20% No B C 20% No
Boulevard

Cambridge Street/

Third Street D F 15% Yes D E 19% Yes
E;g?g;'rdezf Street/ C D 1% No C D 12% No
First Street/ o o
Thorndike Street ¢ ¢ 9% No 1D E 12% ves
;rrseteitreet/ Charles D D 39% No D D 59 No
g‘r';‘:ftreet/ Spring C C 1% No C C 2% No
Thi harl
Str';‘:tsueet/ Charles C D 5% No C C 6% No
Galileo Galilei Way/
Binney o o
Street/Fulkerson D D % No D D 9% i
Street

H th
Elrr‘;:ty Street/ 5 E E 13% Yes D D 1% Yes
EL?::ty Street/ Third D D 29% Yes C D 30% No
Eg‘crc‘%s;trf:;{ B E 32% Yes F F 30% Yes
E;rr‘:;y Street/ First D F 30% Yes E F 19% Yes
Eg‘tﬂzasrzeet/ Land F F 53% Yes F F 45% Yes
Hampshire Street/
Cardinal Medeiros D D 15% Ves F F 21% Ves

Avenue/ Portland
Street
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AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Baseline Build Traffic Exceeds Baseline Build Traffic Exceeds
Intersection Condition  Condition Increase Criterion?  Condition  Condition Increase  Criterion?
Etr:’eaedtway/ Portland F F 18% Yes E F 18% Yes
ﬁ;ﬁ:‘;‘:’;{é Street D D 16% Yes E F 13% Yes
zzﬁg"\v/xz] Galileo D E 17% Yes F F 18% Yes
Etrlaeotlway/ Ames A A 2% No A B 10% No
z;or:‘;‘;"ay/ Green E F 1% Yes C C 8% No
Broadway/ Main o o
Street/ Third Street B B >% No E F >% No
Third Street/ Potter o o
Street/ Kendall Street B ¢ >% No B ¢ 3% No
Third Street/ Munroe o o
Street/ Linskey Way E E 3% No F F 4% No
gf;:f”eev Albany F F 4% No E E 5% No
Main Street/ Galileo
Galilei Way/ Vassar B B 14% No B C 15% No
Street
gﬂtfefztsmet/ Ames D D 8% Yes F F 5% No
Mam Street/ Kendall C C 20% No B C 20% No
Station Crosswalk
Main Street/ D F 15% Yes D E 19% Yes
Longfellow Bridge
X'rf]jsos”tar:ezt”ve/ C D 1% No C D 12% No
Memorial Drive/ N o
Wadsworth Street ¢ ¢ 9% No D E 12% Yes
Memorial Drive/ D D 3% No D D 59, No
Western Avenue
Memorial Drive/
Cambridge Street/ C C 1% No C C 2% No

River Street
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Criterion C — Traffic on Residential Streets

This criterion considers the magnitude of Project vehicle trip generation during any peak
hour that may reasonably be expected to arrive and/or depart by traveling on a residential
street. The criteria, based on a Project-induced traffic volume increase on any two-block
residential street segment in the study area, are summarized in Table C-1.

Table C-1 CRITERION - Traffic on Residential Streets

Parameter 1: Amount Parameter 2: Current Peak Hour Street Volume (two-way

of Residential’ vehicles)

< 150 VPH 150-400 VPH > 400 VPH
1/2 or more 20 VPH? 30 VPH? 40 VPH?
>1/3 but <1/2 30 VPH? 45 VPH? 60 VPH?
1/3 or less No Max. No Max. No Max

1 - Amount of residential for a two-block segment as determined by first floor frontage
2 - Additional Project vehicle trip generation in vehicles per lane, both directions
VPH - Vehicles per hour

6 of the 80 roadway segments in the study area identified as street segments which have
more than 1/3 of residential frontage and are therefore evaluated against the traffic volume
criteria. The results are presented in Table C-2.

Table C-2 Criteria C - Traffic on Residential Streets
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Amount of Exceeds Project Exceeds
Roadway Reviewed Segment Residential Baseline Project Trips  Criteria? Baseline Trips  Criteria?
O'Brien Cambridge Street to Land
Highway Boulevard 1/2 or more 2,095 44 Yes 1,919 50 Yes
Cambridge Second Street to First
Street Street 1/2 or more 651 0 No 632 0 No
Sciarappa Street to Third
Spring Street 1/2 or more 160 0 No 155 0 No
Street Third Street to Lopez
Avenue 1/2 or more 102 0 No 171 0 No
Charles Sciarappa Street to Third
Street Street 1/2 or more 131 0 No 207 0 No
Binney th .
Street 5% Street to Third Street >1/3 but <1/2 953 120 Yes 1,049 195 Yes
Munroe
th ;
Street 5" Street to Third Street 1/2 or more 74 1 No 42 15 No
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AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Amount of Exceeds Project Exceeds
Roadway Reviewed Segment Residential Baseline Project Trips  Criteria? Baseline Trips  Criteria?
Potter
th i
Street >" Streetto Third Street > or more 118 201 Yes 85 316 Yes
Rogers Street to Binney
th
STSUERt  qireet 1/2 or more 122 0 No 146 0 No
O'Brien Highway to
Cambridge Street >1/3 but <1/2 711 99 Yes 790 112 Yes
Cambridge Street to Spring
Third Street >1/3 but <1/2 642 99 Yes 479 112 Yes
Street Spring Street to Charles
Street 1/2 or more 611 99 Yes 459 112 Yes
Charles Street to Binney
Street >1/3 but <1/2 552 99 Yes 650 112 Yes
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Criterion D — Lane Queue

The criteria for a project’s impact to queues at signalized intersections are summarized in
Table D-1 below. These criteria are evaluated for each lane group at study-area signalized
intersections and presented in Table D-2.

Table D-1 CRITERION - Vehicular Queues at Signalized Intersections

Existing With Project

Under 15 vehicles Under 15 vehicles, or 15+ vehicles with an increase of 6
vehicles

15 or more vehicles Increase of 6 vehicles

Table D-2 Criteria D — Lane Queue (for signalized intersections)

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Lane Baseli 2019 Build Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build Exceeds
asefine Mitigated Criterion? Mitigated Criterion?
O'Brien EB Left/Thru 7 16 Yes 3 3 No
O'Brien Highway at Third O'Brien EB Right 6 17 Yes 3 3 No
Street
O'Brien WB Thru/Right 1 1 No 4 4 No
Third NB Left/Thru/Right 2 2 No 11 11 No
O'Brien EB Thru 10 9 No 5 11 No
O'Brien EB Right 4 4 No 1 2 No
O'Brien WB Thru 3 3 No 7 6 No
O'Brien Highway at North First  ~.grien WB Right 0 0 No 0 0 No
Street
N. First NB Left 1 1 No 3 3 No
N. First NB Thru/Right 1 1 No 1 1 No
N. First SB Left/Thru 1 1 No 1 4 No
N. First SB Right 0 1 No 1 1 No
O'Brien EB Thru 3 3 No 5 6 No
O'Brien Highway at Cambridge  grjen W8 Left/Thru 5 5 No 5 5 No
Street
Cambridge NB Right 6 6 No 6 6 No
East SB Left/Thru/Right 1 1 No 1 1 No
O'Brien Highway at Land O'Brien EB Left 5 3 No 18 21 No
Boulevard O'Brien EB Thru 21 18 No 12 27 Yes
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Intersection

Lane

AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds
Mitigated Criterion? Mitigated Criterion?
O'Brien EB Right 12 8 No 0 8 No
O'Brien WB Left 36 37 No 7 6 No
O'Brien WB Thru 59 64 No 7 6 No
O'Brien WB Right 3 3 No 6 4 No
Land NB Left 2 2 No 4 7 No
Land NB Thru 6 6 No 7 7 No
Land NB Right 22 23 No 6 6 No
Land SB Left/Thru/Right 41 45 No 29 31 No
et Righ 29 31 No g 2 No
Cambridge Street at Third E:fr;'lb'::?ug/?{évki 15 16 No 11 20 No
Street
Third NB Left/Thru/Right 5 6 No 11 10 No
Third SB Left 2 2 No 1 20 Yes
Third SB Thru/Right 12 15 No 6 1 No
Cambridge EB Left 5 4 No 7 8 No
Cambridge EB Thru/Right 25 23 No 27 27 No
Cambridge WB Left 2 2 No 3 3 No
gfr':ekiridge Street at First Cambridge WB Thru/Right 2 2 No 3 2 No
First NB Left/Thru 3 3 No 18 18 No
First NB Right 3 3 No 8 8 No
N. First SB Left/Thru 1 1 No 0 0 No
N. First SB Right 3 3 No 1 1 No
. . I:fct’;?ﬁlrtiFEth 2 2 No 7 / No
First Street at Thorndike Street
First NB Thru 1 1 No 17 15 No
First SB Thru 2 2 No 2 3 No
Charles EB Left/Thru/Right 2 2 No 3 3 No
First Street at Charles Street (L::fr;]b-;:fu%isi;dhi e 2 2 No 5 > No
First NB Thru/Right 2 2 No 14 14 No
First SB Left/Thru 2 3 No 6 8 No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Lane Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds
Mitigated Criterion? Mitigated Criterion?
Charles EB Left/Thru/Right 2 2 No 2 2 No
Third Street at Charles Street E:fi;fsrz\;iight 1 1 No 2 1 No
Third NB Left/Thru/Right 1 1 No 4 7 No
Third SB Left/Thru/Right 4 8 No 4 5 No
Galileo EB Thru 7 7 No 10 10 No
Galileo WB Thru 8 11 No 4 5 No
Galileo Galilei Way/Binney Galilei W8 Right 4 4 No 3 3 No
Street at Fulkerson ;Lijglll;etrson SB Right/Hard 5 7 No . 5 No
et 3 3 No : No
Binney SEB Right 3 7 No 46 42 No
Binney EB Left 2 2 No 5 7 No
Binney EB Thru 6 5 No 7 12 No
Binney EB Right 2 2 No 3 4 No
Binney Street at Third Street Binney WB Left 5 9 No 2 2 No
Binney WB Thru/Right 5 14 No 3 3 No
Third NB Left/Thru 6 7 No 6 7 No
Third NB Right 4 3 No 4 4 No
Third SB Left/Thru/Right 12 20 Yes 10 16 No
Binney EB Left 1 1 No 3 3 No
Binney EB Thru/Right 7 6 No 7 8 No
Binney Street at Second Street Binney W Left 2 2 No 0 0 No
Binney WB Thru/Right 4 7 No 4 4 No
E::t??f?ry/iight 2 3 No 8 8 No
Second SB Left/Thru/Right 4 6 No 4 4 No
Binney EB Left 1 1 No 6 5 No
Binney Street at First Street Binney EB Thru/Right 3 3 No 4 4 No
Binney WB Left/Thru/Right 5 5 No 6 6 No
First NB Left/Thru/Right 1 1 No 1 1 No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Lane Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds
Mitigated Criterion? Mitigated Criterion?
First SB Left/Thru 3 3 No 5 5 No
First SB Right 2 4 No 2 2 No
Binney EB Left 3 3 No 2 2 No
Binney Street at Land Land NB Left 12 12 No 10 9 No
Boulevard Land NB Thru 13 14 No 6 3 No
Land SB Thru 6 6 No 8 8 No
Land SB Right 6 8 No 3 3 No
Lo ruRigh 8 7o Y 5 No
Hampshire Street at Portland r;c:f/‘l?;t\l:r/il\gft 4 3 No 6 / No
Street/Cardinal Medeiros
Avenue Portland NB Left 1 1 No 1 2 No
Portland NB Thru/Right 3 2 No 3 3 No
Cardinal SB Left 1 2 No 0 0 No
Cardinal SB Thru/Right 5 7 No 2 2 No
Lot Thveight % a8 N 2 No
A : : No 12 No
Broadway at Portland Street portiand NB Left ] 1 No 5 4 No
Portland NB Thru/Right 5 13 No 8 2 No
Portland SB Left 1 2 No 0 9 No
Portland SB Thru/Right 4 4 No 2 0 No
LT Righ 6 6 No g 3 No
Broadway WB Left 2 2 No 0 0 No
Broadway WB Thru 2 2 No 5 7 No
Broadway at Hampshire
Street/Technology Square Broadway WB Right 1 1 No 2 3 No
Technology NB Left 1 1 No 7 7 No
Technology NB Thru/Right 1 2 No 18 24 No
Hampshire SB Left 3 3 No 2 2 No
Hampshire SB Thru/Right 7 8 No 2 3 No
Broadway EB Left 4 3 No 3 3 No
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Intersection

Lane

AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build  Exceeds
Mitigated Criterion? Mitigated Criterion?
Broadway EB Thru 4 10 No 5 8 No
Broadway EB Right 1 1 No 1 1 No
Broadway WB Left 1 1 No 2 3 No
Broadway WB Thru 4 4 No 3 4 No
Sczjdway at Galileo Galilei Broadway WB Right 2 2 No 1 1 No
Galileo NB Left 1 2 No 3 3 No
Galileo NB Thru/Right 3 10 No 6 7 No
Galileo SB Left 2 4 No 2 1 No
Galileo SB Thru 7 10 No 6 12 No
Galileo SB Right 8 7 No 5 10 No
Broadway EB Thru 9 15 No 5 9 No
Broadway EB Right 4 3 No 2 2 No
Broadway at Ames Street Broadway WB Left 4 4 No 3 6 No
Broadway WB Thru 5 5 No 5 7 No
Ames NB Left 1 9 No 2 2 No
Ames NB Right 3 4 No 3 3 No
Broadway EB Left 3 10 No 5 9 No
Broadway EB Thru/Right 2 6 No 3 5 No
Str;)eaeiway/Main Street at Third  \13in WB Thru 7 22 Yes 6 9 No
Main WB Right 4 10 No 3 5 No
Third SB Left/Thru 5 3 No 4 4 No
Third SB Right 3 0 No 0 0 No
Main EB Left 2 5 No 7 8 No
Main EB Thru/Right 4 8 No 14 17 No
Main WB Left 2 2 No 3 3 No
\“//'V:'yr} 5:;:: asttrGe:'ti'eo Galilel Main WB Thru/Right 4 6 No 7 10 No
Vassar NB Thru 4 10 No 8 11 No
Vassar NB Right 2 3 No 3 4 No
Galileo SB Left 1 1 No 2 2 No
Galileo SB Thru 5 5 No 4 5 No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Lane Baseli 2019 Build Exceeds Baseline 2019 Build Exceeds
asefine Mitigated  Criterion? Mitigated  Criterion?
Galileo SB Right 5 4 No 4 4 No
Main EB Left/Thru/Right 4 6 No 15 16 No
Main WB Left/Thru/Right 2 3 No 4 5 No
Main Street at Ames Street )
Ames NB Left/Thru/Right 9 18 Yes 18 37 No
Ames SB Left/Thru 1 2 No 3 6 Yes
Ames SB Right 2 2 No 3 4 No
Memorial WB
. 3 4 No 17 No
1
Memorial Drive at Ames Street Left/Thru/Right 3
Ames SB Thru/Right 3 3 No 5 6 No
Memorial EB Thru 48 48 No 13 17 No
Memorial WB Thru/Right 6 6 No 6 9 No
Memorial Drive at Wadsworth Memorial EB U-turn 3 3 No 3 3 No
Street
Memorial EB Left 15 16 No 4 5 No
Wadsworth SB Thru/Right 0 0 No 0 1 No
Western WB
Left/Thru/Right 2> 23 No 72 7 No
Memorial Drive at Western
Avenue Memorial NB Left 8 8 No 15 30 Yes
Memorial NB Thru 8 8 No 16 30 Yes
Memorial SB Thru/Right 22 27 No 12 11 No
River EB Left/Thru 9 9 No 7 8 No
Memorial Dr at River St River EB Right 15 15 No 11 11 No
Memorial NB Thru/Right 8 9 No 11 19 Yes
Memorial SB Left/Thru 10 11 No 6 6 No
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Criterion E — Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Criteria 1: Pedestrian Delay

Pedestrian delay is a measure of the pedestrian crossing delay on a crosswalk during the
peak hour as determined by the pedestrian level of service analysis in the HCM 2000.

Table E-1 presents the indicators for this criterion. Tables E-2 present the evaluation of PLOS
criteria for each crosswalk at study area intersections under existing and full build conditions.

Table E-1 CRITERION - PLOS Indicators

Existing With Project

PLOS A PLOS A

PLOS B PLOS B

PLOS C PLOS C

PLOS D PLOS D or increase of 3 seconds
PLOSE, F PLOSD

Table E-2 CRITERION- Pedestrian Delay

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Exceeds Exceeds

Intersection Crosswalk Existing Build Criterion? Existing Build Criterion?
O'Brien Highway at Third St East D D No D D No

South D D No D D No
O'Brien Highway at North D D No D D No
Cambridge St

East D D No D D No

West D D No D D No
O'Brien Highway at Land West E E Yes E E Yes
Blvd

North E E Yes E E Yes

South E E Yes E E Yes
Cambridge St at Third St East B B No B B No

West B B No B B No

North B B No B B No

South B B No B B No
Cambridge St at First St East C C No C C No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Exceeds Exceeds
Intersection Crosswalk Existing Build Criterion? Existing Build Criterion?
West C C No C C No
South C C No C C No
First St at Thorndike St West C C No C C No
North C C No C C No
South C C No C C No
First St at Charles St East C C No C C No
West C C No C C No
North C C No C C No
South C C No C C No
Third St at Spring St East A A No A A No
West A A No A A No
North D E Yes C C No
South C D Yes B C Yes
Third St at Charles St East C C No C C No
West C C No C C No
North C C No C C No
South C C No C C No
Binney St/Galileo Galilei Way  East D D No D D No
at Fulkerson 5t Northwest D D No D D No
West D D No D D No
North D D No D D No
Binney St at 5t Street East F F Yes F F Yes
West F F Yes F F Yes
North A A No A A No
Binney St at Third St East D D No D D No
West D D No D D No
North D D No D D No
South D D No D D No
Binney St at Second St East D D No D D No
West D D No D D No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Exceeds Exceeds
Intersection Crosswalk Existing Build Criterion? Existing Build Criterion?
North D D No D D No
South D No D D No
Binney St at First St East E E Yes E E Yes
West E E Yes E E Yes
North E E Yes E E Yes
South E E Yes E E Yes
Binney St at Land Blvd West E E Yes E E Yes
North E E Yes E E Yes
South E E Yes E E Yes
Hampshire St at Portland East C C No C C No
St/Cardinal Medeiros Ave West c c No C C No
North B B No B B No
South B B No B B No
Broadway at Portland St East C C No C C No
West C C No C C No
North B B No B B No
South B B No B B No
Broadway at Hampshire St East D D No D D No
West D D No D D No
North C C No D D No
South C C No D D No
Broadway at Galileo Galilei East D D No D D No
Weay West D D No D D No
North D D No D D No
South D D No D D No
Broadway at Green Garage East F F Yes F F Yes
West F F Yes F F Yes
South B B No C C No
Broadway at Ames St East D D No D D No
West D D No D D No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Exceeds Exceeds

Intersection Crosswalk Existing Build Criterion? Existing Build Criterion?

South D D No D D No
Broadway at Main St and East D D No D D No
Third St

West D D No D D No

North D D No D D No

South D D No D D No
Third St at Potter St and East A A No A A No
Kendall St

West A D Yes A D Yes

North E F Yes F F Yes

South F F Yes F F Yes
Third St at Munroe St and East A A No A A No
Linskey Way

West A A No A A No

North F F Yes F F Yes

South E F Yes E F Yes
Main St at Albany St East F F Yes F F Yes

West F F Yes F F Yes

South C C No B B No
Galileo Galilei Way at Main East D D No D D No
St

West D D No D D No

North D D No D D No

South D D No D D No
Main St at Ames St East C C No C C No

West C C No C C No

North D D No D D No

South D D No D D No
Main St at Kendall Station East C C No D E Yes
Crossing

West C C No D E Yes
Memorial Dr at Longfellow North D D No C C No
Bridge

South B B No D D No

Southwest A A No A A No
Memorial Dr at Ames St East D D No D D No
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Exceeds Exceeds
Intersection Crosswalk Existing Build Criterion? Existing Build Criterion?
West D D No D D No
North D D No D D No
Memorial Dr at Wadsworth East D D No D D No
St
North D D No D D No
Memorial Dr at Western Ave  East E E Yes E E Yes
West E E Yes E E Yes
North E E Yes E E Yes
Memorial Dr at Cambridge East E E Yes E E Yes
St/River St
West E E Yes E E Yes
North E E Yes E E Yes
South E E Yes E E Yes
Criteria 2 & 3: Safe Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
Safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities are off-road or non-street bicycle lanes and sidewalks
that are along a publicly accessible street.
Table F-1 presents the indicators for this criterion. The evaluation of sidewalks or walkways
and bicycle facilities are displayed.
Table F-1 Criteria F — Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
. . Sidewalk or Exceeds Bicycle Facilities or Exceeds
Adjacent Street Link (between) Walkway Present Criteria? Right of Ways Present Criteria?
6th Street and 5th Street Yes No Yes No
Binney Street
5th Street and Third Street Yes No Yes No
Binney Street and Munroe
Street / Linskey Way ves No ves No
Munroe Street / Linskey Way
and Athenaeum Street ves No ves No
Third Street N g
Athenaeum Street and Potter
Street / Kendall Street ves No ves No
Potter Street / Kendall Street Ves No Ves No

and Broad Canal Way
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Broad Canal Way and

Broadway / Main Street ves No Yes No
Third Street / Mam Street and Ves No Ves No
Green Garage Exit

Broadway )
Green Garage Exit and Ames Ves No Ves No
Street

Munroe Street Third Street and 5t Street Yes No No No

5th Street Munroe Street and Potter Ves No No No
Street

Potter Street 5th Street and Third Street Yes No No No
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PEDESTRIAN WIND STUDY P AV

VOLPE A
RWDI #1903749
January 7,2021 '

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

RWDI was retained to conduct a pedestrian wind assessment for the proposed Volpe development in Cambridge,
MA (Image 1). The potential wind conditions have been assessed based on wind-tunnel testing of the project under
the No Build and Build configurations (Images 2A and 2B), and the local wind records (Image 3) and compared to
the Mean Speed and Effective Gust criteria adopted by the Boston Planning and Development Agency (BPDA). The
results of the assessment are shown on site plans in Figures 1A through 2B, and the associated wind speeds are
listed in Tables 1 and 2. The key findings are summarized as follows:

Effective Gust

e The effective gust criterion is met at all but one location to the west of Fifth Street for the No Build
configuration. The effective gust speed exceedance at this location is expected to be eliminated for
Build configuration.

