
 
The location of this meeting is accessible and reasonable accommodations will be provided to persons with 
disabilities who require assistance. If you need a reasonable accommodation, please contact the city of 
Newton’s ADA Coordinator, Jini Fairley, at least two business days in advance of the meeting: 
jfairley@newtonma.gov or (617) 796-1253. The city’s TTY/TDD direct line is: 617-796-1089. For the  
Telecommunications Relay Service (TRS), please dial 711. 

 

Public Facilities Committee Agenda 
 

City of Newton 
In City Council 

 
Wednesday, June 6, 2018 

 
7:15 PM – Note Late Start Time 
Room 204 
 
Items Scheduled for Discussion: 
 
#357-18 COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC WORKS requesting in accordance with Massachusetts 

General Law Ch. 40, Sec. 15., relocation of a portion of a 20’ wide City drain and sewer 
easement in the center of Section 63, Block 9, Lot 2 (Boston College Middle Campus) 
located parallel to College Road and shown on the Easement Plan completed by 
Feldman Land surveyors, dated April 6, 2018. 

 
Public Hearing 
#342-18 National Grid petition for grant of location in Beacon Street 
 NATIONAL GRID petition for a grant of location to install and maintain 320’ + of 6’’ gas main in 

Short Street from the existing 6” gas main in Montclair Road in a northeasterly direction to the 
endpoint of the existing gas main in front of 1521 Beacon Street to provide new service to 
1521 Beacon Street. (Ward 5) 

 
Public Hearing 
#279-18 Petition for Drain Extension in Staniford Street 

JAMES BARBERIO, 49 STANIFORD STREET, ET AL petition for main drain sewer extensions in 
STANIFORD STREET from the property at 65 Staniford Street 450’+ easterly to the existing 
sewer manhole at the intersection of Staniford Street and Freeman Street and from the 
property at 68 Staniford Street 700’+ to the existing sewer manhole at the intersection of 
Staniford Street and West Pine Street.  
 

#42-18 Review of City Council regulations governing petitions for wireless communications 
 COUNCILORS CROSSLEY, ALBRIGHT AND LAPPIN requesting a review of proposed City 

Council regulations pursuant to City Code Sec. 23-20, governing petitions for 
permission to install wireless communications facilities and new poles proposed for 
wireless communications use in the pubic ways of the City. Such rules would cover 
petitions that are subject to review under G.L. c. 166, §22 and 47 U.S.C. §332(c) (7) 
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and petitions that are subject to review under 47 U.S.C. §1455 (“Eligible Facilities 
Requests”).  

 
Chairs Note: The Chair intends to hold a brief discussion on setting the application fee for wireless attachment 
GoLs, previously passed in Public Facilities at $500., to consider amending the item in Finance so as to allow 
several installations in close proximity under one fee. 
 

Referred to Public Facilities and Finance Committees 
#355-18 Appropriate $150,000 to make repairs to 1294 Centre Street 
 HER HONOR THE MAYOR requesting authorization to appropriate and expend one hundred 

fifty thousand dollars ($150,000) from Free Cash for repairs to 1294 Centre Street (the former 
Health Department building).   

 

Referred to Public Facilities and Finance Committees 
#354-18 Appropriate$338,000 for the rehabilitation of the Forest Grove Pump Station  
 HER HONOR THE MAYOR requesting authorization to appropriate three hundred thirty-eight 

thousand dollars ($338,000) from bonded indebtedness to fund the rehabilitation of the 
Forest Grove Pump Station.   

 
Referred to Public Facilities and Finance Committees 

#356-18 Request to transfer $150,000 to fund repair/replacement of streetlights 
 HER HONOR THE MAYOR requesting authorization to transfer the sum of one hundred fifty 

thousand dollars ($150,000) from Current Year Budget Reserve for the purpose of funding the 
repair/replacement of streetlights that have been out service for many years due to 
underground problems.   

 
 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Deborah Crossley, Chair 
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Final Label Report

SBL Owner Number Street Unit

53028 0001 STANBERRY MATTHEW S 1518 BEACON ST

53034 0004 1521 BEACON ST LLC 1521 BEACON ST

53028 0019 BOULERICE MICHEL 1530 BEACON ST

53034 0002 SPG DEVELOPMENT LLC 1535 BEACON ST

53028 0018 SHIH ALVIN V & WENDY 1538 BEACON ST

53032 0001 MENELLY LISA TR 1545 BEACON ST

53034 0018 BRACHER TROY C 587 CHESTNUT ST

53012 0001 TAN WEIZHEN & VICTORIA 592 CHESTNUT ST

53034 0001 KARL DEBORAH H 599 CHESTNUT ST

53014 0001 MOGHADDAM MORTEZA 612 CHESTNUT ST
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Final Label Report #279-18

