
May 2017 
 
Dear Governor Baker, Secretary Beaton, Commissioner Roy, and ENRA Chairs Gobi and 
Cariddi: 
 
The undersigned organizations write regarding the proposal for changes to two acres of 
state-owned open space on Birmingham Parkway, presented at an April 5 Allston/Brighton 
community meeting hosted by State Senator Will Brownsberger and State Representative 
Michael Moran. The property is under the jurisdiction of the Department of Conservation and 
Recreation (DCR). At the bottom of this letter we have included a map and images of the 
site.  
 
There is no disputing the affordability crisis in the Boston-area housing market. At the same 
time, parkland has important benefits for public health, quality of life, our local economy and 
fighting climate change.  
 
We have a number of concerns about the proposal: 

1. This property is surrounded by environmental justice districts and the people living in 
these EJ districts deserve more, not less, access to parkland. 

2. Concerns about underutilization and lack of maintenance of public green space 
should not be solved by doing away with the protected parkland, but rather by 
improving its condition.  

3. If the parcel were to be developed, replacement parkland should be created, in 
keeping with the state’s “no net loss” policy - replacement land of equal or greater 
value. 

4. Transportation improvements in the area should be made to foster access to 
greenspace. 

 
1. Environmental Justice:  

Proposals to reduce green space in areas that already suffer disproportionate environmental 
burdens should be looked at with scrutiny.  Birmingham Parkway and much of the 
surrounding residential neighborhoods are Environmental Justice districts. The state's 2017 
Environmental Justice Policy notes that "densely populated urban neighborhoods in and 
around the state's older industrial areas, still face challenges. Residents in these 
communities are more likely to live next to existing large and small sources of pollution... 
which can pose risks to public health and the environment." These risks to public health 
certainly apply to the Brighton residents in this area. Over one hundred thousand vehicles 
per day travel on the Massachusetts Turnpike through this neighborhood which leads to a 
variety of severe health impacts. 

• Living close to a major roadway could increase dementia risk - 
http://www.cnn.com/2017/01/04/health/dementia-risk-living-near-major-road/ 

• New evidence of the dangers of living near highways - 
https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2016/04/13/new-evidence-dangers-living-near-
highways/hVyqTnY4iyn9YRoNSwWtGI/story.html 

 
2. Quality Greenspace 

http://www.mass.gov/eea/docs/eea/ej/2017-environmental-justice-policy.pdf
http://www.mass.gov/eea/docs/eea/ej/2017-environmental-justice-policy.pdf
http://www.cnn.com/2017/01/04/health/dementia-risk-living-near-major-road/
https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2016/04/13/new-evidence-dangers-living-near-highways/hVyqTnY4iyn9YRoNSwWtGI/story.html
https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2016/04/13/new-evidence-dangers-living-near-highways/hVyqTnY4iyn9YRoNSwWtGI/story.html


We have heard concerns that this protected parkland has minimal parkland value because a 
portion of it is being abused and taken over as a construction staging site. We request that 
DCR stop allowing the parkland to be used as a location for construction equipment.  
 
We have also heard that there is insufficient upkeep of the site. We disagree with the 
premise that just because a piece of public greenspace is not being well maintained, it 
should be fair game for development. What kind of a precedent would that set?  
 
In the discussion about the future of this parcel, the question needs to be asked: What does 
this parcel need in order to be considered a valuable piece of open space for the 
community?  
 
3. No Net Loss of Open Space  
Comments have been made that indicate a willingness to accept improvements to nearby 
state-owned recreational facilities in exchange for developing the parcel.  However, that is 
not consistent with the state's Article 97 Land Disposition Policy, which states: 

• The goal of this policy is to ensure no net loss of Article 97 lands under the 
ownership and control of the Commonwealth and its political subdivisions 

• An Article 97 land disposition is defined as: a) any transfer or conveyance of 
ownership or other interests; b) any change in physical or legal control; and c) any 
change in use, in and to Article 97 land or interests in Article 97 land owned or held 
by the Commonwealth or its political subdivisions, whether by deed, easement, lease 
or any other instrument effectuating such transfer, conveyance or change. 

• As part of the disposition, real estate of equal or greater fair market value or value in 
use of proposed use, whichever is greater, and significantly greater resource value 
as determined by EEA and its agencies, are granted to the disposing agency or its 
designee, so that the mission and legal mandate of EEA and its agencies and the 
constitutional rights of the citizens of Massachusetts are protected and enhanced. 

 
To abide by the “no net loss” policy, any change in use of state-owned parkland on 
Birmingham Parkway should create new Article 97 protected parkland of equal or greater 
value.  Providing funds to improve existing recreational facilities is not sufficient.  
 
To ensure that the replacement land is of equal or greater value to the parcel in question, 
the state needs an independent, third-party appraisal to determine the value of the 
parcel.  Otherwise, how do we know that the state is getting a fair deal? Especially at a time 
when state revenues are strained, disposing of parkland for less than its value should not be 
considered. 
 
4. Access to Greenspace 
If the parcel continues to be greenspace, access between the surrounding area and the site, 
as well as the nearby Charles River, can be improved. Currently, the parcel is cut off from 
the surrounding area because the parkway is more like a highway with high-speed traffic 
and a lack of crossings and other pedestrian or bicyclist amenities. The public-private 
partnership that led to the reconstruction of Greenough Boulevard in Watertown may be a 
relevant precedent. 
 

http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/mepa/about-mepa/eea-policies/eea-article-97-land-disposition-policy.html


We urge the state to give careful consideration to these concerns as it considers the future 
of this parcel and how best to meet the needs of the community and state. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
CC Senator Brownsberger, Representative Moran 
 
Signed, 
 
George Bachrach, Environmental League of Massachusetts 
Adam Sacks, Biodiversity for a Livable Climate 
Marylynn Gentry, Executive Director, Mass Land Trust Coalition 
 

 

 

 

  



Parcel in question, along Birmingham Parkway

 
 

 