Mean Speed

¢ Inthe No Build configuration with existing landscaping, mean speeds on and around the project site
are generally expected to be comfortable for the intended use on an annual basis.

e For Build configuration with existing and proposed landscaping, wind conditions at grade level on and
around the project site are generally predicted to be similar or slightly lower than the existing wind
conditions.

rwdi.com
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1

1.1

1.2

INTRODUCTION

RWDI was retained to conduct a pedestrian wind assessment for the proposed Volpe development in Cambridge,
MA. This report presents the project objectives, background and approach, and discusses of the results from RWDI's

assessment and provides conceptual wind control measures, where necessary.

Project Description

The project (site shown in Image 1) is bound by Binney Street and Broadway Street to the north and south and by a
pedestrian walkway and Third Street to the west and east, respectively. The development consists of 8 building and

a low-rise community center.

Objectives

The objective of the study was to assess the effect of the proposed development on local conditions in pedestrian
areas on and around the study site and provide recommendations for minimizing adverse effects, if needed. This
quantitative assessment was based on wind speed measurements on a scale model of the project and its
surroundings in one of RWDI's boundary-layer wind tunnels. These measurements were combined with the local
wind records and compared to appropriate criteria for gauging wind comfort and safety in pedestrian areas. The
assessment focused on critical pedestrian areas, including building entrances and public sidewalks.
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Image 1: Aerial View of Site and Surroundings (Photo Courtesy of Google™ Earth)
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2.1 Wind Tunnel Study Model
To assess the wind environment around the proposed project, a 1:300 scale model of the project site and
surroundings was constructed for the wind tunnel tests of the following configurations:
A - No Build: Existing site with existing surroundings (Image 2A), and,
B - Build: Proposed project with existing surroundings, existing deciduous landscaping and

proposed deciduous and marcescent landscaping that retain foliage throughout the

year (Image 2B)

The wind tunnel model included all relevant surrounding buildings and topography within an approximately 1200 ft
radius of the study site. The wind and turbulence profiles in the atmospheric boundary layer beyond the modelled
area were also simulated in RWDI's wind tunnel. The wind tunnel model was instrumented with 153 specially
designed wind speed sensors to measure mean and gust speeds at a full-scale height of approximately 5 ft above
local grade in pedestrian areas throughout the study site. Wind speeds were measured for 36 directions in a 10-
degree increment. The measurements at each sensor location were recorded in the form of ratios of local mean
and gust speeds to the mean wind speed at a reference height above the model. The placement of wind
measurement locations was based on our experience and understanding of the pedestrian usage for this site, and
reviewed by the design team.

rwdi.com Page 4



PEDESTRIAN WIND STUDY
VOLPE

RWDI #1903749
January 7, 2021

&

- f - % B

Image 2A: Wind Tunnel Study Model — No Build Configuration
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Image 2B: Wind Tunnel Study Model - Build Configuration
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2.2

Meteorological Data

The results were then combined with long-term meteorological data, recorded during the years 1995 through 2018
at Boston's Logan International Airport to predict full scale wind conditions. The analysis was performed separately

for the entire year and for each of the four seasons. Images 3 and 4 present "wind roses", summarizing the annual

and seasonal wind climates in the Boston area respectively, based on the data from Logan Airport.

On an annual basis, the most common wind directions are those between north-northwest and south-southwest.

Winds from the east-northeast to the east-southeast are also relatively common. In the case of strong winds, west-

northwest, northwest, west and northeast are the dominant wind directions.

N N

a0 in

Wind Speed
(mph)

Calm
1-5
6-10
11-15
16-20
>20

Probability (%)
Annual
3.0
7.9
325
324
16.3
7.9

Image 3: Annual Directional Distribution of Winds Approaching Boston Logan International Airport from

1995 through 2018
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The first wind rose in Image 4, for example, summarizes the spring (March, April, and May) wind

data which, in general, indicate prevailing winds occurring from the northwest to south-southwest and northeast to
east-southeast directions and strong winds (red bands) primarily occurring from the west-northwest, northwest,

south-southwest, west and northeast directions.

Spring (March — May)

- P

e

Fall (September — November)

Wind Speed
(mph) Spring
Calm 2.8
1-5 6.8
6-10 28.9
11-15 32.3
16-20 19.2
B 10.1

-y

L] =

] -
- t
L}

Winter (December - February)

Probability (%)

Summer Fall Winter
3.0 3.4 2.6
9.4 8.7 6.5
38.8 34.6 27.9
34.4 32.0 30.9
11.8 145 19.7
2.6 6.8 12.4

Image 3: Seasonal Directional Distribution of Winds Approaching Boston Logan International Airport from
1995 through 2018
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2.3 BPDA Wind Criteria
The Boston PI i d Develo tA BPDA
© Foston Flanhing and Zeve pmen. gency ( ) ) . . Effective Gust Speed
has adopted two standards for assessing the relative Wind Acceptability (mph)
wind comfort of pedestrians. First, the BPDA wind
. . o ) Acceptable <31
design guidance criterion states that an effective gust
Unacceptable > 31

velocity (hourly mean wind speed +1.5 times the

root-mean-square wind speed) of 31 mph should not be Mean Wind Speed
Comfort Category
exceeded more than 1% of the time. (Qlely)

Comfortable for Sitting <12
The second set of criteria used by the BPDA to
. - . . . Comfortable for Standing <15
determine the acceptability of specific locations is based
on the work of Melbourne. This set of criteria is used to Comfortable for Walking <19
determine the relative level of pedestrian wind comfort Uncomfortable for Walking >19
for activities such as sitting, standing, or walking. The Dangerous > 27

criteria are expressed in terms of benchmarks for the 1-
**Effective gust and mean wind speeds are based on a 1%

hour mean wind speed exceeded 1% of the time. o
exceedance or 99 percentile wind speeds.

The consideration of wind in planning outdoor activity areas is important since high winds in an area tend to deter
pedestrian use. For example, winds should be light or relatively light in areas where people would be sitting, such
as outdoor cafes or playgrounds. For bus stops and other locations where people would be standing, somewhat
higher winds can be tolerated. For frequently used sidewalks, where people are primarily walking, stronger winds
are acceptable. For infrequently used areas, the wind comfort criteria can be relaxed even further. The actual
effects of wind can range from pedestrian inconvenience, due to the blowing of dust and other loose material in a
moderate breeze, to severe difficulty with walking due to the wind forces on the pedestrian.

The wind climate found in a typical downtown location in Cambridge is generally comfortable for the pedestrian use
of sidewalks and thoroughfares and meets the BPDA effective gust velocity criterion of 31 mph. However, without
any mitigation measures, this wind climate is likely to be frequently uncomfortable for more passive activities such
as sitting.

This study involved state-of-the-art measurement and analysis techniques to predict wind conditions. Nevertheless,
some uncertainty remains in predicting wind comfort, and this must be kept in mind. For example, the sensation of
comfort among individuals can be quite variable. Variations in age, individual health, clothing, and other human
factors can change a particular response of an individual. The comfort limits used in this report represent an
average for the total population. Also, unforeseen changes in the project area, such as the construction or removal
of buildings, can affect the conditions experienced at the site. Finally, the prediction of wind speeds is necessarily a
statistical procedure. The wind speeds reported are for the frequency of occurrence stated (1% of the time). Higher
wind speeds will occur but on a less frequent basis.
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2.4 Generalized Wind Flows

In our discussion of wind conditions, reference may be made to the following generalized wind flows (Image 4):

DOWNWASHING

Tall buildings tend to intercept the stronger winds at higher elevations and redirect them
to the ground level. This is often the main cause for wind accelerations around large
buildings at the pedestrian level.

CORNER ACCELERATION

When winds approach at an oblique angle to a tall facade and are deflected down, a
localized increase in the wind activity or corner acceleration can be expected around the
exposed building corners at pedestrian level.

Image 5: Generalized Wind Flows

If these building/wind combinations occur for prevailing winds, there is a greater potential for increased wind
activity. Design details such as; setting back a tall tower from the edges of a podium, deep canopies close to ground
level, wind screens, tall trees with dense landscaping, etc. (Image 5) can help reduce wind speeds. The choice and
effectiveness of these measures would depend on the exposure and orientation of the site with respect to the
prevailing wind directions and the size and massing of the proposed buildings.

Podium/tower setback, canopy, landscaping and wind screens (left to right)

Image 6: Common Wind Control Measures
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3

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The predicted wind conditions in terms of mean and effective gust speeds pertaining to the tested configurations
are graphically depicted on site plans in Figures 1A through 2B located in the “Figures” section of this report. These
conditions and the associated wind speeds are presented in Tables 1 and 2, located in the “Tables” section of this
report. The following summary of pedestrian wind comfort is based on the annual winds for each configuration
tested. Typically, the summer and fall winds tend to be more comfortable than the annual winds while the winter

and spring winds are less comfortable than the annual winds.

The following is a detailed discussion of the suitability of the predicted wind comfort conditions for the anticipated
pedestrian use of each area of interest. Wind conditions comfortable for walking are appropriate for sidewalks and
walkways as pedestrians will be active and less likely to remain in one area for prolonged periods of time. Lower

wind speeds conducive to standing are preferred at main entrances where pedestrians are apt to linger.

3.1 No Build Configuration

The mean speed winds for the existing site and adjacent sidewalks are generally expected to be comfortable for
sitting or standing (Figure 1A). Wind speeds are expected to be higher to the northwest of the project site, around
the existing building to the west of Fifth Street, with conditions comfortable for walking. Mean wind speeds at the
southwest corner of an existing building to the west of Fifth Street are expected to be dangerous during the winter

(Location 25 in Table 2).

The effective gust criterion is expected to be met for all locations tested with the exception of the southwest corner

of an existing building to the west of Fifth Street on an annual basis (Location 25 in Figure 2A).

3.2 Build Configuration

With the addition of the proposed project with existing and proposed landscaping on-site, similar or slightly lower
mean speeds are anticipated (Figure 1B). No dangerous wind speeds are detected at any location on an annual
basis (Figure 1B) however, winds rated dangerous are predicted at the southwest corner of building C4 during the
winter (Location 38 in Table 2). Wind speeds rated uncomfortable for walking are expected at a few building
corners. Wind speeds at most building entrances are expected to be comfortable sitting or standing on an annual
basis, which is suitable for the intended use. Wind speeds at one entrance location of Building R4 is expected to be
comfortable for walking on an annual basis, which is considered higher than desired for the intended use (Location

130 in Figure 1B).

Wind speeds at all locations are predicted to meet the effective gust criterion on an annual basis with the addition
of the proposed project (Figure 2B). winds at a few building corners are predicted to exceed the effective gust
criterion during the winter and spring (Locations 25, 38 and 137 in Table 2). High wind activity at the building
corners is mainly caused by northwesterly winds. Additional marcescent landscaping can be considered to the
northwest of this corner. In addition, modified building massing (i.e. chamfering, re-entrant corners) vertical
features in the form of porous wind screen, architectural feature/ signage or canopies wrapping around the corners
can be considered at this corner for reduced wind speeds. Examples of these are shown in Images 6 and 7.
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Image 7: Examples of Wind Control Measures at Building Corners

4 APPLICABILITY OF RESULTS

The wind conditions presented in this report pertain to the model of Volpe constructed using the drawings and
information listed below. Should there be any design changes that deviate from this list of drawings, the wind
condition predictions presented may change. Therefore, if changes in the design are made, it is recommended that
RWDI be contacted and requested to review their potential effects on wind conditions.

Date Received

File Name File Type
(dd/mm/yyyy)
20_0810 Volpe - Build Configuration.3dm Rhinoceros 11/11/2020
20_0902 Volpe - Build Configuration Opt2.3dm Rhinoceros 11/11/2020
20 0811 Volpe - Build Configuration revised R2R3.3dm Rhinoceros 11/11/2020
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Table 1:

Location

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
18
18

13
16

17
11

16
10

14
10

15
14

18
10

18
15

19
12

18
20

10
12

13
18

10
12

16
19

%
Change

23%

-35%

-38%

-29%

-44%

-17%

-37%

11%

20%

38%

20%

19%

-50%

-31%

Walking
Walking

Standing
Walking

Walking
Sitting

Walking
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Standing

Walking
Sitting

Walking
Standing

Walking
Sitting

Walking
Uncomfortable

Sitting
Sitting

Standing
Walking

Sitting
Sitting

Walking
Walking

Walking
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Speed

(mph)
26
27

26
22

27
19

26
26

16
19

21
25

16
19

23
26

23
13

20
16

%
Change

26%

19%

19%

19%

13%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
15
10

19
14

25
20

10
15

15
14

14
12

14
15

12
13

19
15

14
15

%
Change

-33%

-40%

-33%

33%

-20%

-47%

-33%

-26%

-20%

50%

-14%

-21%

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Walking
Standing

Uncomfortable
Uncomfortable

Sitting
Standing

Standing
Standing

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Walking
Standing

Standing
Standing

Speed

(mph)
23
17

23
15

20
14

16
17

23
18

24
14

21
14

26
21

34
29

17
28

22
28

21
20

20
23

21
20

27
23

20
22

%
Change

35%

15%

10%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Unacceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
12
18

8
16

10
18

14
12

13
12

11
26

12
12

10
15

16
11

16

19

15

15

11

12

%
Change

50%

100%

80%

-14%

136%

50%

78%

50%

-31%

19%

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Walking

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Uncomfortable

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Standing

Walking
Sitting

Walking
Walking
Standing
Standing

Sitting

Sitting

Speed

(mph)
15
26

13
24

16
26

20
18

19
19

17
3

17
18

14
17

14
2

16
28

22
18

24

27

20

21

16

17

%
Change

73%

85%

63%

82%

21%

64%

44%

13%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Page 3 of 10



Table 1:

Location

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
12
14

13
8

9
9

10
1)

11
17

14
10

16
11

16
15

12
15

15

%
Change

17%

-38%

30%

56%

-36%

55%

-29%

-31%

44%

11%

25%

Sitting
Standing

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Walking

Standing
Sitting

Walking
Sitting

Walking
Standing

Sitting
Standing
Standing
Sitting
Sitting
Sitting
Sitting

Standing

Standing

Speed

(mph)
18
20

21
13

14
15

17
19

14
21
15
18
21
16

24
16

28
20

15
19
22
14
16
15
19

21

21

%
Change

11%

12%

50%

33%

27%

14%

11%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80
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Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Speed
(mph)

11
10

11
10

11

%
Change

113%

33%

-36%

1%

133%

22%

88%

Speed
(mph)

Standing

Standing

Sitting
Walking

Walking

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting

Sitting
Sitting
Sitting

Sitting

Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

19

15
18

19
11

12
17

14

19

11
20

17
15

17
16

16
16

14
21

%
Change

20%

42%

82%

50%

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
9
7

oo ©

11
10

12
12

11
12

11
12

11
12

16
12

15
10

13
14

%
Change

-22%

-11%

63%

100%

50%

1%

1%

1%

-25%

-33%

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Walking
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Standing

Speed

(mph)
14
12

14
13

14
18

14
22

18
15

20
19

14
18

18
18

14
13

15
15

14
13

16
18

17
18

24
18

23
17

21
20

%
Change

29%

57%

29%

13%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
8
12

15
16

10
12

14
15

13
12

©

10
13

12

18

18

%
Change

50%

20%

25%

50%

75%

38%

13%

29%

30%

Sitting
Sitting

Standing
Walking

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Standing
Standing

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing
Sitting

Walking

Walking

Speed

(mph)
13
19

23
23

17
18

14
16

14
17

15
14

12
19

13
17

14
16

28
20

21
18

11
14

16

19

18

24

27

%
Change

46%

14%

21%

58%

31%

14%

27%

19%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed
(mph)

10
14

14
18

11
15

11
14

15
16

10
19

%
Change

1%

114%

56%

40%

29%

189%

36%

27%

-10%

90%

63%

138%

100%

Speed
(mph)

Sitting

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Standing
Walking

Sitting
Uncomfortable

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Sitting

Standing
Walking

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Walking

18

12
19

13
22

17
19

15
20

16
20

16
34

18
21

16
20

16
14

28
28

17
26

15
20

13
28

15
22

%
Change

58%

69%

12%

33%

25%

14%

113%

17%

25%

53%

33%

115%

47%

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Unacceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1:

Location

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

rwdi.com

Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Configuration

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Annual
Annual

Speed

(mph)
9
14

10
18

11
15

12
10

12
22

%
Change

56%

78%

100%

67%

80%

36%

-17%

83%

-46%

-36%

-33%

56%

18%

33%

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Walking
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Walking

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Sitting

Sitting
Uncomfortable

Standing
Sitting

Walking
Walking

Standing
Sitting

Standing
Sitting

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Standing

Sitting
Sitting

Speed

(mph)
14
20

14
22

13
21

16
26

16
22

19
16

20
29

19
12

28
25

19
15

21
15

15
21

16
20

14
17

%
Change

43%

57%

83%

62%

63%

38%

45%

40%

25%

21%

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable
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Table 1: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Annual

Mean Wind Speed Effective Gust Wind Speed

Location | Configuration Speed % Speed %
(mph) | Change (mph) | Change

145 A Annual 10 Sitting 16 Acceptable
B Annual 14 40%  Standing 19 19%  Acceptable
146 A Annual 12 Sitting 19 Acceptable
B Annual 7 -42%  Sitting 12 Acceptable
147 A Annual 13 Standing 20 Acceptable
B Annual 13 Standing 19 Acceptable
148 A Annual 9 Sitting 15 Acceptable
B Annual 16 78% Walking 23 53% Acceptable
149 A Annual 11 Sitting 16 Acceptable
B Annual 11 Sitting 16 Acceptable
150 A Annual 17 Walking 24 Acceptable
B Annual 11 -35%  Sitting 17 Acceptable
151 A Annual 11 Sitting 16 Acceptable
B Annual 15 36%  Standing 20 25%  Acceptable
152 A Annual 10 Sitting 16 Acceptable
B Annual 10 Sitting 16 Acceptable
153 A Annual 16 Walking 24 Acceptable
B Annual 11 -31%  Sitting 16 Acceptable

Configurations Mean Wind Criteria Speed (mph) Effective Gust Criteria (mph)

No Build Existing Site and surroundings <12  Comfortable for Sitting < 31 Acceptable
13-15 Comfortable for Standing > 31 Unacceptable
Build proposed project with existing surroundir. 16 - 19 Comfortable for Walking

20 -27 Uncomfortable for Walking
>27 Dangerous Conditions

Notes

1) Wind Speeds are for a 1% probability of exceedance

2) % Change is based on comparison with Configuration A
3) % changes less than 10% are excluded
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

20 14 18 19 28 20 26 27
19 15 18 19 28 21 26 29

2 A 13 10 12 14 20 15 19 21
B 16 13 15 18 25 19 23 27
3 A 17 13 16 18 25 19 23 26
B 1" 8 10 12 18 13 17 19
4 A 16 12 15 17 23 18 22 24
B 11 8 10 11 17 13 16 18
5 A 14 11 13 15 21 16 19 22
B 11 8 10 11 18 13 16 18
6 A 15 11 14 16 21 16 20 23
B 15 11 14 15 22 17 20 23
7 A 19 14 18 20 26 20 25 28
B 11 8 10 11 18 13 16 18
8 A 19 15 18 20 26 20 25 28
B 15 11 14 16 23 17 21 23
9 A 20 15 18 21 27 21 25 29
B 13 9 12 13 20 15 18 20
10 A 18 14 17 20 27 20 26 29
B 20 16 19 21 27 21 26 28
11 A 10 7 10 11 16 12 16 17
B 14 9 13 12 22 15 20 20
12 A 14 12 13 14 22 18 21 23
B 18 14 17 20 26 20 24 28
13 A 11 8 10 11 17 12 16 17
B 14 10 13 12 21 15 19 19
14 A 16 13 15 17 24 18 23 25
B 19 15 17 21 27 20 24 28
15 A 17 13 16 17 24 19 23 25
B 8 6 8 9 13 10 12 14
16 A 14 10 13 14 21 16 20 22
B 9 7 9 10 16 13 15 18
17 A 16 12 15 16 24 18 22 24
B 12 9 10 10 18 14 17 17

rwdi.com Page 1 of 10



» !'fi
Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

16 12 15 17 24 18 22 25
9 7 9 9 15 12 14 15

18
19 A 12 9 11 13 21 15 19 21
B 9 7 8 9 15 11 14 15
20 A 10 7 9 10 17 13 16 18
B 12 9 12 13 18 14 17 19
21 A 16 12 15 17 23 18 22 25
B 12 10 12 13 18 15 18 19
22 A 16 12 15 17 25 19 23 27
B 9 7 8 9 15 11 14 15
23 A 12 9 11 14 21 16 19 23
B 9 6 8 9 15 11 14 15
24 A 19 15 18 21 27 20 25 28
B 14 11 13 15 22 16 21 23
25 A 26 20 24 28 35 27 32 38
B 21 16 19 23 30 23 27 32
26 A 11 8 10 11 18 13 16 18
B 15 12 14 17 23 18 22 25
27 A 16 12 15 16 23 17 22 24
B 14 11 14 15 23 18 22 25
28 A 15 10 14 15 23 16 21 23
B 12 9 1" 13 20 16 19 21
29 A 15 11 14 15 20 15 19 21
B 16 11 14 15 24 17 22 24
30 A 13 © 12 14 21 16 20 23
B 13 10 12 14 21 16 19 22
31 A 19 15 18 21 27 21 25 30
B 15 11 14 16 24 18 22 26
32 A 14 11 13 15 20 16 19 21
B 15 12 14 17 23 17 21 24
33 A 12 9 12 13 16 12 15 17
B 19 14 17 20 27 21 25 29
34 A 8 6 8 9 13 10 13 14
B 17 13 16 18 25 19 23 27
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

10 8 10 11 16 13 16 17
18 14 17 19 26 20 25 28

35
36 A 15 13 14 14 21 18 20 21
B 12 9 11 13 18 14 17 19
37 A 14 11 13 13 20 15 19 20
B 13 10 12 13 20 16 19 20
38 A 12 10 11 12 17 14 17 18
B 26 21 25 28 33 26 31 35
39 A 13 12 12 11 19 17 17 17
B 13 10 12 14 18 14 17 19
40 A 9 7 8 9 14 12 14 15
B 12 9 11 13 18 14 17 19
41 A 9 7 9 10 14 11 13 15
B 17 13 16 18 23 18 21 25
42 A 10 8 9 11 16 12 15 17
B 15 12 14 17 23 18 22 25
43 A 16 12 15 17 22 17 21 24
B 12 9 11 11 19 14 17 19
4 A 17 13 15 18 24 19 22 26
B 19 14 18 21 28 20 26 29
45 A - - - - - - - -
B 15 12 14 16 21 16 19 22
46 A - - - - - - - -
B 15 13 15 16 21 18 20 22
47 A - - - - - - - -
B 11 10 11 12 17 14 16 18
48 A - - - - - - - -
B 12 10 11 12 18 14 17 18
49 A 12 10 11 13 18 15 17 20
B 15 11 14 15 21 16 20 22
50 A 14 11 13 15 21 16 20 22
B 9 7 8 9 14 11 13 14
51 A 9 7 9 10 15 11 14 16
B 10 8 9 10 16 13 15 16
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

11 8 10 11 17 13 16 18
13 10 12 14 19 15 18 21

52
53 A 9 7 9 9 15 11 14 14
B 15 11 14 15 22 17 20 23
54 A 14 11 13 15 23 18 21 24
B 9 7 9 10 15 12 14 16
55 A 11 8 10 11 19 14 18 19
B 17 13 16 18 24 19 23 26
56 A 14 11 13 15 22 17 20 23
B 10 9 10 10 16 14 15 16
57 A 17 13 16 18 25 20 23 26
B 11 8 10 12 16 12 15 17
58 A 16 13 15 17 24 19 22 25
B 15 12 14 16 21 16 20 22
50 A 9 7 8 10 15 12 14 16
B 14 11 13 14 19 16 18 20
60 A - - - - - - - -
B 14 12 14 16 22 19 22 24
61 A 9 7 8 9 14 12 14 15
B 10 8 10 11 16 13 16 17
62 A - - - - - - - -
B 11 9 10 11 16 12 14 16
63 A 13 10 12 13 20 15 18 20
B 15 13 15 16 21 18 20 22
64 A - - - - - - - -
B 15 14 15 16 21 19 20 22
65 A - - - - - - - -
B 13 12 13 14 19 17 19 20
66 A - - - - - - - -
B 15 14 15 17 21 19 21 23
67 A 8 6 7 8 14 11 13 15
B 17 13 16 18 24 19 23 25
68 A - - - - - - - -
B 20 16 19 21 28 22 26 29
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

9 7 9 9 17 12 15 16
12 10 12 13 18 15 18 19

69
70 A 12 9 11 12 20 15 18 21
B 7 6 7 8 11 9 11 12
71 A - - - - - - - -
B 12 9 11 12 16 13 16 17
72 A - - - - - - - -
B 7 6 7 7 12 10 12 13
73 A 7 6 7 7 12 10 11 12
B 12 10 11 13 17 14 16 18
74 A - - - - - - - -
B 9 7 9 10 15 12 14 15
75 A - - - - - - - -
B 13 11 13 14 20 16 19 21
76 A 7 6 6 7 11 10 11 12
B 14 11 13 15 20 16 19 21
77 A 11 9 11 12 18 14 17 18
B 10 8 10 10 15 13 15 16
78 A 12 9 11 11 19 14 17 18
B 11 9 10 11 17 14 16 17
79 A 10 7 9 10 17 13 16 17
B 11 9 10 12 16 13 16 17
80 A 9 7 8 9 15 11 14 14
B 15 13 14 16 21 18 20 22
81 A 10 8 9 10 15 11 14 15
B 7 6 6 7 13 11 11 13
82 A 9 7 8 9 14 11 14 15
B 8 8 8 9 13 12 13 14
83 A 9 7 8 9 14 12 14 15
B 13 10 12 14 18 14 17 19
84 A 9 7 8 9 14 12 14 14
B 16 13 15 17 22 18 21 24
85 A 12 9 12 12 19 14 18 18
B 10 9 10 11 15 13 15 16
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

12 9 12 13 20 15 19 22
12 11 12 12 19 17 19 20

86
87 A 8 6 8 9 15 1" 14 15
B 12 10 11 12 18 17 18 20
88 A 11 9 10 12 19 14 17 20
B 13 10 12 13 19 15 17 19
89 A 9 7 9 10 15 11 14 15
B 8 7 8 9 13 11 13 14
90 A 10 8 9 10 16 12 14 16
B 9 8 8 9 15 13 15 16
91 A 10 8 9 10 15 12 14 15
B 8 7 8 8 14 12 13 14
92 A 11 9 11 11 16 13 16 17
B 13 10 12 14 19 15 18 20
93 A 12 9 11 12 18 14 17 18
B 13 10 12 13 19 15 18 19
94 A 17 13 16 17 25 20 24 25
B 12 10 12 13 18 16 18 19
95 A 16 13 15 17 24 20 23 25
B 10 © 10 11 17 15 17 18
96 A 13 10 12 14 21 16 20 23
B 15 12 14 14 21 18 21 21
97 A 8 6 8 8 13 10 12 14
B 12 10 12 13 19 15 18 20
98 A 16 13 15 17 24 19 23 25
B 16 13 16 17 24 19 23 25
99 A 11 9 11 11 18 15 17 18
B 13 10 12 13 19 15 18 19
100 A 9 7 8 9 15 12 14 15
B 10 9 10 11 16 14 16 17
101 A 8 7 8 9 14 12 14 15
B 13 11 12 13 18 14 17 18
102 A 10 9 10 11 15 13 15 16
B 10 8 10 10 15 12 14 15
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

103 8 7 8 8 13 10 12 13
15 13 14 14 21 17 20 20

104 A 8 7 8 8 13 12 13 14
B 12 9 11 12 18 13 17 18
105 A 9 7 8 8 15 11 14 15
B 10 7 9 10 17 12 16 16
106 A 15 11 14 15 24 18 22 25
B 16 12 15 16 22 16 21 22
107 A 14 10 13 15 21 16 20 23
B 13 10 12 13 20 15 19 19
108 A 7 6 7 7 11 10 11 12
B 9 7 9 9 15 11 14 15
109 A 10 8 9 11 16 12 15 17
B 13 10 13 14 19 15 18 21
10 A - - - - - - - -
B 12 10 12 12 18 15 17 19
111 A - - - - - - - -
B 18 14 17 19 25 19 23 26
12 A - - - - - - - -
B 19 15 18 20 28 21 26 29
13 A - - - - - - - -
B 12 10 11 13 19 15 18 20
14 A 7 6 7 8 12 11 12 13
B 12 10 12 13 19 16 19 20
15 A 8 6 7 8 13 10 12 13
B 15 14 15 16 22 19 21 23
16 A 12 9 11 13 17 13 16 19
B 14 11 13 14 20 15 18 21
17 A 10 7 9 10 15 12 15 17
B 14 11 13 15 20 16 19 21
18 A 10 7 9 11 16 13 15 17
B 14 11 13 15 21 16 19 22
19 A 14 11 13 14 23 18 21 23
B 18 14 17 20 25 20 24 28
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

120 10 7 9 10 17 13 16 18
27 20 25 29 34 26 32 37

121 A 11 9 10 12 19 14 17 19
B 15 11 14 16 22 16 20 23
122 A 11 8 10 11 17 13 16 18
B 14 11 13 15 21 16 19 22
123 A 10 8 10 11 16 12 15 17
B 9 7 9 10 14 11 13 15
124 A 16 11 15 16 25 17 23 24
B 18 13 16 17 25 18 23 24
125 A 11 8 10 11 18 13 16 18
B 20 16 18 21 27 21 25 28
126 A 9 7 8 9 15 12 14 16
B 14 10 13 14 21 16 20 21
127 A 9 6 8 9 14 11 13 14
B 20 15 19 21 30 22 28 30
128 A 9 7 8 9 15 12 14 16
B 16 13 16 17 23 18 22 24
129 A 10 7 9 10 15 11 14 15
B 14 11 13 15 20 16 19 21
130 A 9 7 8 9 15 11 14 15
B 18 13 16 17 24 17 22 24
131 A 9 7 8 9 13 10 12 13
B 17 13 16 17 24 18 22 24
132 A - - - - - _ . .
B 16 12 14 16 22 17 20 22
133 A 9 7 8 9 14 10 13 14
B 16 12 15 16 22 17 21 23
134 A 11 8 10 11 17 13 16 18
B 19 15 18 20 26 20 25 28
135 A 11 8 10 11 17 13 16 18
B 15 12 14 16 22 17 21 24
136 A 12 9 11 12 20 15 18 20
B 11 8 10 12 17 13 15 18
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

137 13 11 12 13 21 17 20 21
23 17 21 25 30 23 27 32

138 A 14 11 13 14 20 17 19 21
B 7 5 7 7 12 10 11 12
139 A 17 13 15 18 23 18 22 25
B 19 13 18 18 27 19 24 26
140 A 15 11 14 16 20 15 18 21
B 10 7 9 10 16 11 14 16
141 A 16 12 14 17 22 17 20 23
B 10 8 9 11 16 12 15 17
142 A 10 7 9 11 16 12 15 17
B 15 12 14 16 21 16 20 22
143 A 12 10 11 12 17 14 16 17
B 13 10 13 14 20 16 20 22
144 A 9 7 9 10 15 11 14 16
B 12 © 11 13 18 13 17 18
145 A 11 8 10 11 17 13 15 18
B 14 11 13 15 20 15 18 21
146 A 13 10 12 13 19 15 18 21
B 8 6 7 8 13 10 13 13
147 A 13 10 12 14 21 16 20 23
B 15 10 13 14 21 15 19 20
148 A 9 7 9 10 15 12 14 16
B 16 13 16 17 24 19 23 25
149 A 11 8 10 12 17 13 16 18
B 12 10 11 11 17 14 16 17
150 A 12 8 11 11 19 13 17 18
B 12 8 11 11 19 13 17 18
151 A 15 12 14 16 20 17 19 22
B 15 12 14 16 20 17 19 22
152 A 11 8 10 11 16 13 15 17
B 11 8 10 11 16 13 15 17
153 A 11 9 10 12 16 12 15 17
B 11 9 10 12 16 12 15 17
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Table 2: Mean Speed and Effective Gust Categories - Seasonal

Mean Wind Speed (mph) Effective Gust Wind Speed (mph)

o MMEMMMHW

Seasons Months Mean Wind Criteria Speed (mph) Effective Gust Criteria (mph)

Spring March - May <12 Comfortable for Sitting < 31 Acceptable
Summer June - August 13-15 Comfortable for Standing > 31 Unacceptable
Fall September - November 16 -19 Comfortable for Walking

Winter December - February 20 - 27  Uncomfortable for Walking

Annual January - December > 27 Dangerous Conditions

Configurations
No Build Existing site and surroundings
Build Proposed project with existing surroundings
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Volpe Redevelopment Green Building Report
CDD Comments on Special Permit Submission

Green Building Requirements
Volpe Redevelopment Green Building Report-Comments on Special Permit Stage

Status: The Community Development Department (CDD) received the final update of the Green Building
Report (GBR) for the Special Permit stage of Volpe Planned Urban Development project pursuant to
Section 22.25.1 of the Zoning Ordinance on 12/2/2020. The Volpe project, a mixed-use district, would
consist of the following (approximately): 1,756,000 sf office/lab; 1,128,000 sf of residential (roughly
1,400 units); 75,000 sf of ground retail; 25,000 sf of entertainment and 20,000 sf Community Center
space. The overall master plan would consist of a total gross floor area (GFA) of approximately 2,850,000
square feet on a 10-acre site which also includes a 2.5-acre open space.

CDD staff have reviewed the GBR of the development plan and offer the following Determination,
Summary of Compliance and Advisory Comments on the project’s sustainability.

CDD Determination: The documentation provided by the Applicant sufficiently demonstrates
compliance with the Green Building Requirements of Section 22.24 at the special permit stage of
review. Sustainability Plan for the project will be reviewed and approved in the Final Development
Proposal. Separate Green Building Reports for each building will be required during design review of
individual buildings.

LEED Rating System: LEED v4 BD+C: Core and Shell for commercial buildings; LEED v4 BD+C: New
Construction for residential buildings.

LEED Project Summary: This project is subject to the City’s Green Building Requirements (Section 22.20,
Zoning Ordinance). The Project is currently meeting the minimum requirement by targeting LEED Gold
under LEED v4 BD+C: New Construction with 67 projected points for the residential building, and also
meeting the minimum requirement by targeting LEED v4 BD+C: Core and Shell Development with 73
projected points for the commercial buildings.

Summary of Compliance and Comments

Green Building Professional Affidavit Certification
e David Manfredi of Elkus Manfredi Architects Ltd. has been identified as the Green Building
Professional for the project. The affidavit states that this professional has reviewed all relevant
documents for this project and confirm to the best of his/her knowledge that those documents
indicate that the project is being designed to achieve the requirements of Section 22.24 under
Article 22.20 of the Cambridge Zoning Ordinance.
e A copy of the professional’s credential from Green Building Rating Program has been provided.

Rating System Checklist and Narrative

e The project is pursuing Integrative Process credit.

e The project is pursuing Enhanced Commissioning credit that includes commissioning process for
various building systems and assemblies for residential buildings.

e The project is pursuing Enhanced Commissioning credit that includes monitoring- based
commissioning process for various building systems and assemblies as well as commissioning for
the building’s thermal envelope for commercial buildings.
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Volpe Redevelopment Green Building Report
CDD Comments on Special Permit Submission

The project is pursuing Innovation credit with Green Building Education, O+M Starter Kit, and
Purchasing-Lamps as innovation strategies and Assessment and Planning for Resilience as pilot
strategy. Specific Innovation Credits pursued for each building will be listed in the Green
Building Reports of individual buildings during their design review.
LEED v4 BD+C: New Construction credit points (Residential):
0 Integrative Process — 1 point
Location and Transportation — 15 points
Sustainable Sites — 7 points
Water Efficiency — 5 points
Energy and Atmosphere — 14 points
Materials and Resources — 4 points
Indoor Environmental Quality — 6 points
Innovation — 4 points
0 Regional Priority — 3 points
LEED v4 BD+C: Core and Shell credit points (Commercial):
0 Integrative Process — 1 point
Location and Transportation — 19 points
Sustainable Sites — 8 points
Water Efficiency — 8 points
Energy and Atmosphere — 15 points
Materials and Resources — 4 points
Indoor Environmental Quality — 4 points
Innovation — 5 points
Regional Priority — 4 points

O O 0O O 0 o0 O

©O OO OO0 OO0 Oo

Net Zero Narrative

Anticipated building envelope performance comparison between baseline and proposed design
indicates the proposed design has better performance with regard to glazing performance, wall
assembly, and roof assembly and u-value. For example, the building envelop of commercial
building would include a triple-pane glazing system with a u-value in the range of .20to0 .25 in a
window-to-wall ratio in the range of 40-70%. For the residential building scenario, the scenario
is indicating a double-glazing window system with a u-value in the range of .25to0 .35in a
window-to-wall ratio in the range of 40-60%. (Note: where practical, staff recommends keeping
the window-to-wall ratio to 40 or less. That would be more in keeping with passive house
envelop design criteria)

Proposed total energy use is targeted to be 20% below baseline for individual buildings with
residential uses and is targeted to be 16% below baseline for individual buildings with
commercial uses. Proposed GHG emissions is targeted to be 16% below baseline for individual
buildings with residential uses and is targeted to be 15% below baseline for individual buildings
with commercial uses.

Description of building energy performance integrated into the project’s planning, design, and
engineering, massing, envelope systems, building mechanical systems, on-site and off-site
renewable energy systems, and district-wide energy systems. The following is also integrated as
part of the proposed building system:
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0 Envelope systems will be designed to incorporate external shading, insulated areas, and
natural ventilation where feasible while optimizing for energy performance, daylight,
views, visual comfort, and thermal comfort for occupants near perimeter areas.

0 Commercial and residential building programs to identify opportunities for load-sharing,
and ultimately, concept design of systems that shift both residential and commercial
buildings towards electrification.

0 Reduced LPD and lighting controls.

All electric heating and cooling systems in residential buildings.

0 The estimated photovoltaic panel array covering approximately 40,000 square feet of
roof area for the entire development is 680 kW in capacity.

0 Electric vehicle charging stations for at least 2% of parking spaces.

o

e Description of technical framework for transitioning the project to net zero emission in the
future, including future net zero emission options for building envelope, HVAC systems,
domestic hot water, interior lighting, and on-site and off-site renewable energy sources. The
technical framework includes:

0 Chiller plants of commercial buildings augmented with heat pump chillers.

0 Gas boilers replaced with electric boilers.

O Future conversion to electric hot water system.

0 Future conversion to higher efficiency heat pump systems for building heating and
service water heating in the building with residential uses.

0 Installation of photovoltaic panel array on the roof.

e Description of programs offered by local utility companies that are being considered to improve

building performance include:
O Mass Save Programs
0 Applicable programs for the masterplan include Residential High-Rise New Construction
and Commercial New Construction and Major Renovations

Advisory Comments by CDD Staff:

Staff urge the design team to keep pursuing additional points especially from impactful categories such
as energy and atmosphere, indoor environmental quality and materials and resources. Some of the
recommended practices also relevant to this development include the conservation of natural resources
and reduction of embodied carbon. Cutting construction waste to the maximum extent possible should
be emphasized in the design and construction of the individual buildings. Staff recommend the Applicant
to do better in the Material Resources, MR Credit, Construction Waste Management relative to the LEED
thresholds as the design process moves forward.

While, the project is currently meeting the minimum Green Building Requirements for the master plan
level, staff would encourage the Project Team to continue pursuing the highest level of sustainable and
energy-efficient design possible by further pursuing the following:

e Envelope Commissioning for residential buildings.

e Additional points for Optimize Energy Performance, Renewable Energy and Green Power &

Carbon Offsets in Energy and Atmosphere category.

e Water use reduction in labs beyond LEED.

e Use principles of WELL & Fitwel certification criteria to complement LEED.

e Green roof and/or vegetative surfaces where feasible on buildings and on site.

December 18, 2020 3



Volpe Redevelopment Green Building Report
CDD Comments on Special Permit Submission

e Maximize on and off-site renewable electricity production and pursue opportunities to pair on-
site renewable energy with energy storage.

e Focus on social equity in pursuit of additional Innovation credits.

e Elaborate on how embodied carbon will be addressed.

e Use LEED 4.1 (or later edition of LEED) for all categories especially for Energy and Atmosphere
credits in order to maximize energy performance. Where possible, use the latest edition of
ASHRAE 90.1 (i.e., ASHRAE 90.1-2016) or later to demonstrate maximizing energy performance.

e Provide clarification or additional information for the district energy strategy of heating load
sharing and connections between buildings. Specifically elaborate on how that would support
development electrification effort.

e Elaborate further on the type of building infrastructure and systems that would be designed to
accommodate future electrification at the building pre-design/programming level. Strive to
achieve electrification of commercial building base load at time of construction.

e In addition to using recycled blackwater for cooling tower demand, clarify if that recycled
blackwater would also be used for landscaped open spaces and buildings’ green roof irrigation.

e Consider a lower u value for the vertical glazing.

e Use standard LEED scorecard for Green Buildings Reports of individual buildings and coordinate
with the narrative on LEED credits.

Each of the buildings in the development will be subject to review prior to receiving design review
approval, Building Permit and Certificate of Occupancy. CDD Staff is available to work with the Applicant
through continuing design review and looks forward to receiving updates on design improvements,
changes and/or projected building performance enhancements.
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PROJECT INTRODUCTION

The MIT Volpe Redevelopment Project includes the redevelopment of the approximately 10 acre Volpe
Exchange Parcel, which will create a vibrant mixed-use district of high quality general and technical office,
residential use, retail and recreation/entertainment activity, with significant components of, open space and
space for smaller innovation companies. The development will encourage strong connections between the
Kendall Square areas, the East Cambridge Riverfront and neighborhoods of eastern Cambridge including East
Cambridge, Wellington-Harrington, and the Port neighborhoods. Additionally, the proposed community center
and open space will transform the district into a recognizable center of activity and civic life for the Kendall
Square area and surrounding neighborhoods by encouraging and fostering a sense of community, civic
engagement, social interaction, economic development and environmental sustainability.

The Project will include approximately 1,756,000 sf of office/lab uses, approximately 1,128,000 sf of
residential uses (approximately 1,400 units), approximately 75,000 sf of retail/active ground floor uses,
approximately 25,000 sf of entertainment space and an approximately 20,000 sf Community Center.

Sustainability has played a foundational role in the planning of the development.
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SUSTAINABILITY EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

EXEMPLARY ON-SITE
WATER TREATMENT AND
RESILIENCY APPROACH

, DESIGN FOR THE FUTURE
’ OF TRANSPORTATION

A SUSTAINABLE
COMMUNITY

Figure 1. Volpe Masterplan Sustainability Concept Diagram

The Volpe Redevelopment Project applies a comprehensive sustainability approach involving best practices in
resiliency, energy and water efficiency, community engagement, and transportation. As a new initiative in MIT’s
portfolio, the proposed Volpe development establishes a new benchmark in urban sustainable development
and pilots innovative solutions to address local and regional environmental design issues.

MIT is committed to developing projects that are at the forefront of sustainability, and with this development,
MIT exceeds past precedents in sustainable design by incorporating next generation technologies and
approaches to district level systems for resource efficiency.

EXEMPLARY MASTER PLAN
100% Water Reuse

1 ﬂﬂ% On-site blackwater treatment to reuse all building water.

Emissions Residential Buildings

Largest all electric residential development in the northeast with zero
on-site emissions from fossil fuels.

Exemplary Sustainable Community

Walkable community targets over 70% active use and community
services on the street level with substantial publicly accessible open
space.

Enhanced Climate Resiliency

Entire district significantly elevated to be above future 2070 100-year
flood elevation,

Figure 2. Key strategies of Volpe development
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There are several key strategies in Figure 2 that establish the Volpe development as an exemplar of
sustainable master plan design. First, the development will include the largest urban district-scale blackwater
treatment plant in the northeast to reuse all building water on-site. Additionally, the development will have the
largest number of all-electric residential units (40% of the development) in the region with zero on-site
emissions to support a net-zero carbon future. The design also strives to enhance community engagement by
activating the street level with community services and publicly accessible open space. Together, these
exemplary strategies distinguish Volpe from regional peers and build on sustainable commitments for site,
transit, resiliency, and healthy building design.

Efficiency, Electrification and Path to Net Zero Carbon

The Volpe development is designed to maximize energy efficiency and support a path for a net-zero carbon
future. Residential buildings will be all-electric, and commercial buildings will be designed with a path to
electrification that will integrate with the long-term vision for a low-carbon New England power grid. MIT is
anticipating future reductions in grid emissions as additional renewable energy sources are brought online and
committing to designing buildings that transition with the grid, leading peers with a supplemental investment to
position the Volpe buildings to be ready for an electric future. Load sharing between complementary building
programs will be explored to maximize heat exchange and optimize energy performance of the development.
Furthermore, proposed on-site rooftop photovoltaic (PV) arrays, supplemented by procurement of off-site
renewable energy, can help offset the development’s electricity use. Electrified residential buildings alongside
commercial buildings designed with a path to electrification chart a net zero carbon future.

Building energy reduction aof 15% from MA Streich
Code via:

EMERGY SUPPLY
ﬂ Reduction of on-site fossil fuel use with path to zero
emissions sile:
Elzctrified residential building

al builldings designed for future electrif

Figure 3. Path to Net Zero

Exemplary On-site Water Treatment and Resilience Approach

The development will include the largest urban district-scale blackwater treatment plant in the northeast to
reuse all building water on-site. Collection, treatment, and reuse of all available greywater and blackwater in
district blackwater treatment plants will minimize potable water consumption, improve self-sufficiency of the
district, and mitigate the impact of the development on regional sewer systems. By investing in blackwater
treatment, the development can increase density from the existing condition without significant flow increases
to the City’s sewer systems.

To respond to the changing climate and prepare for projected increases in precipitation, the project will
embrace resilient design strategies including elevating critical equipment, residential units, and all building
ground floors above the 100-year flood elevation. Further, by incorporating stormwater mitigation strategies in
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concert with the planned phases of development; and providing standby power for critical equipment resiliency
is at the forefront of design for this development. To minimize risks associated with projected temperature
increases, the development will reduce urban heat island effect through high-albedo roofing and paving and
minimize cooling loads by insulating and shading building facades.

ipan| DISTRICT BLACKWATER TREATMENT PLANTS
QO Phased blackwater treatment plant located below grade recycles all
building water for reuse in tollet flushing and cooling towers.

DESIGN FOR FUTURE 100YR/2070 FLOOD ELEVATION
T Elevals critical squipment
Exceed minimum feed protection by designing all ground flooes for
21 4 Cambnidge elevation { 100y/207T0 eventl

PR ON-SITE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
I b Landscapa infrastructune to manage stormwatar nunofT
Preserve and creats vegetation areas

= REDUCE URBAN HEAT ISLAND & INCREASE OUTDOOR COMFORT
Use reflective surfaces to reduce urban heat isiand effects.
Provide ahading for increased outdoor pedestrian comfort
Create diverse canopy for landscape longevity

= DESIGN FOR PASSIVE SURVIVABILITY

Provide natural ventitation in residential unis
Design insulated and shaded building ervelopes

IMPLEMENT AREA-WIDE STRATEGIES

Create amergency plans
Consider rode development plays in community in times of emengancy
Explore district microgrid for energy resilisnce

Figure 4. On-site water treatment and resiliency
Design for the Future of Transportation
MIT recognizes that improving bicycle facilities is a priority for the City, and the development supports low-
carbon mobility, with bicycle facilities and a bicycle network, electric vehicle charging stations, connections to
public transit, rideshare pick-up points, and a walkable site. A significant early design decision to break up the
existing super block enhances permeability, connectivity, and likelihood of success for alternative
transportation strategies. The pedestrian experience is enhanced through walkable site strategies. The
development is planned to evolve and adapt for the next generation of modality, both on the site and below
grade.

Enhanced padestrian and cycle connectivity
R22LY  integrated bicycle path network
Shared bike facilites

Pedestrian priority and active urban layer

Below-grade Efficlencles
Electric vehiche charging to encourage electric vehicle use
Shamed commercial and residential parking 1o reduce total capacity
Plan for future ndaptability of balow grade parking area

Next Generatlon of Shared Transit

Car share facilities/locations.
Dersignate rideshare pickup peints for efficient street use

Enhanced Connection to Transit Networks
Shuttle uses to Green Ling/North Station through CRTMA
Transail dashboards for increased convenience and ridership

Figure 5. Transportation and walkable site strategies
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Benchmarking to Measure Performance

Continuing MIT’s commitment to sustainable development in the Kendall Square area, the Volpe district will be
one of the largest LEED developments in the Cambridge and Boston areas. MIT is committed to adopting the
next generation of sustainable building benchmarking. Each building is committed to achieving a minimum
LEED Gold rating under the LEED version 4 system. (See the Green Building Checklist, LEED narratives, and
Green Building Professional Affidavit for LEED compliance commitment).

Sustainable Community

As a mixed-use project, the development promotes social sustainability in the urban context to support a
thriving community of workers, residents, and visitors. By providing connections with Cambridge neighborhoods
and varied amenities on-site, the development transforms the Kendall area into a destination that serves as an
educational and regional model of how sustainable master plans can integrate into existing urban contexts and
promote collaboration, engagement, and diversity.

SUPPOHRT A THRIVING COMMUNITY
E Provide community emenities and Tecilites, incluging Community Cantar
Irvite comamiunily particapatian in programmeng
Create & retmll mix thet supports locel Business
Promate lecal job oppoertunities thiough the Job Conmnector.
Hoursing mix includes affordabie and larger femlily sperimants.

PROMOTE SUSTAINABILITY AWARENESS
LEED va Gold budidings
Daslgn visibde sustainability featunes
Encourage community programming lor Eustainable ing
Provide energy dashboards and sustaknability signage.
Sustainable cemmunity center to advance sustainability awareness

-}l DESIGN FOR HEALTH AND WELLBEING
i Provide access to active public community spaces with multigenerational uses.
Design for green spaces of respita with visual connactions 1o vegetation
Select materials for health and transparency in manufacturing
Universal design and active design to promate physical mobdlity

Figure 6. Community development strategies

INTEGRATED DESIGN PROCESS

Sustainability is an integral part of the Volpe masterplanning process. MIT is committed to developing buildings
that are energy efficient, environmentally conscious, positioned to utilize advancements in technology, and
healthy for the occupants and visitors.

MIT specifically selected team members accustomed to working across disciplines to brainstorm strategies
and collaborate on analysis to ensure the environmental performance goals of the project would be met.
Atelier Ten, Elkus Manfredi Architects, VHB, Reed Hilderbrand and Buro Happold engaged in robust
conversations on sustainability, challenging concepts of what makes a development sustainable now and in
the future. Design elements and concepts were continually evaluated through the lens of sustainability.
Beyond the biweekly team discussions incorporating sustainability concepts, the design process included
numerous workshops centered on sustainability.

e Sustainability Visioning Session — June 26, 2019

e Sustainability Work Session — June 26, 2019

e Sustainability Brainstorm Scatterplot Workshop — August 7, 2019
e Initial MEP Collaboration Meeting — October 1, 2019
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e Sustainability Packages Presentation — October 10, 2019

e Water Reuse Strategy Meeting — February 4, 2020

e  Site + Civil Workshops — March 4, 2020, March 18, 2020, March 25, 2020

e Sustainability Update Presentation — April 15, 2020

e Site + Transportation Innovation working group — biweekly April through June 2020
e Sustainability Big Ideas Evaluation Process/Meetings — April through July 2020

e Emissions + Energy Supply Meetings — July 2020

Each new building in the PUD-7 District will employ an integrated design approach in the building design
process and incorporate best practices for meeting sustainability goals.

GREEN BUILDING REPORT

This document provides an overview of the sustainability efforts and decisions related to the planning of the
Volpe site. The site design team has addressed the City of Cambridge’s Sustainability requirements and
guidelines throughout the design process, as detailed in the following.

e Consistency with PUD-7 Zoning Requirements
o 13.96.4 - Sustainability Zoning Requirements
e Consistency with Article 22 Sustainability Guidelines

The project plans to achieve its sustainability goals and meet the designated targets addressed in the
requirements above by employing the outlined strategies. Furthermore, some of the sustainability priorities of
the development, including cutting edge technology and healthy building design, fall outside of the current city
requirements but are included in the Green Building Report to round out the holistic approach to sustainability
the integrated design team has proposed.

A detailed breakdown of the decision-making process for the primary sustainability guidelines is outlined below,
including how the design investigated and incorporated strategies or where the investigation demonstrated a
more efficient or feasible opportunity. This submission encompasses all buildings proposed in the Volpe
masterplan, and further detail on sustainability performance will be included in individual buildings’ future
Design Review submissions.

EVOLVING STANDARDS

As the masterplan for the district has progressed, the design team has continued to evaluate the site,
stormwater, and energy performance against new guidelines and standards. The team will continue to evaluate
all opportunities and technologies. The current design approach at the planning level takes a holistic look at
sustainability to maximize and optimize community benefits, activation, and environmental performance, while
balancing competing interests and conflicts. The team will continue to refine how sustainability elements fit
together to demonstrate the most we can do with what we know today while positioning the future design of
buildings to use advancements in technologies for more efficient and enhanced environmental performance.

MIT and the design team members continue to be engaged with the City’s initiatives and environmental design
expectations for the design and operation of the buildings. MIT and the design teams look forward to continued
collaboration with the City and Cambridge community to develop a sustainable destination in the Volpe District.
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ZONING COMPLIANCE

This section provides an overview of the project team’s holistic approach to environmental performance,
including sustainability priorities and strategies employed to meet or exceed the City of Cambridge
sustainability requirements and initiatives.

Consistent with City of Cambridge zoning and sustainability initiatives, the project is designed in accordance
with Section 13.96.4 of the Planned Unit Development 7 District. The project will meet or exceed requirements
outlined in Article 22 of the Cambridge Zoning Ordinance.

As required under the PUD-7 Zoning Regulations from the City of Cambridge, Massachusetts, the buildings
shall achieve a minimum of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold. As a part of the Volpe
Masterplan design process, MIT is exploring district energy heating and cooling systems as well as individual
building and site level energy conservation measures. The district system analysis includes the evaluation of
potential on-site energy generation within the PUD-7 District.

In addition, MIT continues to enthusiastically engage in the City’s numerous ongoing sustainability initiatives
such as the City of Cambridge Net Zero Action Plan. The Volpe Project’s approach to energy and resilience is
consistent with the goals and objectives of the City of Cambridge.

As an active and engaged member in City committees and initiatives, MIT is committed to exceeding local

energy standards where possible by incorporating a whole system, integrated approach and to continually
reevaluate design strategies to stay at the forefront of technical developments and improve environmental
performance. Energy efficiency and resource conservation are at the heart of the sustainability framework
developed for the Volpe site and will remain a focus for the entire team as the project develops.
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ENERGY + EMISSIONS

ENERGY SUPPLY
The development is committed to reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and the design team has
studied a wide range of design strategies. As the project continues to evolve, the project team will
continue to study energy system opportunities, including district energy systems, shared heating and
cooling systems and peak load reductions through energy storage. District energy opportunities
studied to date, such as steam, on-site cogeneration, on-site geothermal, and condenser water loops,
were evaluated against the following criteria: efficiency improvements, carbon emissions, feasibility,
parcel flexibility, construction and operating costs. The team will continue to consider all viable
strategies for carbon reduction in energy supply and investigate and embrace advances in
technologies that may provide district solutions.

The team considered alternative energy supply strategies. We assessed the feasibility of connecting to district
steam systems, implementing development-wide building connections, district ground source heat pumps, , and
installing renewables for energy generation.

District Energy
The team explored the following district energy strategies during the planning process and evaluated them
against operational energy savings, emissions reductions and contributions to the net zero initiative, first cost,
feasibility, and regulatory concerns:

e Redistributed heating loads

e Vicinity steam

e Centralized cogeneration

e Ground Source Heat Pumps

e All-Electric benefits

Redistributed Heating Loads

A district or semi-district approach to energy supply could potentially reduce emissions associated with
operations. To maximize energy savings and take advantage of complementary loads between different
programs or building types, the design team will continue to explore, at planning and building phases, shared
connections, either as a district or phased pairs of buildings to redistribute heat. This innovative approach
aligns with electrification of the development while optimizing load sharing across buildings. Potential building
connections for heat exchange will need to be better understood during the design of each building as
efficiencies for internal heat recovery improve. This approach, if found to be beneficial from an energy, carbon,
and operations perspective, could be phased and integrated into the current plan.

Vicinity Steam

The team conducted a series of meetings with Vicinity and follow-up analysis to understand the benefits and
limitations of connecting to the local steam network. The steam currently available from Vicinity is primarily a by-
product of burning natural gas to generate electricity (which Vicinity feeds into the MA energy grid). Vicinity
discussed that the plant will continue to operate as a fossil-fuel-fired plant to meet grid energy demand for the
foreseeable future. With long-term decarbonization as a priority for MIT and the city, MIT has strong reservations
in entering a long-term contract for steam based on the generation of electricity via fossil fuels.
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Moreover, as grid emissions improve through additional renewables, Vicinity anticipates that the plant will be

increasingly a load following plant?, thus reducing output of electricity and thus steam. Vicinity articulated that
they plan to move towards a model where they generate steam for their customers from electricity as shown in
Figure 7. Compared to this future scenario, the Volpe development would be able to generate heat on-site with

greater efficiency than an electrified Vicinity plant. As shown in Figure 8 with efficient electric heat pumps, the

development can generate heat on-site with a COP of 3.0 (with supplemental electric boilers) in comparison to
an electric steam generator plant (in a potential future Vicinity steam model) with a COP of 0.95 plus distribution

losses to the Volpe site.

Day 1/ Short Term

+ Steam as a by-product from CHP
electricity generation.

Day 2 / Near Term

+ CHP steam + electric powered
steam generation.

Day 3 /Long Term

*  Challenge to electrify the plant;
steam is no longer a by-product.

= Less efficient and less flexible
way to all-electric heating.

Figure 7. Vicinity future electrification pathway
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1 Plant would operate based on customer demand for steam rather than electricity (with steam as a byproduct)
due to more customers purchasing electricity from the greener MA grid.
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Figure 8. Comparison between Vicinity plant electrification and on-site electrification

Because of MIT’s desire to more aggressively decarbonize and the concerns noted above, the team has decided
not to move forward with the district steam connection.

Centralized Cogeneration

More traditional district systems typically employ fossil fuel fired cogeneration equipment and would likewise tie
the development to fossil fuel energy sources for the long term. Similar to the Kendall Square district energy
study that compared on-site cogeneration with steam and/or stand-alone heating and cooling plant options,
district cogeneration systems on the Volpe site would increase site emissions compared to electric-based district
opportunities. Cogeneration systems also pose a challenge due to current regulatory constraints on providing
electrical energy across parcels depending on ownership — thermal energy transfer is generally possible.
Cogeneration could be a short-term solution for increased efficiency until the grid improves; however, it does not
support MIT’s vision of decarbonization. While cogeneration systems provide redundancy and resilience in
potential outages of the electric grid, there are other possible approaches to providing backup power and
heating to lab buildings — including additional generator capacity (upsizing backup power generators).

The team will continue to review on-site generation of electricity for redundancy in emergency situations;
however, for normal operations, electrification of building systems, building efficiency improvements, and
potential district heat exchange would be more beneficial with respect to emissions and operational energy
costs when compared to cogeneration. Furthermore, fossil fuel reliance is counter to the long-term MIT and
Cambridge carbon-free vision.

Ground Source Heat Pumps

The team investigated opportunities for geothermal, or ground source heat pumps (GSHPs). When evaluating
the potential for GSHPs, we considered competing sustainability factors that demand space below grade. Active
open space with significant tree planting and enhanced stormwater management conflict with space and
location needs for GSHPs. In order to transition from existing surface parking to a more pedestrian oriented and
connected open space, the design provides parking below grade in a garage that extends through the majority of
the site. Likewise, site surface area and below grade space outside of the garage footprint is essential for
enhanced stormwater management, phosphorous removal and infiltration for ground water recharge.
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GSHPs allow buildings to reject heat to the ground during summer months and remove heat from the ground for
heating during cooler months through wells drilled vertically into the ground. The wells require significant
spacing to avoid any interaction between wells underground to maintain efficiency. Moreover, GSHPs must be
reasonably accessible for potential long-term maintenance or repair, making placement below buildings or
garages undesirable. Placing GSHPs in site areas that have no below grade or building structures was found to
be infeasible when comparing the GSHP requirements with the benefits of the tree plantings, active open space
and stormwater management.

As a result, the design prioritizes open space to support the stormwater management and infiltration goals,
promote healthy sustainable trees and vegetation growth over the very limited energy benefit of GSHPs in the
open space.

See Appendix A for preliminary GSHP study.

ELECTRIFICATION
In looking to the future, MIT anticipates future improvements in grid emissions as renewable energy
sources are added and will develop buildings with systems that can take advantage of reduced grid
emissions through electrification. In demonstration of MIT’s alignment with the City of Cambridge vision
for all-electric buildings, we are exploring district and building-level strategies involving electric based
systems.

Approach

The team explored future scenarios with respect to energy supply and decarbonization, particularly with
anticipated improvements from the grid electricity sources. The makeup of the Massachusetts energy grid is
anticipated to shift more towards renewable energy sources in the coming decades. Thus, the emissions
associated with the electricity consumed by the site would reduce as the emissions factors improve, setting a
path for future decarbonization.

The project is currently evaluating a Day-1 all electric approach for the buildings against more traditional energy
systems, comparing across overall energy consumption, emissions, and cost. Both energy resilience and
redundancy are critical factors when determining systems to best serve both residential and commercial
programs. Considering the available technologies, electrification of residential buildings is a big first step
towards districtwide electrification. Electric grid reliability, especially during peak heating conditions, continues
to be a concern for supporting heating for lab processes and tenants, and may require appropriately sized
natural gas-based systems for redundancy.

During the masterplan development, buildings have been designed with guidelines for future electrification in
mind, carrying allowance for penthouse and mechanical space and capacity to transition mechanical systems
from fossil-fuel based systems to all-electric (gas boilers replaced with electric resistance or air source heat
pumps). The Volpe development leads the market in anticipating the shift towards electrification with an
approach that combines all-electric residential buildings on Day-1 with high performance commercial buildings
that strive to minimize consumption of fossil fuels with future adaptability (Figures 10, 11).

Figure 9 illustrates the development baseline, or proposed Day-1 design, followed by two alternatives, Figures
10 and 11, demonstrating transition to electrified commercial buildings and ultimately net zero operational
carbon with offsite renewable energy generation.
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+ Standard healing plant approach
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RESIDENTIAL PROPOSED:
*  Electric heating and cooling
= Polential to buy green electricity ﬁ

Figure 9. Development Proposal Baseline Commercial and All-electric Residential

COMMERCIAL PROPOSED:
+  Matural Gas for peak heating ﬁ

*  Electric boiler for base heating .
* Electric chiller lor base cooling s \ 8,100- “'3?.“__._. &
*  Patential to buy green electricity ﬂ —

dicar SEES

RESIDENTIAL PROPOSED:
+  Electric haating and cooling
= Potential to buy green electricity

Figure 10. Potential Electric-ready Commercial and All-electric Residential Pathway, Pending Grid Reliability. Grid emissions
projected at current level but expected to decrease over time. To be further evaluated when buildings enter design.
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Figure 11. Proposed Future All-electric Commercial and Residential — Path to Net Zero Carbon. Grid emissions projected at
current level but expected to decrease over time. Green Power represents opportunity to offset grid emissions.

Flexibility for Future Commercial Building Transition to All-Electric

In planning for future electrification of the commercial buildings for the path to net-zero, the team
identified flexibility that would be required in the design on Day-1 to allow for a future transition to
electrification. Furthermore, the team studied feasibility of mechanical equipment upgrades for net-zero
transition while the buildings are occupied to understand the disruption to building tenants.

The following table outlines a conceptual study of equipment and estimated mechanical space
requirements to transition to electric commercial buildings. Allowances to be revisited per building in
design and studied in multiple dimensions for feasibility. Flexibility for these allowances would be designed
Day-1 into individual buildings.

Heating Options [Option 1) Electric Boilers (Option 2) Heat Pumps

Elec. Equipment Capacity *  Upsize in translormer and electric bus capacity =+  Nochange

Elec. Equipment Cost * Increase * Mo change

Elec. Room Space * Mo change * Mo change

Mech. Roem Space * Nochange »  Additisnal roof space for ASHPs [approx. minimum of
1,500 =i

= Additional penthouse space for AHUs, and removal of
Gas Boilers [net approx. minimum of 500 sk Approx.
1,500 =l for AHUSs minus approo. 1,000 sf for Gas
Boilers|
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The switch to all-electric could be completed during a scheduled shutdown, preferably off-season. For example,
air source heat pumps could be installed during the cooling season and start running when heat input is
required. The centrifugal chillers could be pulled offline in the heating season. The equipment must be
installed without impact to tenants — shutdowns could only occur when making the actual piping/electrical
connections and then for start-up, commissioning, and

balancing. Likewise, the study found that no significant e

changes would be anticipated for utility service spaces and ' '

i ek EROE

equipment.

Figure 13 demonstrates how electrification of the
commercial buildings could extend to load sharing between
residential and commercial programs. i

Through this investigation of transition requirements, MIT is
confident that commercial buildings could be transitioned S 2N

B

LB =TT
wrrana ]

to all-electric systems in the future once grid reliability
improves and electrification on such a scale is a viable

technology. HPUTS

[T TIRCTRCEY

Figure
12. Concept diagram of shared loads and electrification

RENEWABLE ENERGY
MIT will continue to evaluate feasibility of rooftop photovoltaic systems to generate electricity and
other available larger scale off-site opportunities such as PPAs. Demonstration opportunities will be
considered for their educational benefits.

Renewable energy is a critical component of net-zero carbon design to make up for energy consumed as part of
the development. However, it can be challenging to generate significant energy on-site in a dense urban
environment. A successful path to net-zero carbon should include some component of on-site renewables where
feasible along with more significant off-site strategies.

On-Site

The team studied potential for energy generation on the site and rooftop areas. Comparing Volpe future building
designs to other office and laboratory buildings in the Cambridge city limits, it can be expected that mechanical
systems can take anywhere from 50-75% of roof area, leaving limited space for other uses. Flexibility for future
all-electric equipment components requiring additional space for air source heat pumps on the roof might
further limit usable area for renewables. Studies show that only a minimal amount of energy can be generated
on the remaining areas of the Volpe roofscape, around 1-2% of the development’s total projected energy
consumption.

Each building will study installation of PVs on roof areas through the design process. Where possible, canopy or
site feature demonstration PV installations meaningfully connect pedestrians to on-site energy generation, while
scalable off-site strategies such as PPAs can substantially reduce carbon impacts of the development.
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Off-Site

While the development transitions away from fossil fuels towards
electric energy supply, the path to net-zero carbon evolves from
purchasing of RECs to offset operational carbon towards
electricity consumption via green power purchases. MIT has
studied current available mechanisms to incorporate off-site
renewable energy, including unbundled RECs, utility supplied
green energy purchases, community choice aggregation (potential
to participate in Cambridge’s Community Electricity program), and
direct purchase options, such as power purchase agreements.

The renewable energy marketplace will continue to evolve through
the time the Volpe buildings come online. With the ever-changing
RECs and PPA markets and potential for local regulatory impacts
on green energy purchase requirements as they apply to net-zero
targets, the Volpe Development will continue to evaluate how best
to incorporate a green energy strategy in long term operations.

MIT will continue to balance on-site energy generation strategies
that support community education demonstrations, with
exploration of off-site mechanisms to provide the greatest impact
in carbon reductions.

Figure 13. Example off-site PV installation

ENERGY STORAGE + RESILIENCE
Energy storage is being evaluated at the district level for feasibility.

Potential for ice storage or other phase change materials will continue to be explored as part of the building
design, including how they may be incorporated in a holistic all-electric system. Energy storage systems,
especially battery type storage, could be phased into excess below grade spaces as the demand for automobile
parking decreases. As energy storage technologies improve, opportunities may arise as program needs and
uses change in buildings or within the site.

Ideally, incorporating energy storage could also pair with advancements in solar renewable technologies to
generate clean energy to be stored. The team continues to evaluate infrastructure needs to accommodate
future flexibility in below grade spaces.

While the future of building systems relies on electrification to meet collective climate goals, fossil fuel energy
sources will still be needed to provide critical backup power during major utility disruptions. Maintaining
connection to natural gas utilities for commercial buildings will help provide resilience for disruptions in
electricity supply, either at a back-up level or sized to raise capacity from electrified base load systems to peak
loads. During the planning stage, the team explored district microgrid strategies to potentially island, or
temporarily disconnect the development from the electricity grid and generate electricity on-site, in the event of
a utility disruption. To a lesser extreme, modestly sized power generation systems were studied to provide
redundant power for use only during major grid disruptions. Likewise, future advances in energy storage can be
leveraged where feasible for resilience in times of grid disruptions.

Currently, building systems resilience will come from individual systems designed for backup power.
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BUILDING EFFICIENCY
The design team recognizes that reducing building energy consumption and associated climate
emissions is critical to mitigate climate change. The team has and will continue to evaluate collective
strategies to enhance building performance and reduce energy consumption. The buildings, when
designed, will include high performance strategies for envelope, mechanical systems, and internal
heat recovery. During building design, the team will identify opportunities to employ potential building
load sharing and the latest technologies to mitigate energy use. The projects will employ strategies to
reduce energy consumption, greenhouse gas emissions, and buildings’ impact on the grid.

Planning for All-Electric Future

Buildings will be able to take advantage of grid improvements as the electricity sources shift over to
renewables. In designing for the all-electric future by building distribution systems that integrate with electric
energy supply, the buildings will plan to shift from natural gas-based heating to electric systems. Residential
buildings will be all-electric on Day 1 with VRF or water source heat pumps and heat recovery chillers to reduce
building energy consumption and achieve an all-electric energy supply. As the commercial buildings are
designed, state-of-the-art systems will be selected to reduce energy consumption with built-in flexibility to
transition over time to all-electric, with a potential for only backup systems to rely on fossil fuels, if the option to
build all-electric is not feasible Day-1.

Building Energy Benchmarking

Energy demands of the future buildings were studied in order to determine, at a planning scale, how best to
supply the buildings and meet MIT’s path to net zero emissions ambitions. First and foremost, the design
teams focused on reducing the energy demand of the site and buildings through the integration of the
following strategies:

e High-performance building envelope — Exceed current code-required high-performance fenestration
and opaque wall assembly targets.

e Reduced lighting power consumption —Enforce reduced lighting power densities in tenant spaces as
well as designing base building lighting to exceed a 30% reduction from the ASHRAE baseline.

e Highly efficient mechanical, electrical and plumbing systems

e Optimized heat recovery

e Advanced controls — Drive innovation in building controls for both commercial and residential
properties.

e Occupant education programs — Relay real time data to inform occupants to encourage efficient
behaviors.

Buildings will be evaluated in accordance with the LEED v4 Energy Performance prerequisite and credit based
on ASHRAE 90.1-2010 to determine the projected points for individual building LEED scorecards.

In addition, the design will incorporate Stretch Code performance requirements for envelope and systems and
exceed the minimum required 10% reduction from the Stretch Code baseline (Figure 14). Design teams will
continue to track both the LEED v4 and Stretch Code energy model baselines.

This goal will continue to be aligned with any applicable stretch code updates. MIT is tracking potential
upcoming code changes and ensuring building designs respond to the rising bar in performance and, most
importantly, are on track to achieve MIT’s path to net zero goals.
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Figure 14. Mass Stretch Code mapping through the masterplan process

Preliminary assessments in the masterplanning phase anticipate the following performance against the
Stretch Code (Rev. 9t Edition 780 CMR). All buildings will continue to comply with all current applicable
building codes and feasibility to significantly exceed the Stretch Code will be determined by individual building
designs with opportunities and technologies available at that time. Likewise, energy efficiency measures
factored into the baseline and proposed building designs will be determined individually by building to comply
with code requirements.

Initial studies for performance of a typical core and shell lab/office building in the northeast climate estimates
over a 15% reduction against the Stretch Code baseline. With a future transition to all-electric systems when

technically feasible, the sample commercial building projects a 40% reduction from the current Stretch Code
baseline as shown in Figure 15.

ANMNUAL SITE ENERGY CONSUMPFTION (COMMERCIAL BUILDING)

VOLPE MASTERFLAN

3 180
b 16% 40%
L 1m0
g 4 A
& |
; 140 i
£
E 130
§ 100
&
[
2 B0
g -

40

20

1]

MA STRETCH CODE BASIS OF DESIGN ALL-ELECTRIC FUTLIRE

Figure 15. Commercial Building Mass Stretch Code comparison
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Making up 40% of the development, residential buildings are anticipated to achieve at least a 20% reduction
from the Stretch Code baseline with a Day-1 all-electric design as shown in Figure 16.

ANNUAL SITE ENERGY CONSUMPTION (RESIDENTIAL BUILDING)
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Figure 16. Residential Building Mass Stretch Code comparison

Envelope
While the specific buildings on the Volpe site have not been designed, preliminary energy studies provide a
direction for their development.

When designed, building envelope systems will be optimized for energy performance, thermal comfort,
daylight, and visual comfort. By combining insulated wall and spandrel areas with triple glazing, the buildings
will align with Passive House’s insulated envelope strategies, while balancing performance goals for
daylighting, views, and visual comfort.

Sensitivity studies of envelope performance and impact on overall building energy consumption were
conducted for a representative residential building and a commercial building. These studies helped identify
the recommended performance values to exceed code and maximize energy savings to meet MIT’s ambitious
energy goals while comparing energy saving opportunities to more prescriptive benchmarking systems like the
Passive House standard, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Envelope Requirement Comparisons
LEED v4 Baseline Stretch Code
(ASHRAE 90.1-2010) (IECC 2018)

Roofs R-20 c.i. R-30 c.i. R-60-70

Walls, above Grade R-13.0 + R-5.6 C.i. R-13 + R-13 c.i. R-31-43
Slab on Grade Floors R-10 for 24" below R-10 for 24" below R-20

Passive House

Vertical Glazing U-0.45 U-0.38 U<0.14
SHGC-0.40 SHGC-0.38 SHGC>0.50
(0.51 for North facade)

Window to Wall Ratio - - 30%
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MIT supports the intent of the Passive House standard and will incorporate elements of the standard in
building designs. MIT is cognizant that Passive House was developed initially for single family residential
projects. There are limitations in comparing high density residential urban developments to the Passive House
benchmarks. There is an efficiency in urban housing that is not captured in the representative henchmark
Energy Use Intensities (EUIS) in Passive House requirements. Urban housing allows for a more efficient or
dense allocation of residences with energy uses and equipment such as refrigerators, stovetops, and elevators
at a greater density. With increased density, it is impossible to pursue Passive House in a normal way without
exceptions. Yet, greater density urban development provides for a more efficient use of space and resources.
Similarly, Passive House looks at only EUI and not carbon reduction, which is driving energy reduction
performance of the development.

Moreover, Passive House does not account for adjacent energy uses outside of the building such as daily
transportation benefits of being in a connected urban setting versus suburban or rural areas for a typical
single-family home. These urban lifestyle differences from suburban lifestyles account for significant
emissions reductions over time, contributing to a net-zero emissions and climate resilient future.

Ultimately, high performance envelope design is important for building energy performance as well as
optimization for daylighting, views, thermal comfort, and visual comfort. Using sensitivity studies for envelope
insulation and glazing performance, proposed design performance compares within the range of Passive
House standards.

ENVELOPE SENSITIVITY AND RECOMMEMNDATIONS (RESIDENTIAL BUILDING)
VOLPE MASTERPLAN
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Figure 17. Residential building envelope sensitivity — proposed performance beyond code
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Figure 17 illustrates the sensitivity in annual energy savings compared to wall assembly R-value and window
assembly U-factor. The study shows minimal additional performance benefit for a residential building beyond
R-25 walls. Insulation beyond R-25 to achieve a Passive House standard would only achieve up to 1%
reduction in energy use. Triple pane glazing will be explored to maximize energy savings. During the individual
building design process, other envelope performance criteria such as infiltration rate, frame assembly design,
and window-to-wall ratio (WWR) will be studied for enhanced energy performance.

Building envelopes will be designed for reduced energy consumption, aligning with Passive House envelope
initiatives.
ENVELOPE SENSITIVITY AND RECOMMENDATIONS (COMMERCIAL BUILDING)
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Figure 18. Commercial building envelope sensitivity — proposed performance beyond code

Energy efficiency for the commercial buildings is most sensitive to glazing performance and less driven by wall
assembly insulation. The flattened red curve in Figure 18 shows less than 1% additional energy savings
between a proposed highly insulated triple glazed spandrel assembly and opaque area designed to meet
Passive House standards. Furthermore, the range of proposed glazing performance for a typical commercial
building shows up to 5% energy savings while glazing that meets the Passive House standard shows up to only
6% overall savings.

The above preliminary envelope sensitivity studies will inform early design studies for individual buildings as
the architecture evolves.
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Based on the analysis of all criteria, the masterplan team has established envelope performance targets for
individual building’s overall R-value, minimum glazing performance, and WWR targets in order to benchmark
and study impacts of envelope, systems, and district strategies on energy performance. A summary of these
baseline values and target performance ranges can be found in the Net Zero narrative template.

Building Massing and Passive Strategies
Building footprints are dictated by the urban
street grid. As a priority, the street layout
breaks up the original superblock to enhance
connectivity in the neighborhood. Building
setbacks have been established to increase
daylight availability at street level. Informed
by solar radiation studies, buildings have
been located to maximize daylight access to
the open space.

In response to the building massing and
programming, passive strategies will be
explored in each building’s design process.
Based on their typologies and predicted
energy loads, the residential and commercial
buildings will benefit from different passive
design approaches.

High performance envelopes for commercial buildings will be optimized with insulated opaque area and triple
glazing to maximize daylight and enhance occupant thermal comfort. In residential buildings, insulated
envelopes can more significantly reduce heating and cooling loads from heat gains or losses, while glazed
areas can be used strategically for daylighting, views, and connections to the outdoors.

All building types can benefit from external shading designed to reduce excessive summer solar gains while
allowing passive heating in winter months. Horizontal louvers or overhangs are optimal on the south facades
while also function to block late morning or early afternoon heat gains on east or west facades. Vertical fins or
perforated screens can help reduce east or west exposure to heat gains or low angle sun glare potential.
Shading strategies will be developed further through each building’s design process.

Finally, operable windows in residential spaces can provide natural ventilation, also critical to passive
survivability during power outages.

Lighting, Equipment, + Tenant Operations
The project will establish targets for lighting power reduction and equipment efficiencies for base building
design while encouraging tenants to reduce energy consumption through tenant guidelines.

Building tenants will be encouraged through tenant guidelines to achieve a 20-40% reduction in energy
consumption for lighting and equipment (printers/copiers, IT/Tech equipment, misc. equipment). Office
tenants will be encouraged to achieve a 40% reduction in lighting and 20% reduction for equipment while lab
tenants will be encouraged to target a 40% reduction in lighting energy.
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Efficiency Improvements - As equipment efficiency and controls continuously improve, a reduction in energy
use of the future fit-out for tenant energy use beyond even today’s best performing buildings is expected at the
time of occupancy.

EMISSIONS

Operational Carbon

The development is anticipated to reduce emissions on Day-1 by 16% from a code complaint development,
with a reduction of 2,950 metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions? per year. The annual carbon savings
equates to removing approximately 670 cars from the road each year. High performance building systems and
envelopes, and meaningful construction material selections for low embodied energy contribute to reducing
emissions at the development scale. A hybrid approach to the electrification of residential buildings on Day 1
along with the purchase of green electricity for residential and commercial projects has the potential to reduce
carbon emissions by nearly two thirds from a code compliant development.

Transitioning buildings to all-electric systems prepares the development for an all-electric future aligned with
the greening of the grid and goals of local, state and national agencies. Site-level renewables act as
demonstrations to the public to raise awareness of green energy’s contribution to the development while larger
off-site renewable energy sources are allocated to reducing emissions form energy supply to the development.

Embodied Carbon

During the planning stages, the team acknowledged the importance of embodied emissions expended through
construction and manufacturing of building materials. During each building’s design process, design teams will
identify opportunities to reduce embodied carbon impacts through specification of low-embodied carbon
materials — from concrete mix designs and enclosure components through how building materials are
manufactured and procured locally where feasible (Figure 19).
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Figure 19. Embodied carbon emissions throughout a building lifecycle

Looking at other project precedents and building material life cycle analysis where applicable, the design team
will identify construction materials to prioritize for embodied energy reductions. Applying previous lessons
learned at the masterplanning stage of the Volpe project, the team indicated areas where future optimization

2 Code baseline building emissions totaling approx. 18,300 metric tons of CO2 per year (dependent on
program ratio of commercial buildings).
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of embodied energy could be
beneficial. Using data from a
sample northeast regional project
currently in design, Figure 20
illustrates potential future study
opportunity during the building
design phase to identify building
elements driving embodied carbon
emissions.

Ultimately, MIT is committed to
holistically reducing operational
carbon and embodied carbon in
building design and construction.
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Figure 20. Sample Life Cycle Analysis of Building Materials based on Construction

Components from a typical Core + Shell building.

MONITORING

Site consumption of water and energy will be metered holistically for the site for ongoing operations tracking and
comply with the Cambridge Building Energy Use Disclosure Ordinance. Monitoring will allow building operations
to be continuously evaluated over time, evolving to improve performance, increase efficiency, and reduce energy

consumptions. Building metering is in line with the LEED v4 requirements.

Building commissioning will be conducted in line with LEED’s Enhanced Commissioning requirements. Lessons
learned at MIT’s Kendall Square Initiative show the value in pursuing envelope commissioning as part of the
LEED Enhanced Commissioning pathway to ensure high performance assemblies perform as designed to

maximize energy savings.
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WATER + RESILIENCE

WATER EFFICIENCY
Beyond energy efficiency, water resource management is a pillar of sustainability and conservation. The
development will reduce water demand through efficient fixtures and implement the largest urban
blackwater treatment plant of its scale in the Northeast. Building water will be captured, filtered, and
reused for flushing and cooling tower operations, maximizing reuse of available water resources on-site
and significantly reducing water sent to municipal sewers.

Efficient fixtures will be specified for flow and flush fixtures across the development. Each building will
implement high-efficient low-flow fixtures to reduce indoor water consumption by at least 30%.

For commercial buildings, tenant guidelines will specify low flow/flush fixture requirements for indoor water
use reduction. Reuse strategies for process water will help maximize water reductions. LEED v4 takes a holistic
approach to building water consumption, including not just building fixtures but also process water. Ice
machines, pre-rinse spray valves, and washing machines will all meet the EnergyStar or minimum flow rate
requirements respectively.

The landscape plan includes utilizing indigenous or adapted vegetation to reduce irrigation demands. With
efficient irrigation systems, outdoor potable water use will be reduced significantly.

WATER REUSE

A truly significant contribution to water efficiency is the development’s exemplary demonstration of blackwater
reuse on a district scale. A blackwater treatment plant installed in phases will be located in the below-grade
space (similar to Figure 21) to serve the development to maximize reuse of building water.

Unlike stormwater reuse, building water resources
are consistent seasonally and day-to-day across
the development. With the continuous commercial
cooling loads and complementary flushing
demands for the commercial and residential
buildings, there will nearly always be a demand
and supply for non-potable water reuse. The
blackwater system will have the capacity to reduce
the overall project water use by approx. 60%,
offsetting 100% of toilet flush demand and 60% of
cooling tower make-up.

The design team is exploring opportunities for
blackwater reuse for irrigation to further minimize
potable water consumption, but primary reuse will
be anticipated cooling tower water demand.

Figure 21. Image of blackwater treatment system in NYC project —
Courtesy of Natural Systems Utilities
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STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

The project site will implement landscape strategies and green infrastructure to reduce runoff of rainwater.
Each building will be designed to collect and store stormwater for filtration and infiltration. Stormwater will be
collected from roof areas and diverted to infiltration systems for ground water recharge via gravity.

The project will meet the City’s 65% Phosphorus load reduction requirements and will be designed for at least
the projected 100-year 2070 flood elevation. The most effective way to reduce the Phosphorous load is
through significant below-grade infiltration of site stormwater runoff, which will primarily take place below the
southeast corner’s open space.

A district water rainwater management approach achieves a reduction in site runoff. The design will manage
the difference of 2-year 24-hour pre-construction and 25-year 24-hr post-construction rain events. The design
explores opportunities for site-wide stormwater reuse for irrigation and infiltration. Roadway surface runoff will
be treated via porous pavement and/or infiltration catch basins according to the City of Cambridge’s
standards.

FLOOD RISK RESILIENCE
The project will embrace climate resilient strategies including elevating critical equipment and
residential units above flood elevation, incorporating stormwater mitigation strategies, and providing
standby power for critical equipment. The team will continue to evaluate feasibility of district-level
strategies for enhanced resilience (Figure 22).
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Figure 22. Resilient site early concept diagram

The Volpe site is vulnerable to increasing flood elevations, increasing heat for site and buildings, and potential
for grid disruptions.

To evaluate the potential for future flood risk, the team studied the projected extent of future flooding in the
region utilizing the Cambridge Flood Viewer Tool (2019). The tool assesses 10% and 1% Probability Long-Term
Flood Elevation (10%-LTFE and 1%-LTFE) based on 2070 projections of annual flood risk. The analysis shows
that 10%-LTFE doesn't reach the project site, which makes the project naturally meet the minimum City
requirement.
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The project team is designing all buildings in the Volpe site to be elevated above the 1%-LTFE to achieve an even
higher level of resiliency. In that way, all buildings will be protected such that flood waters cannot penetrate to
occupied and critical areas. This elevation of the site is most visible along Broadway at the southwest of the site
(Figure 23), where the sidewalk splits to feature a raised porch for retail and café spaces elevated above the
100-year (2070) flood level.
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Figure 23. Elevated building finished floor and porch, section and rendering

The team is also considering design measures to withstand projected flooding, such as flood gate barriers at
garage entrances to be deployed as needed in extreme weather events (Figure 24). These potential measures
can be applied in strategic areas where increased flood protection is desirable beyond the 100-year storm event
(Figure 25).

Figure 24. An example of potential active flood barriers (AquaFence)

The site’s infiltration strategy, particularly below the large open space area with constructed detention storage
tanks, reduces flooding potential and strain on local sewer systems. In addition to the grey infrastructure, green
infrastructure such as green roofs, will be used where possible to manage stormwater on-site. The design team
will evaluate surface flows through the open space to maximize the runoff capture potential for peak rain events
seen recently with short, high volume rain events. The primary design goal is to capture stormwater and
rainwater on-site and avoid shedding water on the neighboring streets.
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Figure 25. Cambridge Flood Viewer - 2070-100 Year SLR/SS and Precipitation Flooding

HEAT RISK RESILIENCE

Residential buildings will be designed to adapt to the warming climate and potential disruptions in standard
operations. Operable windows combined with improved insulation in building envelopes enhances occupant
comfort in the event of power outages. By designing resilient envelopes to minimize impact of temperature
swings on residences, these buildings will form the foundation of the community that proves to be occupiable
and resilient. The passive resilience strategies will produce co-benefits with other environmental benefits, such
as reducing energy demand and greenhouse gas emissions.

Shade trees (Figure 26) and canopies will mitigate heat gains on sidewalks and pedestrians while increased
ground vegetation and light-colored surfaces reduce overall heat island effects, aligning with key strategies for
climate resiliency to withstand and recovery from extreme events.

With combinations of these heat resiliency strategies, we expect the Volpe site will achieve the targets currently
being developed by the Cambridge Climate Resilient Zoning Task Force (CRZTF).
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Figure 26. Landscape plan with tree canopies

SITE + LANDSCAPE

PUBLIC SPACE + VEGETATION
The Volpe site will revitalize publicly beneficial open space and create a landscape that provides
habitat and pedestrian tree canopy cover, active outdoor recreation areas, incorporating stormwater
management and reuse strategies.

The landscape vision increases the amount of publicly beneficial open space. The landscape plan utilizes
native or adapted species to create a vibrant and engaging urban landscape and canopy, increasing plantings
at establishment over the existing conditions, creating comfortable microclimates and shaded spaces to
encourage outdoor activities throughout the seasons.

By coordinating site design over a masterplan scale, the team identified a more efficient use of outdoor space
to create more functional experiences in the landscape. The siting of the open space allows the greatest
access to daylight and activation of the largest designated open space area.

Beyond the programming in the open space, the streetscape in between buildings has been reimagined to
include areas for stormwater management, infiltration, enhanced transportation connectivity, and pedestrian
amenities (Figure 27).
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Figure 27. Connectivity and green space diagram

The design will incorporate native/tolerant high carbon sequestering vegetation which reduces water
consumption for irrigation and promotes biodiversity. The landscape design includes a projected net increase

of 82 trees, creating a more diverse and resilient tree canopy (Figure 28).

DEVELOPMENT PLAN REMOVALS +/- 132 TREES
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Figure 28. Tree removal breakdown and benefits of diverse planting

MIT VOLPE GREEN BUILDING REPORT

November 13, 2020
31



URBAN HEAT ISLAND MITIGATION
Roof and site strategies will mitigate urban heat island effects, improving pedestrian comfort and
reducing heat impact on the district and surrounding areas.

Initial shadow and architectural studies of solar radiation help indicate where urban heat island mitigation
strategies would be most beneficial. The study in Figure 29 shows the incident radiation falling on roof
surfaces as compared to vertical building facades.
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Figure 29. Study for Optimization of Heat Island Mitigation - Buildings

Urban heat island effects will be mitigated with a hybrid approach. All new buildings will employ high albedo,
green roof, blue roof, or solar panels as applicable, in accordance with the PUD-7 zoning requirement.

Site hardscape materials will be chosen for high SR/SRI values. The project will incorporate outdoor spaces
with vegetation such as canopy trees, pergolas, trellises, green walls, and other measures to reduce urban
heat gain.

An additional ground plane assessment in Figure 30 shows the areas that benefit from the designed tree
canopy to further reduce radiation impacts on the pedestrian realm. The analysis compares the site with and
without trees. It indicates that tree canopies reduce 25% of the annual average incident solar radiation on the
site. Remaining areas will be considered for highly reflective materials where possible to mitigate heat island
effects.
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Figure 30. Study for Optimization of Heat Island Mitigation on Site — Without and With Tree Canopy Shade

TRANSIT

Located within a dense urban area, the Volpe Project reduces traffic impact on the community while
accommodating alternative transportation strategies to reduce effective emissions associated with this new
destination. MIT encourages alternative transportation by enhancing bicycle networks, supporting
carpool/carshare, and improving pedestrian connectivity to public transit stations. The design team has
conducted a Transportation Impact Study and evaluated shared parking through sharing of parking spaces by
multiple uses and a Transportation Demand Management and Mitigation program.

Building parking areas will include electric charging stations and preferred parking for low-emitting vehicles and
carpools to reduce the emissions from vehicles on the road.

INNOVATIVE TRANSIT

Easy access to buses and nearby connection to the MBTA will amplify the use of public transportation. Attractive
pathways and amenities will further enhance the public transportation experience. The project will include real-
time screens that provide transit information to users, such as when the next bus will arrive and where the
nearest bike station is located, to enhance passenger experience.

The team continues to explore the future of mobility and servicing of the site. Considerations have been made
for shuttles or last-mile scale of mobility that will be at the forefront of reducing reliance on personal vehicles.
The team continues to explore ways the district can be designed to adapt and accommodate future technologies
such as driverless cars, drone delivery, smart curb designs and more.
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BICYCLE CONNECTIVITY

To reduce reliance on personal vehicles, MIT will support and extend the successful bicycle infrastructure and
connectivity of the Cambridge and Boston metro areas through improved bicycle infrastructure. Bicycle parking
is provided in designated areas in the garage dedicated to each building including the residences while street
level bicycle facilities will provide highly visible and accessible parking for visitors. MIT will support bike share
programs for the occupants to improve access to bicycles.

PARKING INFRASTRUCTURE

Meanwhile, preferred parking locations will be provided in the below grade garage(s) for low emitting/fuel-
efficient vehicles and carpools. Building parking areas will include electric charging stations to reduce the
emissions from vehicles on the road. MIT is committed to championing the transition to electric vehicles and
will install approximately 508 electric vehicle charging stations, in continuation of significant allocation of EVSE
charging stations at Kendall*.

COMMUNITY + INNOVATION

Mixed-use aspects of the Volpe Project further integrate social sustainability concepts to create a thriving
community of researchers, workers, residents, and visitors.

The development includes community spaces, such as a community center, publicly beneficial open space,
and programming for public recreation, social functions, and educational programs. The Volpe development
supports recurring community scale innovation components, connected to the pioneering retail strategies
acting as an anchor for the community.

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY CENTER

MIT is committed to building a Community Center at the core of the Volpe site with programming generated
through an engaging community process. The sustainability of Volpe as a center of the Cambridge and Kendall
community rests on the success of the Community Center and the activation of the street level throughout the
district. The Community Center has a unique opportunity to employ environmental design principles in
reflecting the diverse, innovative, and resilient community that is Kendall Square.

During the design and community process, opportunities for demonstration of sustainability principles will be
explored, such as rooftop PV, active design features, visible passive design strategies, and more.

The Community Center commits to at least a LEED Gold Rating under the LEED v4.0 system. However, the
Community Center hopes to achieve much more. As MIT moves forward with the community input on program
for this space, the design teams will continue to test the definition of sustainability at the center of this
development. Benchmarking of the Community Center will be inspired by elements of SITES, WELL, Fitwel, the
Living Building Challenge’s exclusion of materials from the Redlist, or similar adaptations. Feasibility of such
programs will be evaluated through the building design process for the Community Center.

GREEN EDUCATION + TECHNOLOGIES

Educational and innovative technologies will be implemented in order to be at the forefront of environmental
performance as advancements in strategies and technologies are developed, included as public educational
programs for green initiatives to foster innovation. This may include renewable energy demonstrations, high-

3 Current estimated EVSE count for LEED v4.0 for the district.
4 90 total EVSE chargers to be installed at MIT’s Kendall SoMa site.
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efficient heating and cooling system configurations, water management systems, and other sustainability
initiatives.

Some technologies currently under consideration are smart street controls, blackwater treatment facilities, and
all-electric building systems. Looking to the future, the development is preparing to adapt to advancements
and innovations in transportation, renewable energy, and community engagement.

The site design will include signage identifying sustainability features in the landscape to promote
environmental design and education. The Community Center program also offers a unique opportunity to employ
living-lab strategies to build sustainability awareness and accessible education to the public.

HEALTHY BUILDINGS + WELLNESS
Building and site design will integrate healthy building approaches to active design, healthy material
selection, and promotion of wellness.

Providing healthy living and working environments is a further defining factor of high-performance buildings. The
site area with well-balanced hardscape paving and softscape vegetation encourages activities such as outdoor
classes. This increase in physical activities will be encouraged by well-designed pedestrian pathways and
amenities. The project will prohibit smoking near building entrances, air intakes, and central site gathering
areas.

Active movement through buildings and the open spaces through good design of stairways and circulation will
increase appeal of physical activity for some occupants while still providing accessibility for all, to enhance live,
work, learn and play opportunities.

Building teams will examine materials for their content to ensure products are specified that create healthy
indoor environments. Materials will be low emitting, avoiding hazardous chemicals all too often found in
building materials, and selected based on their reduced embodied emissions as they make their way to be
installed on-site.

The team will consider opportunities to include components of alternative wellness benchmarking systems,
such as WELL or Fitwel as they apply to core and shell projects. Likewise, the team will look for demonstration
opportunities to exclude materials from ILFI’s Living Building Challenge Red List and pursue healthy building
product disclosure pathways in the LEED rating system.
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GREEN BUILDING PROJECT CHECKLIST - ARTICLE 22.000 - GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

Green Building Project Checklist

Green Building

Volpe PUD-7
Project Location:
Applicant David Manfredi
Name:
Address:

25 Drydock Avenue, Floor 7, Boston, MA 02210

Contact Information

dmanfredi@elkus-manfredi.com
Email Address:

Telephone #: (617)426-1300

Project Information

(selectallthatapplyk /.. 3 550,000 sf (including 400,000sf for new GSA building)
™ New Construction - GFA:

O Addition - GFA of Addition:

[0 Rehabilitation of Existing Building - GFA of Rehabilitated Area:

[0 Existing Use(s) of Rehabilitated Area:

[0 Proposed Use(s) of Rehabilitated Area:

O Requires Planning Board Special Permit approval
[0 Subject to Section 19.50 Building and Site Plan Requirements

[0 Site was previously subject to Green Building Requirements

Green Building Rating Program/System:

V4 Gold
] Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) - Version:

W Building Design + Construction (BD+C) - Subcategory: C+S and New Construction
O Residential BD+C - Subcategory:

[0 Interior Design + Construction (ID+C) - Subcategory:
O Other:

[0 Passive House - Version:
O PHIUS+
O Passivhaus Institut (PHI)
O Other:

O Enterprise Green Communities - Version:

CAMBRIDGE

Last Updated: May, 2020
ONLLIN DUILLIIINGD I\LITVUINNI INUVCIHIIIVCI 1LV, VULV
City of Cambridge, MA 36 1




GREEN BUILDING PROJECT CHECKLIST - ARTICLE 22.000 - GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

Project Phase Required Submissions

S SPECIAL PERMIT All rating programs:
B4 Rating system checklist
Before applying fora X Rating system narrative
building permit, submit this
documentation to CDD for B Net zero narrative (see example template for guidance)

review and approval. K Affidavit signed by Green Building Professional with attached

credentials - use City form provided (Special Permit)

CAMIRIDGE ] A Last Updated: May, 2020

L N A T T R N VTN INUVUITINGUT vy v

City of Cambridge, MA 37 2




GREEN BUILDING RATING SYSTEM AFFIDAVIT

GREEN BUILDING PROJECT CHECKLIST « ARTICLE 22.000 - GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

Affidavit Form for Green Building Professional

Special Permit
Green Building
Project Location: Volpe Development, 55 Broadway, Cambridge, MA 02142

Green Building Professional

Name: David Manfredi FAIA, LEED AP

T4 Architect

[ Engineer

Mass. License Number: 5553

Company: Elkus Manfredi Architects Ltd.
Address: 25 Drvdock Ave, Floor 7. Boston, MA 02210
Contact Information

Email Address: dmanfredi@elkus-manfredi.com

Telephone Number:  (617) 426-1300

1, David Manfredi , as the Green Building Professional for

this Green Building Project, have reviewed all relevant documents for this project and confirm to the best of my

knowledge that those documents indicate that the project is being designed to achieve the requirements of
Section 22.24 under Article 22.20 of the Cambridge Zoning Crdinance.

November 4, 2020
(Date)

Attach either:
Credential from the applicable Green Building Rating Program indicating advanced knowledge and

experience in environmentally sustainable development in general as well as the applicable Green Building

Rating System for this Green Building Project.
O If the Green Building Rating Program does not offer such a credential, evidence of experience as a project

architect or engineer, or as a consultant providing third-party review, on at least three (3) projects that
have been certified using the applicable Green Building Rating Program.

Last Updated: May, 2020

City of Cambridge, MA 1
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ELKUS | MANFREDI

ARCHITECTS

November 4, 2020

City of Cambridge
795 Massachusetts Ave
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: MIT Volpe Redevelopment PB368

Dear City of Cambridge,

As CEO and Founding Principal of Elkus Manfredi Architects, | am leading the planning and design of the
Volpe development masterplan. |, David Manfredi certify that | am knowledgeable of the project’s green
building strategies, designs, plans and details and to the best of my knowledge this project has been
planned to meet the prerequisites, and earn the credits necessary to achieve Gold level (minimum of 6o
points) using the LEED BD+C for Core and Shell and New Construction v4 Rating Systems. The referenced
project is being planned to meet the Green Building requirements under Article 22 of the Cambridge Zoning
Ordinance.

ly,

d Manfrefy FAIA, LEEP AP
CEO & Foungfing Principal
Elkus Manfredi Architects Ltd.

ELKUS MANFRED| ARCHITECTS LTD

adiiress] 25 ORYDOCK AVENULE BOSTON WMASSACHUSETTS 02210 [tel] 617.426.1300 [weh| WWW.ELKUS-MANFRETI.COM
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GBCI

November 4, 2020

Dear David Manfredi,

The Green Business Certification Institute’s records indicate that you passed the LEED™
Professional Exam™. Please see the details for your exam achievement, below:

Exam Track Exam Date Status
LEED AP Legacy September 29, 2008 Active — No Expiration

In passing the LEED AP exam, you became recognized as a LEED AP by GBCI. For your reference,
your GBCl #is 0010235886.

Thank you for your participation in the LEED® Professional Credentialing program. We wish you
all the best in your work to create and sustain a thriving built environment.
Sincerely,

Green Business Certification Inc. (GBCI)

| GREEN BUSINESS CERTIFICATION INC. |} 2101 L Street, NW Suite 500 Washington, 0C 20037 | T:B00,795.1746 F- 202.828.5110 ) gbeiorg
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GREEN BUILDING RATING SYSTEM NARRATIVE + SCORECARD

In working with the City of Cambridge to shape the PUD-7 Zoning Requirements, MIT established a minimum
commitment to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold buildings. The project is being
designed to incorporate sustainability principles of energy efficiency, environmental consciousness, and health
for the occupants, visitors, and community.

The Volpe Masterplan will consider registering an overall LEED Master Site for Volpe Transportation Center
Site, that will take advantage of combined site, landscape, and transportation strategies. It will be confirmed
pending the final development timeline. Then, each individual building will achieve the remaining credits
required for a Gold rating under either the LEED v4 for Core and Shell system or LEED v4 for New Construction.

The site will be registered with the USGBC and target several credits which span the nine LEED version 4
categories (Integrative Process, Location & Transportation, Sustainable Sites, Water Efficiency, Energy and
Atmosphere, Materials and Resources, Indoor Environmental Quality, Innovation in Design Process and the
additional Regional Priority Credits) to enable the project to meet the zoning requirements. The project is
committed to earn the buildings at least 60 credit points under the LEED v4 system, for LEED Gold ratings.

All LEED Minimum Program Requirements and Prerequisites will be met.

In addition to achieving the LEED project goals, measures will be taken to meet the guidelines outlined in the
PUD-7 Zoning Requirements for Sustainability for the Development.

In addition, the site area will explore opportunities to align with credits in the Sustainable Sites Initiative program
while the commercial buildings will explore components of WELL or Fitwel for Core + Shell projects. The
Community Center design will consider its unique opportunity to test alternative benchmarking systems (Living
Building Challenge, Passive House, LEED Platinum, WELL), as an exemplary demonstration of sustainability with
opportunities for education on a community scale.

LEED CREDIT SUMMARY - MASTER SITE CREDITS

Master Site credits are likely applicable to all buildings that share central site amenities within the Volpe
Masterplan Project boundary. Buildings will meet the credit requirements for these credits with shared
amenities as well as local amenities to ensure minimum requirements are met for each building’s designated
occupants and visitors.

Location & Transportation

The Volpe Development site is a previously developed site in urban Cambridge, close to several public
transportation services including an MBTA transit stop and public bus services. Occupants shall have access to
bicycle racks and showers, as well as preferred parking for electric, hybrid and/or low- emitting vehicles.

Credit 3: High Priority Site

e Cleanup work will be required on site before construction to remediate the site area. A site
environmental survey will be required to confirm soil classification.

Credit 6: Bicycle Facilities

e Short-term and long-term bicycle parking will be provided for occupants and visitors. In addition,
showers will be located in each building to serve their full-time occupants. Site and roadway access
will be provided to enhance the bicycle network already so prevalent in the City of Cambridge.
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Credit 7: Reduced Parking Footprint

e The parking area will be designed to meet the code requirement, but with reduced capacity compared
to the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ Transportation Planning Handbook.

Credit 8: Green Vehicles

e MIT is targeting 5% of parking spaces for fuel-efficient vehicles and charging stations for 2% of all net
new parking spaces. MIT will confirm the capacity and number of required spaces through the later
design phases.

Sustainable Site
MIT is taking a comprehensive approach to site, landscape, habitat creation, stormwater management, and
human use.

Credit 1: Site Assessment

e The civil and landscape teams will conduct a comprehensive site survey to study topography,
hydrology, climate, vegetation, soils, human use, and human health effects to achieve credit
requirements.

Credit 2: Site Development: Protect or Restore Habitat

e MIT is investigating opportunities for restoring landscape. The design team is evaluating design
options that specify native or adapted vegetation for trees and green roofs to meet credit
requirements and limit turf grass. This credit is not currently anticipated.

Credit 3: Open Space

e Maintaining pedestrian oriented open space that is inviting and engaging is a top priority for the Volpe
Project for the amount of open space that will be provided. Credit to be calculated based on LEED
Master Site boundary for campus-based credits.

Credit 4: Rainwater Management

e The current design for stormwater management collects roof and site water to be directed into
infiltration areas for phosphorous removal and ground water recharge. The intent will be to design the
stormwater management systems such that the mechanical and/or green technologies meet the
LEED v4 requirement as well as local watershed requirements.

Credit 5: Heat Island Reduction

e Roofs will be designed with high-albedo materials to reflect heat and mitigate urban heat island
effects. The site design will include high SRl and permeable pavers, which would comply with the
requirements for this credit. Trees and shading elements are being optimized to further reduce heat
island effects on hard scape areas.

Credit 6: Light Pollution Reduction

e All exterior luminaires will be carefully selected and designed to improve nighttime visibility, and to
avoid light pollution.

Water Efficiency
Water Efficiency credits are mostly pursued on a building-by-building approach. However, the Master Site area
may have a single approach to outdoor water use for the shared open space.
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Prerequisite 1 and Credit 1: Outdoor Water Use Reduction

e The target reduction of outdoor water use will be achieved by native plants with low water demand, as
well as efficient irrigation system.

Materials and Resources
Prerequisite 2: Construction and Demolition Waste Management Planning

e The construction team will develop a construction and demolition waste management plan to reduce
waste disposed of in landfills by recovering, reusing, and recycling materials.

Indoor Environmental Quality
Prerequisite 2: Environmental Tobacco Smoke (ETS) Control

e The credit is achievable under Master Site when smoking is prohibited site-wide within 25 ft of major
entrances or air intakes.

LEED CREDIT SUMMARY - BUILDING DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION CREDITS

The following LEED projections are made beyond the Master Site credits to achieve a LEED Gold rating for each
building on the Volpe site. Depending on the program of the building, the project team will pursue either Core
and Shell or New Construction certification.

The credits listed below are feasible based on understanding of the sustainability ambitions at the masterplan
level:

Integrative Process
Credit 1: Integrative Process

e The design team will complete a preliminary energy model and water budget, and both will be
documented in the buildings’ OPR & BOD.

Location & Transportation
Credit 2: Sensitive Land Protection

e The development parcels are located on a previously developed urban site in Cambridge.
Credit 4: Surrounding Density and Diverse Uses

e The Volpe site is in an urban area in the city of Cambridge. The surrounding community is replete with
housing, restaurants, shops, grocery stores, educational and religious institutions, performance
venues and other community amenities. In addition, the project itself will add residential, office, lab,
retail and services to the community.

Credit 5: Access to Quality Transit

e The Volpe site is easily accessible from the Kendall Square MBTA Station located right across
Broadway. Also, local bus routes connect the location to other areas of the community and Boston.

Sustainable Sites
Prerequisite 1: Construction Activity Pollution Prevention

e The contractors shall follow best practice construction methods and submit and implement an Erosion
and Sedimentation Control (ESC) Plan for construction activities related to the construction of the new
building specific to this project. The ESC Plan shall conform to the erosion and sedimentation
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requirements of the 2003 EPA Construction General Permit and specific municipal requirements for
the City of Cambridge.

Credit 7: Tenant Design and Construction Guidelines (For Core and Shell)

e Design requirements for tenant fit-outs will be utilized for Core and Shell areas to commit future
tenants to the principles pursued by the project as a whole for sustainability.

Water Efficiency
Prerequisite 2 and Credit 2: Indoor Water Use Reduction

e The project will install efficient flow and flush fixtures as well as compliant equipment to reduce
building potable water consumption. The district blackwater reuse system will contribute to reduction
in potable water use for flow and flush fixtures.

Prerequisite 3 and Credit 4: Water Metering

e The project will install water meters to measure and evaluate water consumption for each building.
Beyond the whole building and site water metering, the project will study installing permanent water
meters for two or more water subsystems and determine WE Credit 4 achievability.

Credit 3: Cooling Tower Water Use

e The design team will conduct potable water analysis for cooling towers installed in the project. This will
conserve water used for cooling tower makeup while controlling microbes and corrosion in the
condenser water system. The district blackwater reuse system will contribute to reduction in potable
water use for cooling towers.

Energy and Atmosphere

The building systems shall be designed to optimize energy performance and will not use refrigerants that are
harmful to the environment. Commissioning agents will be engaged to confirm the building systems are
installed and function as intended and designed.

Prerequisite 1 and Credit 1: Fundamental and Enhanced Commissioning and Verification

e Buildings will engage a commissioning agent and develop and perform fundamental commissioning.
e Enhanced monitor-based commissioning to be pursued and consider opportunities for envelope
commissioning.

Prerequisite 2 and Credit 2: Energy Performance

e Each building will establish energy performance target and be designed based on the upcoming
stretch code which is already more stringent than the LEED baseline. Additional credit points will be
achievable through tenant guidelines that outline lighting and equipment efficiencies.

Prerequisite 3 and Credit 3: Energy Metering

o Meters will be installed to provide data on total energy consumption. When applicable, buildings will
install sub-meters for tenant spaces to independently meter energy consumptions for advanced
energy metering.

Credit 5: Renewable Energy Production
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e Rooftop solar panels will generate electricity to be used by each building. The credit point will be
eligible by percentages of the equivalent cost of usable energy produced by renewable energy to the
total building energy cost. Credit is not anticipated but feasibility being studied.

Credit 6: Enhanced Refrigerant Management

e The design team will select refrigerants that are used in mechanical systems to minimize the emission
of compounds that contribute to ozone depletion and climate change.

Materials and Resources

Healthy building objectives encourage each building design and construction to examine materials and avoid
the use of hazardous chemicals. This will be aligned with credit requirements in the LEED Materials and
Resources category.

Prerequisite 1: Storage & Collection of Recyclables

e Each building will have designated areas for the collection and storage of recyclable materials,
including mixed paper, corrugated cardboard, glass, plastics, and metals.

Credit 1: Building Life-Cycle Impact Reduction

e The building design teams will consider conducting life-cycle assessments of the project building’s
structure and enclosure to optimize the environmental performance of products and materials.

Credit 2: Building Product Disclosure & Optimization: Environmental Product Declarations

e The credit requires use of at least 20 different products (10 for core and shell) with environmental
product declarations.

Credit 3: Building Product Disclosure & Optimization: Sourcing of Raw Materials

e This credit encourages to select products verified to have been extracted or sourced in a responsible
manner.

Credit 4: Building Product Disclosure & Optimization: Material Ingredients

e The credit requires using at least 20 different products (10 for core and shell) that demonstrate the
chemical inventory of the product, such as Health Product Declaration (HPD), Cradle to Cradle, and
Declare.

Credit 5: Construction & Demolition Waste Management

e The construction team will reduce waste disposed of in landfills by recovering, reusing, and recycling
materials, targeting 75% diversion from landfill with 4 material streams.

Indoor Environmental Quality
Prerequisite 1 and Credit 1: Indoor Air Quality Strategies

e Each building will be designed following ASHRAE 62 requirement to supply enough ventilation air. In
addition, indoor air should be maintained in high quality with proper filtration and monitoring
strategies.

Credit 2: Low-Emitting Materials
e The credit is aligned with the Materials and Resources category. The design team of each building will

specify compliant materials with low VOC emissions.
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Credit 3: Construction IAQ Management Plan

e  Building construction teams will develop and implement indoor air quality (IAQ) management plan for
the construction and preoccupancy phases to minimize any IAQ problems associated with
construction.

NEXT STEPS

The above LEED credits will be reviewed during the individual building design process along with other LEED
credits not currently listed as being pursued. Each building will achieve 60 points at a minimum, but a range of
65-75 points is likely depending on the building type.

Through the individual building design process, each team will explore feasibility of incorporating updated
LEED v4.1 requirements where they may streamline credit documentation and/or allow for an optimized
approach to site strategies, rainwater management, building materials, and/or indoor environmental quality.
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LEED SCORECARD — NEW CONSTRUCTION (RESIDENTIAL)

LEED v4 for BD+C: New Constru Volpe RESIDENTIAL BUILDING
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NET ZERO NARRATIVE
PROJECT PROFILE

The information included in this Special Permit Net Zero narrative submission is based on masterplan level
analysis of the Volpe development project. Likewise, information included in the Project Summary Table
below in this draft submitted to the City sustainability group will be aligned with Volpe’s Special Permit
submission. Performance values and systems included in this documentation are subject to change
through the individual design process; however, energy reduction targets against Stretch Code will be
maintained. Updated Net Zero narrative tables will be included in each building’s Design Review

submission, more closely representing the projected building performance.

Project Summary Table
Lot Area (sq.ft.) of Development
Parcel:
Existing Land Use(s)
and Gross Floor Area (sq.ft.), by Use:
Proposed Land Use(s)
and Gross Floor Area (sq.ft.), by Use: =

451,671 sq.ft. (approx. 10.369 acres)

Government facility, other (n/a.)

Mixed-use

Office/R+D: approx. 1,756,000 sq.ft.

= Residential: approx. 1,128,000 sq.ft.
= Retail/Active Uses: approx. 100,000 sf
=  Community Center: approx. 20,000 sf

North of Potter :
R4 : Maximum 250 feet
C4 : Maximum 170 feet
South of Potter :

Proposed Building Height(s)
(ft. and stories):
Approximate heights

Residential (R1,R2,R3) : Maximum 500 feet
Commercial (C1,C2,C3) : Maximum 250 feet

Proposed Dwelling Units:
Proposed Open Space (acres):
Proposed Parking Spaces:
Proposed Bicycle Parking Spaces
(Long-Term and Short-Term):

Approx. 1,400

Over 2.5 acres

Approx. 1,876 spaces

Long term: approx. 1,765 spaces
Short term: approx. 302 spaces

Green Building Rating System
Choose the Rating System selected for this project:
LEED-Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (U.S. Green Building Council)

LEED BD+C NC v4,
LEED Core and Shell v4

Gold

Rating System & Version:

Rating Level: # of Points:

Enterprise Green Communities

Seeking Certification?*

Yes

Likely 65-70

MIT VOLPE

Rating System & Version:
Rating Level:

Seeking Certification?*
# of Points:

Passive House Institute US (PHIUS) or Passivhaus Institut (PHI)

Rating System & Version:

GREEN BUILDING REPORT

Seeking Certification?*

No

No

November 13, 2020
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PROPOSED PROJECT DESIGN CHARACTERISTICS

Building Envelope

The following assumptions have been used in the Master Planning phase to determine energy drivers,
opportunities for district energy, and efficiency opportunities on the building scale.

Assembly Descriptions:
Commercial:
Roof:

Foundation:

Exterior Walls:

Windows:

Window-to-Wall Ratio:

Other Components:

Residential:
Roof:

Foundation:

Exterior Walls:

Windows:

Window-to-Wall Ratio:

Other Components:

Envelope Performance:

Code Baseline: Insulation entirely above roof deck with minimum R-30 c.i.

Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Code Baseline: Slab-on-grade floor with minimum insulation of R-10 for 24" below.
Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Triple-pane spandrel panel, Aluminum framing with thermal break, Minimum
insulation of R-15 between framing members. Exterior walls could include masonry.
Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Triple-pane glazing unit, Aluminum framing with thermal break

SHGC 0.38 or lower for South, East and West facade

Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Targeting 40-70%

Code Baseline: Insulation entirely above roof deck with minimum R-30 c.i.

Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Code Baseline: Slab-on-grade floor with minimum insulation of R-10 for 24" below.
Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Code Baseline: Metal framed wall with minimum insulation of R-13 + R-7.5 c.i.
Exterior walls could include masonry.

Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

High-performance double-pane glazing unit, Aluminum framing with thermal break
SHGC 0.38 or lower for South, East and West facade

Details TBD w/ Bldg Design

Targeting 40%-60%

All values below are estimates. Building envelope performance to be confirmed in design review.

Commercial:

Window
Wall (Spandrel)
Roof

MIT VOLPE

Proposed Baseline
Area (sf) U-value Area (sf) U-value
TBD w/ Bldg Design ~ 0.20~0.25 TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.38
TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.10~0.15 TBD w/ Bldg Design ~ 0.064

TBD w/ Bldg Design ~ 0.032

GREEN BUILDING REPORT

TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.032
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Residential:

Window
Wall (Metal-framed)
Roof

Proposed Baseline
Area (sf) U-value Area (sf) U-value
TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.25~0.35 TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.38
TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.04~0.06 TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.064
TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.032 TBD w/ Bldg Design  0.032

Envelope Commissioning Process:
MIT will pursue envelope commissioning in line with LEED v4 Enhanced Commissioning Requirements, including

Envelope Commissioning.

Building Mechanical Systems

The following assumptions have been used in the Master Planning phase to determine energy drivers,
opportunities for district energy, and efficiency opportunities on the building scale.

Commercial Systems Descriptions:

Space Heating:

Space Cooling:

Heat Rejection:
Pumps & Auxiliary:
Ventilation:

Domestic Hot Water:

Interior Lighting:
Exterior Lighting:

Other Equipment:

Space heating will be initially supplied by natural gas condensing boilers.

The system will be designed to maximize heat exchange and recovery to reduce the
heating load. For transition to all-electric, the gas-fired boilers could be replaced with
electric boilers or air-source heat pumps (ASHPS).

High efficient electric centrifugal chillers will supply chilled water to AHUs that serve
space cooling.

The chiller plant could be replaced with heat pump chillers for electrification.
Rooftop cooling towers will supply condenser water to the chiller plant.

All pumps will be variable speed pumps.

The system will include dedicated outdoor air systems (DOAS) with energy recovery.
For labs, high-performance runaround heat recovery coils will be studied to recover
heat from the exhaust air stream and preheat incoming outside air.

Gas-fired boilers will serve domestic hot water. Conversion to electric will be explored
for each building in the design phase.

In general, all lighting fixtures will be LED with advanced lighting control systems.

In general, all lighting fixtures will be LED. Exterior lighting will be scheduled and
controlled to minimize light pollution, while not compromising safety.

Residential Systems Descriptions:

Space Heating:
Space Cooling:

Heat Rejection:
Pumps & Auxiliary:

MIT VOLPE

The residential buildings will have all-electric heating and cooling systems that
consist of water-cooled heat pumps. Electric boilers or ASHPs will provide
supplemental heating to maintain the condenser water loop temperature.
Water-cooled heat pumps will connect to a building condenser water loop and serve
indoor units serving space cooling.

Rooftop cooling towers will maintain the building condenser water loop.

All pumps will be variable speed pumps.

GREEN BUILDING REPORT November 13, 2020
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Ventilation; The system will include dedicated outdoor air systems (DOAS) with energy recovery.

Domestic Hot Water: Water-to-water heat pumps connected to the building condenser water loop will serve
the domestic hot water loads.

Interior Lighting: In general, all lighting fixtures will be LED with advanced lighting control systems in
base building areas.

Exterior Lighting: In general, all lighting fixtures will be LED. Exterior lighting will be scheduled and

controlled to minimize light pollution, while not compromising safety.
Other Equipment:

Systems Commissioning Process:
MIT will conduct commissioning in line with LEED v4 Enhanced Commissioning Requirements.

ANTICIPATED ENERGY LOADS AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Assumptions

Energy modeling through the masterplanning process has included modeling loads of commercial and residential
buildings to compare heating and cooling loads and identify opportunities for load sharing. Studies were also
conducted to understand building performance drivers and sensitivities of energy conservation measures. Models
reflected baseline code compliance versus a high or exemplary performance design. These models were used
mainly to size potential district energy strategies for comparison study. Likewise, the energy profile of the
development was helpful to contextualize operational energy and emissions versus possible embodied energy or
renewable energy potential. Overall GHG emissions were calculated and provided; however, since buildings have
not entered the design phases yet, specific energy end-use breakdowns are not included in this submission.
Ventilation and potential for energy recovery along with equipment loads will drive the performance of commercial
buildings for office or lab spaces while internal loads and domestic hot water loads drive residential energy
performance.

Annual Projected Energy Consumption and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions

The preliminary energy modeling results should be shown in a table format similar to what is shown below. It should
compare the “baseline building” (Massachusetts Stretch Energy Code) to the proposed design, as well as the future
“net zero” scenario described later in this narrative.

This Special Permit submission is for the Master Plan of the Volpe development. As each building design
progresses and returns for Design Review, the following energy end-use breakdown will be provided
accordingly.

Emissions and total energy use are estimated based on a preliminary split of lab and office program.
Individual building designs will model performance and emissions based on current anticipated program
ratios at the time of design. The below values are subject to change through the design process.

The below table for reference estimates performance of a single commercial building for energy use

reduction from the Stretch Code baseline and GHG emissions.
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Commercial:

Total Energy Cost
Total Energy Use
Site EUI

Source EUI

GHG Emissions

GHG Emissions per
SF

Baseline Building

$US, kBTU, kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]
6,680
0.009

Proposed Design

$US, kBTU,
kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]
5,670
0.008

% Reduction
from Baseline

16%

% Reduction
from Baseline

15%

15%

Future Scenario

$US, kBTU,
kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]
4,450
0.006

The below table estimates performance of a single representative residential building for energy use
reduction from the Stretch Code baseline and GHG emissions.

Residential:

Total Energy Cost
Total Energy Use
Site EUI

Source EUI

GHG Emissions

GHG Emissions per
SF

Baseline Building

$US, kBTU, kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]
1,630

0.0023

Proposed Design

$US, kBTU,
kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]

1,370

0.0019

% Reduction

from Baseline

20%

% Reduction

from Baseline

16%

16%

% Reduction
from Baseline

40%

% Reduction
from Baseline

35%

35%

Future Scenario

$US, kBTU,
kBTU/SF

Tons CO2 [/SF]
1,090

0.0015

Charts provided for projected energy performance in the narrative/Green Building Report.

BUILDING ENERGY PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Overview

% Reduction
from Baseline

36%

% Reduction
from Baseline

33%

33%

Land Uses:

Building Orientation and Massing:

MIT VOLPE

Commercial and residential district. Mixed-use development promoting
walking and bicycling, efficient arrangement of uses within a site.

See narrative. Building footprints defined by street grid, which has been
designed to allow connectivity through a previous super-block site. From
there, setbacks have been designed to maximize daylight to the street level,
while park areas have been located to take advantage of the best solar
exposures and daylight.

GREEN BUILDING REPORT November 13, 2020
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Envelope Systems: Envelopes have not yet been designed, but systems will be designed to

incorporate external shading, insulated areas, and natural ventilation where
feasible while optimizing for energy performance, daylight, views, visual
comfort, and thermal comfort for occupants near perimeter areas.

Mechanical Systems: See energy efficiency narrative. Focus in masterplanning stage has been

understanding loads of commercial and residential building programs to
identify opportunities for load-sharing, and ultimately, concept design of
systems that shift both residential and commercial buildings towards
electrification.

Renewable Energy Systems: The team has conducted masterplan-level renewable energy studies,

identifying the greatest potential for on-site energy generation and/or
heating/cooling strategies with geothermal systems. The most viable on-site
energy generation strategy is rooftop mounted PV. GSHPs will continue to be
evaluated. See narrative.

District-Wide Energy Systems: See narrative. District strategies will continue to be explored through design
phases.
Other Systems: Electric vehicle charging stations will be provided for at least 2% of parking

spaces to meet the LEED v4 requirement.

Integrative Design Process

Sustainability has been an integral part of the masterplanning process. MIT specifically selected team members
accustomed to working across disciplines to brainstorm strategies and collaborate on analysis to ensure the
environmental performance goals of the project would be met. Atelier Ten, Elkus Manfredi, VHB, Reed Hilderbrand and
Buro Happold engaged in robust conversations on sustainability, challenging concepts of what makes a development
sustainable now and in the future. Design elements and concepts were continually evaluated through the lens of
sustainability. Beyond the biweekly team discussions incorporating sustainability concepts, the design process
included numerous workshops centered on sustainability.

Sustainability Visioning Session — June 26, 2019

Sustainability Work Session — June 26, 2019

Sustainability Brainstorm Scatterplot Workshop — August 7, 2019

Initial MEP Collaboration Meeting — October 1, 2019

Sustainability Packages Presentation — October 10, 2019

Water Reuse Strategy Meeting — February 4, 2020

Site + Civil Workshops — March 4, 2020, March 18, 2020, March 25, 2020
Sustainability Update Presentation — April 15, 2020

Site + Transportation Innovation working group — biweekly April through June 2020
Sustainability Big Ideas Evaluation Process/Meetings — April through July 2020
Emissions + Energy Supply Meetings — July 2020

Regroup on Sustainability Concepts and Confirm Goals + Ambitions — August through September 2020

MIT will continue to employ an integrative team process through each building design to maintain focus on sustainability and
building performance.

MIT VOLPE
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Solar-Ready Roof Assessment

Total Roof Area (sq. ft.): Approx. 246,000 sq. ft.
The highest elevation of building roofs will have the greatest solar exposure
Unshaded Roof Area (sq. ft.): for potential PV systems, estimated at ~167,000 sq. ft.

Structural systems will be designed at the building level. Current discussions
include identifying future rooftop needs (additional mechanical equipment for
electrified futures, etc) so that structural systems can be designed to
accommodate these loads in the coming building design process.

Capacity of electrical panel to accommodate potential solar array capacity,
pathway from solar-ready roof area to electrical panel, and location reserved
for future inverters and other electrical equipment to be considered by
individual building design process.

Preliminary estimates include approx. 50-75% of rooftop area reserved for
mechanical equipment or headhouses. In designing for all-electric buildings or
transition to all-electric buildings in the future, rooftop space would be
reserved for future installation of air source heat pumps or other necessary
technologies that may limit installation of PV or solar hot water panels.
Likewise, there is benefit to installing green roof systems to help manage
stormwater runoff and occupied terrace spaces for occupant and community
benefit.

Based on preliminary assumptions, the team estimates approx. 40,000 sq. ft.
Solar-Ready Roof Area (sq. ft.): of conceptual design area could be considered for PVs across the
development (excluding mechanical areas from the roof area total).

If the entire non-mechanical rooftop was utilized for PV, the district installed
capacity would be approx. 680 kW (1% of development consumption).

Given the timeline of development, MIT will investigate financial opportunities

Structural Support:

Electrical Infrastructure:

Other Roof Appurtenances:

Capacity of Solar Array:

Financial Incentives: available at the time of each building coming online to support PV
installations.
MIT has conducted preliminary pricing exercises to determine feasibility of
Cost Feasibility: solar renewables. Team will continue to evaluate solar renewables market as

building designs progress.

Further study will be conducted to assess optimization of roof area for competing sustainability strategies
with demands for roof space — either PV for energy generation OR green roofs for stormwater management
and reduction in urban heat island effects.

Green Building Incentive Program Assistance

The project team will continue to consider financial support opportunities available through Mass Save.
Applicable programs for the masterplan include Residential High-Rise New Construction and Commercial
New Construction and Major Renovations. MIT is familiar working with Eversource for the Mass Save program
through other projects such as the Residences at 165 Main Street (Kendall Square Site 1).

Residential Buildings are eligible for incentives and rebates for energy efficiency measures installed in-unit
as well as common areas. Incentives are awarded based on annual site energy savings in comparison to a
program-provided energy model baseline. Many of the energy efficiency measures that were evaluated
aggregately at a masterplan level for the residential buildings would be eligible for funding including
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lighting, HVAC, domestic hot water, building enclosure, and infiltration testing. Strategies and incentive
funding will continue to be explored in the building design phases.

The Office and Lab Buildings are eligible for incentives under the Commercial New Construction and Major
Renovations program which offers multiple pathways for achieving financial support. Path 2: Whole
Buildings Energy Use Intensity (EUI) Reduction has been identified as the most applicable pathway for this
project. The program provides financial incentives based on percent EUI reductions beyond the Mass Save
Baseline and provides cost share for technical assistance (up to 75%) as well as financial incentives to
help projects achieve the EUI goal. Projects begin earning incentives for a 10% EUI reduction relative to the
Mass Save Baseline. In addition, an optional Verification Incentive will be explored in the building design
phase which would provide financial support to assist projects in ensuring the EUI target set during design
is achieved post occupancy.

Please note by participating in a Mass Save downstream program pathway, the project is not eligible to
accept any upstream incentives for the project including: HVAC, domestic hot water, food service, or
lighting. The project team will coordinate with a Mass Save Account Manager during Concept Phase to
further explore these incentive opportunities and to ensure the project is eligible for the maximum cost
savings possible.

The project team will also explore financial assistance for the installation of electric vehicle charging
stations. Both Eversource and National Grid offer financial support for the electrical infrastructure required
to support EV charging stations.

The team will continue to evaluate the applicable incentive programs for each project as the building
design progresses and project construction timelines and phasing are determined.
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Net Zero Scenario Transition

Describe the technical framework by which the project can be transitioned to net zero greenhouse gas emissions in
the future, acknowledging that such a transition might not be economically feasible at first. This description should
explain the future condition and the process of transitioning from the proposed design to the future condition.

Building Envelope:

HVAC Systems:

Domestic Hot Water:

Lighting:

Renewable Energy Systems:

Other Strategies:

Net Zero Condition: Transition Process:

Likely minimal upgrades to envelope

in future to achieve Net Zero.

Potential for air sealing/retro-

commissioning of envelope in the

future.

Residential: None Needed, Day-1

Design

Commercial: Chiller plant to be

augmented with heat pump chillers.

Gas-fired boilers to be transitioned to

ASHPs or electric boilers. (see

narrative)

Gas boilers to be transitioned to

WSHPs or ASHPs, or electric

resistance heat.

Lighting will be All-LED, thus minimal

Current Design/No Change additional energy savings anticipated
from future upgrades.

Residential: Current Design/No
Change — All Electric

Commercial: All-Electric

Hot water will be generated by
electricity.

PV Installed on feasible rooftops:
Current Design/No Change
n/a

For additional assessment of the pathway to a net-zero emissions future, see Energy + Emissions section

of our Green Building Report.

MIT VOLPE
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APPENDIX A: GROUND SOURCE HEAT PUMP STUDY

e Preliminary feasibility study for ground source heat pumps comparing 15-ft versus 20-ft spacing
potential.

e Load comparison study included 107 wells @15ft spacing.

e Meets 3% of development total cooling capacity. (or 13% of a single commercial building)

e Meets 6% of development total heating capacity.

HEATING & COOLING LOAD FREQUENCY

e C00ling Load

e Heating Load
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GSHP Wells

# of wells @ Green area
(southeast of the site)

20ft spacing 62
15ft spacing 107
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January 11, 2021

Mark Sardegna, AlA, LEED AP
ELKUS MANFREDI ARCHITECTS
25 Drydock Avenue

Boston, MA 02210

Subject Statement of Compliance: Environmental Noise Regulations
MIT Volpe Redevelopment Plan
Cambridge, MA
Acentech Project No. 633940

Dear Mark:

The former Volpe site in Cambridge, MA, will be redeveloped. Your client, MITIMCo, plans to build eight
buildings on the site; four residential buildings, and four commercial lab/office buildings. This letter is to affirm
that the MIT Volpe Redevelopment Plan in Cambridge, MA, will abide by the applicable state and local noise
regulations, protecting residences and other abutters from excess noise.

APPLICABLE NOISE REGULATIONS AND PROJECT DESIGN CRITERIA

The following are the applicable noise regulations to this project site. Each building project on the site will be
designed to the more stringent sound level limits described below in order to meet both noise regulations.

MassDEP Policy

The MassDEP policy' defines how the Department enforces its noise regulation (310 CMR 7.10). The policy
establishes the project noise limits at the property lines predicated on the existing background sound level,
which is defined in terms of the 90" percentile A-weighted sound level (Lago). A sound source or facility which
causes the background sound level to increase by 10 dBA or more is in violation of the MassDEP noise
policy. In addition, the MassDEP policy prohibits the creation of a “pure-tone condition”, wherein the sound
pressure level in an octave band exceeds the sound pressure level in both adjacent bands by 3 dB or more.

MassDEP has clarified the application of its noise guidelines in an update on its website?, which states that
the agency considers the effect of noise on the nearest occupied residence and/or building housing sensitive
receptors.

City of Cambridge

The City of Cambridge Noise Control Ordinance (Chapter 8.16 of the Cambridge, Massachusetts Municipal
Code?®) limits noise to abutting properties to certain specific sound pressure levels, as specified in the
following table:

" http://www.mass.gov/eea/docs/dep/air/community/noisepolicy.pdf
2 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2018/01/31/noise-interpretation.pdf See “Where Are MassDEP's Noise Criteria Applied?”
3 https://library.municode.com/ma/cambridge/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeld=TITSHESA_CH8.16NOCO

acoustics | avlit/security | vibration
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Table 1. Maximum Allowable Sound Pressure Levels, per Table 8.16.060E of the Cambridge Noise Control Ordinance.

Octave Band Commercial | Industry
Center Frequency Residential Area Residential in Industrial A
rea Area

Measurement (Hz)

Daytime | Other Times | Daytime Other Times | Anytime Anytime
31.5 76 68 79 72 79 83
63 75 67 78 71 78 82
125 69 61 73 65 73 77
250 62 52 68 57 68 73
500 56 46 62 51 62 67
1,000 50 40 56 45 56 61
2,000 45 33 51 39 51 57
4,000 40 28 47 34 47 53
8,000 38 26 44 32 44 50
Single Number
Equivalent (dB(A)) | ®° 50 65 55 65 7o

Construction noise is exempted from the limits in Table 1; the ordinance separately limits noise from
construction activity.

The “residential area” limits apply to residential zones and to residential uses in other non-industrial zones.
We understand that hotels constitute residential use for the purpose of this evaluation.

Figure 1 below shows current zoning in the vicinity of the project site — a mix of residential, industrial,
office/business, and Planned Unit Development / mixed-use zones. We specifically identify the locations of
the residential abutters nearest to the redevelopment project site. Noise level limits at these residential
abutters must be limited to the levels outlined in Table 1.

> M

‘2 NEAREST RESIDENTIAL ABUTTERS |

Pl 7~ Third Scuare Apanments

B 3 - Lofts at Kenda¥ Square Apanments §9

195 Binnay St

= Vivo Apariment Homes
270 Third 5t

= Watamark Kendal
350 Third St

= Baston Marriatt Cambridge
50 Broacway

= Resldanca Inn by Marrott
120 Broadway

Y B8 Amas St
o 10 = MIT Graduate Student Housing

. 230-232 Main St { A St g P07
Pl 11 - MIT Residantal Bulding @ Froposed MXD Residontial par IS
= 155 Main St i 2020 MXD Zoning Petition

. - -
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COMPLIANCE WITH NOISE REGULATIONS

To confirm compliance with the MassDEP noise policy, projects developed on the site will undertake during
the Article 19 process a survey of existing ambient noise levels that establish prevailing background sound
levels. This survey will thereby define site-specific limits that, together with the fixed limits in the Cambridge
Noise Control Ordinance, will apply to each building developed on the parcel.

During design of each building on the site, the design team will continue to engage qualified acoustics and
noise control consultants to advise the design team on the noise mitigation measures necessary to comply
with MassDEP’s noise limits as well the limits prescribed in the Cambridge Noise Control Ordinance. These
measures may include strategic equipment selection and location, equipment noise barriers or screens,
sound attenuation devices, or other measures necessary to confirm compliance. We understand that it is
ownership’s intent and commitment to implement these measures as necessary to abide by the noise
regulations applicable to this site.

We look forward to continuing to support the project, to advise you on noise control and other aspects of
acoustical design as may be necessary and appropriate for this exciting new development in our City.

Sincerely,

Benjamin E. Markham
Director, Architectural Acoustics
Acentech — Cambridge, MA
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November 16, 2020

City of Cambridge Planning Board
344 Broadway

Cambridge, MA 02139

RE: Specialist Memo || Volpe Retail Strategy

Graffito SP (“GSP”) has been engaged by MIT to assist in the development of a ground floor activation and
leasing approach for the PUD-7 zoning district (the “Project” or the “Site” or “Volpe”) that embraces the
following general values and goals as articulated by the City’s Volpe Working Group (2017):

The Volpe ground floor and retail plan shall bring together a range of uses that, collectively, provide the
“critical mass” of civic activity needed to make the Project feel welcoming to the community at large while also
attracting people who may not have previously had reason to visit Kendall Square.

To achieve to aforementioned objective, the Volpe development and leasing team will deploy a thoughtful and
deliberate recruitment strategy for the Project’s retail and active use spaces. This memo summarizes such and

also provides an overview of the Project’s Master Plan as related to retail.

I. Master Planning Summary: Retail Approach.

The Volpe Master Plan creates a central node of activity in and around Broad Canal Way, a pedestrian-scaled
street that cuts through the heart of the Project and drafts off the success of the existing eastern portion of the
street, which runs between Third Street and the Broad Canal. Building fronts on Broad Canal Way will be
occupied by retail, cultural, community and recreational uses. North-South running streets intersecting Broad
Canal Way will act as feeder streets (from a retail perspective), providing ground floor spaces that can be
occupied by similar uses, and also spaces that will support less foot-traffic dependent active uses such as fitness,
neighborhood services, commuter services, maker spaces and other “Active Space” and “Innovation Spaces” as
defined in the PUD Ordinance. Buildings in the Project fronting Binney, Third and Broadway will house retail
and active uses that benefit from adjacencies to vehicular centric streets and the unique attributes of said edges
and their respective proximity to projects outside of PUD-7.

Taken together, the various street characters, demising possibilities, and design attributes (as detailed in the
Volpe Site Design Guidelines (2017)) within the Project will provide a range of premises that will appeal to the
very “recreational, retail, and civic amenities that will draw a broad range of community members” to Volpe
(quote from: Volpe Working Group Planning & Design Principles, 2017).

II. Recruitment & Leasing Tactics

Similar to the Kendall Square SoMa & NoMa retail approach and as further detailed in the Volpe Site
Development Plan Narrative, the Volpe project team will prioritize deals with small, local, independent
businesses. The viability of these establishments will be boosted by adjacencies to cultural, recreational, and
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open space anchors, which will draw visitors to Volpe from across Cambridge and Greater Boston.
Specifically, the project team will embrace the following in its tenant recruitment strategy for the Project:

e In keeping with its commitments to building a neighborhood that is racially and culturally diverse,
equitable, and inclusive, recruit and prioritize deals with female and minority-owned businesses;

- Aggressively pursue retail tenants for the Project that offer services/uses that have been identified as
missing from the neighborhood through the extensive (and continuing) public engagement process for
Volpe;

e Deliver rentable premises within the Project of varying shapes and sizes in an effort to foster maximum
flexibility in tenant recruitment;

e Think about ground floor activation as far more than just ‘retail” by incorporating into planning and
tenanting programmatic and cultural partners and collaborators;

- Embrace a set of transactional norms for certain spaces that lowers the barriers of entry for start-up
retailers (i.e. shorter lease terms, more landlord investment into tenant improvements, smaller security
deposits, and no personal guarantees); and

« Offer reduced or alternative rent deals to the most highly desirable retail tenants to lessen the rent
challenges faced by Cambridge-based retailers as reported in the City’s Retail Strategy for the City of
Cambridge, Market Analysis and Recommendations Report (2017).

I1I. Conclusion

By deploying the aforementioned strategies and tactics, I am sincerely confident that MIT will deliver a
dynamic place at Volpe that meets the retail and place-activation goals as articulated by the City and
community over the past five years of public process. Furthermore, I am similarly confident that the Volpe
master plan embraces an approach to urban design, retail design, and landscape architecture that will allow for
flexibility and adaptation over time as the local and national retail climate continues to evolve and change.
Lastly, and perhaps most importantly, I am inspired and encouraged by the commitment of this team to talk
about, plan for, and ready itself for action as we pursue a retail community at Volpe that is made of up a diverse
set of entrepreneurs and shopkeepers that better reflects the racial, ethnic, and cultural diversity of Cambridge.

I look forward to working with you all on this exciting project in the months and years ahead.
Respectfully,

;-/BMVA“A_——

Jesse Baerkahn
President & Founder
QGraffito SP
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- MassacHUSETTS INsTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY MicraeL K. Owu mowu@mitimco.mit.edu
I M ITl M CO InvESTMENT MANAGEMENT COMPANY Managing Director P: 617-258-5634
One Broadway, 9™ Floor, Suite 200 Real Estate www.mitimco.org
Cambridge, MA 02142

October 26, 2020

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Mr. David Lefcourt

City Arborist

City of Cambridge, Department of Public Works
Hampshire Street

Cambridge, MA 02140

Re: MIT Volpe PUD-7 Special Permit Filing — Tree Study
Dear Mr. Lefcourt,

In connection with the MIT Volpe PUD-7 Special Permit filing, we respectfully submit this letter and attached
documentation comprising the Tree Study to you as City of Cambridge Arborist for your review. Included within this
documentation is the following:

Tree Inventory & Assessment from Tree Specialists, Inc., certified arborist
L-1.0 Tree Inventory Plan

L-1.1 Tree Removal Plan

L-1.2 Tree Protection Plan

L-4.0 Tree Planting Plan

In summary, the project consists of the following:

Trees Inventory: 128 Trees on the Volpe Site

Total DBH 2,299”
Significant DBH 2,271”
Tree Removals

Trees on the Volpe Site to be removed 120
Trees on the Volpe Site to remain 8
City of Cambridge trees to be removed 12
City of Cambridge trees to remain 126
Total DBH of removed trees 2,279
Significant DBH of removed trees 2,246
Tree Plantings

Proposed tree plantings 214
Total DBH of proposed tree plantings 1,252”
Remaining DBH for Mitigation 994

Should you have any questions regarding the Tree Study, please feel free to reach out.

Sincerely,

/2

Michael K. Owu



L



VO -1

Jequin 100us

3dT0A - NV'1d
AHOLINIANI 33HL

oL 190US

@ | | |
02k 09 0

020281 07,09 = .1 9/e9.
™ TGpeeI0 [OAL _Aqumeia
/5682 Joquwunu dor|

Erg
BT

0202 1equeides puE 6102 jequisides
SUOISIAG UM 2407 ‘aUNf Papi0doi E1eq

/e Aiojuanu) 21 .

S3LON TvHINID

WO pUBIGIBPIPSE MW
OvLE£26 L4194 2252 €26 L19d
6£120 VA S0pUAWED

Aq ually dousig 051
ooy odeospue

ANVIg3Q1IH-Ad33d

VYW ‘39ARIEWVYD
diA 3d7T0A

.LZT  =HEA INVOHINOIS
6627 =HEa V1oL
3LIS-NO $3341L 3dT0A

NOILIGNOD HL1V3H AOOD NI S33dL .
NOILIGNOD HLTV3H dIV4 O HOOd NI S33d1 ‘

S$31dVIN AVMHON .

NOILLIGNOD HL1V3H AOOD NI S33d1 IVININYNHO O
NOILIANOD HLIV3H HIV4 O HOOd NI S3341 TVANIAWVYNHO ‘




do' -1

Jequin 100us

S33dl
390149NvO
40 ALID - NV1d
AHOLINIANI 33HL

oL 192US

ANVIg3Q1IH-Ad33d

VYW ‘39ARIEWVYD
diA 3d7T0A

4998°L =HEA LNVOIJINDIS
w616} =H8a V101
WO'H ALID NO S334L

Qv3a - 3341 1336.1S 3DAHENYD .

NOILIANOD HLV3H AOOD NI S334L 13341S IDAIHENYO ‘

NOILIANOD HLTV3H HIV4 HO HOOd NI S3341 133418 39AIH8WYD @




VI

Jequin 100us

aLs
3d10A - NV'1d
IVAOIN3Y 3341

oL 1oous

W
0z

TTpoeIs

ToTANoseq | oTeq [FPaWnN
ETETEY

sLISSBsSY PUE AlOjUBAU] S8IL *L

S3LON TvHINID

Haa adion

[EEEEEEEE

IEEEEEEENE

OO PUBIQUBPIYPRR MM

amoeluory adeospue

ANVIg3Q1IH-Ad33d

[EEEEEEEEEEEEE

VW ‘390aI4gWVD
d 3d10A




dab -1

Jequin 100us

EE

[

uPhL = PaAOWeY HEA Wedyubls 8Bpuquien Jo Auo.
1221 = PonoweY HEQ SBPUGWED Jo KD

‘GINOWSH 38 01 S338L 30 HEA

S33dlL
390149NvO
40 ALID - NVd
IVAOWZY 3341

oL 1oous

EEEEEEEEEE

17

EEEEE

FEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

[EEEEEEEEEEEE

@ | | |
o 09 o

0202 81 009 .1 o®9S

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

™ Rapeosud (DAL _Aq umeiq

[s682 19qunu gor

[EEEEE

ToTANoseq | oTeq [FPaWnN

ETETEY

‘0202 squieidas pue 610z 1squieides
SuOISIAG UM *L0Z ‘aUnf” papi0oes Eleq

oo sjsierosdssey M
166.625°805 4

e AIoIUaAU) 311 ")

S3LON TvHINID

EEEIEEEEEEEEEE

FEEJEEEEEEE

EEEEEEEEE

IEEEEE

EEEEEEEEEE

WOO PUEIQUEPIP3SI MM
Op2€ ©26 L1094 22v £26 L19d
6£120 Vi s0puauED

51q Ualy dousig 0L
anosiony advospuE

ANVIg3Q1IH-Ad33d

VW ‘390aI4gWVD
d 3d10A

18 ¥31dVHO “TO"W 40 SS300Hd
3LVHVAIS V HONOWHL GITANVH 38 TIVHS ‘MO
ALIO SHL NIHLIM G3AOW3H 38 OL S33HL 10N




2’11

Jequin 100us

NV1d
NOILO3104Hd
3341

oL 100us
NOLLONHASNOO INJOVraY 2 N
HO YHOM 40 LWANHLM |1 -+ )
‘3N43S3d 38 OL FIL N
NoudIHOs3a ToanAs
QL L S
020z a1 -0-09= .1 9855
™ RTPoRI0 [ONL _Ad umeid
/5682 Joqwnu Gor “Spouad BNOID BULND UONEBL [EAWSIdNS SPIAOId —
SIM3YOIR WEId BA0IGWI O SIUBLER:
“suopuoo
BUIMOID BA0IdWI 0) Zdl 18U LA SBNDIULDS) LONEIPaUSI 105 Aidly —
‘sesip/o0su Wo pajosioid
“(zd1) U0z
PIBU L Pe1oBIId 0q 0 poaL i A "
AVmavoud
ToTaTsed | o
nArsea] SEdpedwnN “Spouad 1UBNOIp BuLND UONEBLI [EAWSIddNS SPIAOId —
SuosRed ‘aInoeYYOIE Wed SA0IIW O} SiuewER:) Bulunid eInIoNAS Uibeg —

=
BUMOIB 801dWI 0} Zdi| 8} UL SBNbIUOB) UoREIPaWaI 105 Alddy —
“uopeisejul
'952051p/195U! WO PB19910id PUE PBIOUOL 8G O} PORU [k 5994 —

(Zd 1) 8U0Z UORAI01 901 B E1ERUIGP O} BuIoUs)

PIBU U po1o8101d 80 O} POSU 1 KAIIE 1ueLId0[aAap BULBPIOg 5991 —

‘13315 QUIHL

“spoliad 1yBnosp Buunp uonEBLuI [ejuswaIddns SpiRoid —
usidinbs 10 8jdoad Aq UYIEALIOD JayLIN; W0 S[I0S duns USBIB 198101 —

BuMOIB BnodL

‘aswasIp [2Un} Je1j0}) SSOUSEILAUY BBEUELY 0 BPIDIBUN LM 1001 —
“M0[q OlE HEMBPIS 0} sl
20npa 03 Bujurud PBB [ POOMPEGP BIQEZIS PUE WBOIUBIS BARY Sa81] —

13391 ASNNIE

“spouiad 1uBnosp Buunp uoneBuul [ejuswBIddns SpiRoid —

“suonpuod

BUIMOI 8A01dWI 0} Zdi1 8} UM SBNbILOS) LoREIPaWaI 105 Alddy —
“uopeisejul
'952851p/185UI WO PB199101d PUE PBIOYUOL 8G O} PO [ S804 —

01} 6U0Z 1001 108101d PUE (Zd 1) UOZ UORORIOI 891 € Sreaul I«
PIBU U PI2101] 9 O} Pa3U [ AWAIOR 1UBIO[OASP BULISPIOG S9L ~

AVIIVM ASHHONOT
“welsAs 100 anu wepunge “uoneisaul
apiACId PUE UOKEIGE J0j UORORALIOOB (108 LWIoLAd seasip/108sU) WY S8 199101 PUE JOUOW
NOILOVAIN003a TI0S HOLINOW 3SV3SIQ/LO3SNI

‘0202 squieidas pue 610z 1squieides
SuOISIAG UM *L0Z ‘aUnf” papi0oes Eleq

woosisieroadse M
e woranisuo pue spoted 910 UoR9I0id 991 @ 31E3UIOP O} BUIDS) PIBU

e ecrae 1BNOIp Buunp uoneBu! eluewRIddns SpINOId 4 SRR 1UBLIdOIASP BULIBPIO 5331} 19910Id

6r210 SHoSHOESSEN NOLLYDI! HYIND3H NOLLOZ10Hd 100K

H 199115 UOIBUISEA
OvL oul ‘siseIo0ds 0011 Aq popinoid )
WaISSaSSY PUE AIOWSAU S31L 'L . |

S3LON TvHINID

WOO PUEIQUEPIP3SI MM
Op2€ ©26 L1094 22v £26 L19d
6£120 Vi s0puauED

a ually dousig O .
anoeiiy adeospUET

ANVIg3Q1IH-Ad33d

VW ‘390aI4gWVD
d 3d10A




VO'v-1

Jequiny 1005

31IS 3d10A
- NV1d ONIINV1d

oL 1oous

02k

020z 8t

i TTpoeIs

ToTANoseq | oTeq [FPaWnN

00059'626$  *(HONI/0$8$) QILVOILIN 38 OL INTVA ONINIVWIY

680°} *NOILVOILIN HO4 HEA ONINIVNIH
820°4 31IS 3dTOA NO ONILNV1d HEA MaN
LT + @3AOW3H 38 OL 31IS 3dTOA NO HEA LNVOIHINDIS

:3NTVA NOILVOLLIN

w 8 013

“GNBA3Y *ABY3HO BNIGNTONI S3103dS XIN

$3301 A4OLSHIANA
o B
8 o
v 8t
9 3

S3FWIIEI8IS

azis | Ao saI03ds
KIH3d0Hd 3dT0A - IINAIHOS ONIINVId 3361

S3LON TVHIANIO 3341 AHOLSHIANN O

Lod
e
et 3341 GISOdoHd

deospue

ANVIddIaH-a33y

3341 ONUSKA

VW ‘390aI4gWVD NI ALY3AOHd -
d 3d10A

GN3OTT ONLNYd




dov-1

Jequiny 1005

Ald3d0dd

390149NvO
40 ALIO

- NV1d ONIINVY1d

oL 1eous

02k 09 0

020z 8t

i TTpoeIs

ToTANoseq | oTeq [FPaWnN

YOl ‘NOILVOILIN HO4 HEA ONINIVNIH
:1%4 :MOHY ALID NO DNILNV1d HEd M3N
Vi : @3IAOW3H 38 OL MOHY ALIO NO HEA LNVOIHINDIS

*3NTVA NOILYOILIN

8§12 °A13d08d ALIO NO $3341 MaN 30 ,HEG TVIOL NS

S3IWIIE38IS

azs | Ao sai0ads

[KIH3d0ud T5aIHGWYD 30 ALID - STNAIADS ONINV1d 3381

vt
BWISSBsSY PUE AlOjUBAU] 3811 *L

S3LON TVHIANIO 3341 AHOLSHIANN O

3341 ONUSKA

ANVIddIaH-a33y

VW ‘390aI4gWVD NI ALY3AOYd -
d 3d10A

GN3OTT ONLNYd




Intentionally Blank Page