SBL Owner Number Street Unit

41030 0021 DAMBROSIO PATRICK V JR & AGNES S 6 FREEMAN ST

41029 0009 GEORGE ABRAHAM R 7 FREEMAN ST

41031 0020 NICOLAZZO BRUNO & MARIA TRS 3 STANIFORD ST

41030 0025 NICOLAZZO JOHN TR 6 STANIFORD ST

41031 0019 CARUSO GIOVANNI & GILDA 11 STANIFORD ST

41030 0024 HERLIHY DAVID A 14 STANIFORD ST

41031 0021 KHIDHIR BESAM 19 STANIFORD ST

41030 0023 LO ENG H 20 STANIFORD ST

41030 0022 YANG CHENGDA 24 STANIFORD ST

41031 0022 LUO YUXIA LISA 27 STANIFORD ST

41031 0023A ASHAI ZAID AHMAD 33 STANIFORD ST

41031 0023 PATEL SANDIP V & VIBHA S 39 STANIFORD ST

41031 0024 BARBERIO JAMES P & DIANNE M 49 STANIFORD ST

41029 0008 GRIECO ELIZABETH TR 50 STANIFORD ST

41031 0024A KADAMBI NARAYAN 55 STANIFORD ST

41029 0007 ROTH ALAN H & HOLLI G 56 STANIFORD ST

41029 0006A WILSON PAUL D 62 STANIFORD ST

41031 0024B WEST CHARLES L TR 65 STANIFORD ST

41029 0006 DECELLES KATHERINE 68 STANIFORD ST

41031 0026 MCDADE GERALD A JR 79 STANIFORD ST

41031 0038A GOLDMAN MICHAEL M & AMY B 83 STANIFORD ST 2

41031 0038 AIKMAN WILLIAM F 83 STANIFORD ST 1

41031 0038C PRICE RONALD F 83 STANIFORD ST 4

41031 0038D FALK LAURENCE 83 STANIFORD ST 5

41031 0038E BOUDREAU ALBERT T JR 83 STANIFORD ST 6

41031 0038F GILRAY TOVAH P 83 STANIFORD ST 7

41031 0038B XING HEMING 83 STANIFORD ST 3

41029 0005 KANE BUILT INC 84 STANIFORD ST

41031 0038K BISHOP SHARON M 85 STANIFORD ST 4

41031 0038G RUNDLETT ROBERT D & VERA L 85 STANIFORD ST 1

41031 0038H SANDHU JANAK & HARTEJ S 85 STANIFORD ST 2

41031 0038J MAI XIAOLING 85 STANIFORD ST 3

41031 0038S WEISS DAVID J 89 STANIFORD ST 7

41031 0038R ZHANG XIAODAN 89 STANIFORD ST 6

41031 0038Q KATZ PETER & LINDA T/C 89 STANIFORD ST 5

41031 0038P GORDON PHYLLIS 89 STANIFORD ST 4

41031 0038N ZHUKOVSKY GEORGE 89 STANIFORD ST 3

41031 0038L ZHENG YANMING 89 STANIFORD ST 1

41031 0038M WHITESTONE ALLEN TR 89 STANIFORD ST 2

41031 0038Z LUCAS JUDITH FINN & PAUL J 91 STANIFORD ST 7

41031 0038AA POLLACK SIDNEY D TR 91 STANIFORD ST 8

41031 0038T CHEN CHUN-YU 91 STANIFORD ST 1

41031 0038U DEMEO MICHAEL J TR 91 STANIFORD ST 2

41031 0038V MISHOL TINA P 91 STANIFORD ST 3

41031 0038W WANG DEGANG 91 STANIFORD ST 4
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SBL Owner Number Street Unit

41031 0038X WOODS DEIRDRE MARIE TR 91 STANIFORD ST 5

41031 0038Y LIAO QI 91 STANIFORD ST 6

41029 0004A ELDER JACK S & JUDITH L 92 STANIFORD ST

41031 0027A CUNNINGHAM ROBERT LEE 99 STANIFORD ST

41029 0004 CAREY RICHARD J & PATRICIA M 102 STANIFORD ST

41031 0027 FAGAN DANIEL P & SHARON M C 103 STANIFORD ST

41029 0003 PALAMIDIS PETER N JR & JILL B 110 STANIFORD ST

41031 0028 QUINN MICHAEL J 115 STANIFORD ST

41029 0002 BARTLETT NORMAN E II 116 STANIFORD ST

41029 0001 WEINBERG JEAN 124 STANIFORD ST
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Nadia Khan

From: Louis M. Taverna
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 3:46 PM
To: Nadia Khan; Shawna Sullivan
Cc: James Mcgonagle; Amy Hamel; Theodore Jerdee
Subject: RE: Staniford Street Petition

Nadia, 
 
The process, as I understand it, is as follows. 
 
DPW has not yet hired an engineering consulting firm to perform the design of the sewer 
extension. 
 
Wednesday night’s Public Facilities Committee meeting is to present the petition to the 
Councilors for the moving forward with the design and construction of the sewer 
extension.  Once the petition is approved, DPW needs to hire an engineering consulting firm to 
perform survey and engineering design of the sewer, and to develop a cost estimate.  This 
requires funding.  Then DPW will bid the construction of the sewer extension. This also 
requires funding.  At that time, the construction costs will be known, and the City Council can 
assess sewer betterment assessments to the property owners. 
 
Rough order of magnitude cost of construction of the sewer extension is $650,000, not 
including engineering design services. 
 
Lou 
 
 
Louis M. Taverna, P.E. 
City Engineer 
City of Newton DPW 
1000 Commonwealth Ave 
Newton, MA 02459 
617‐796‐1020 
 

 
 

From: Nadia Khan  
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 3:31 PM 
To: Louis M. Taverna 
Subject: RE: Staniford Street 
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CITY COUNCIL GRANT OF LOCATION PROCEDURES AND STANDARDS FOR 

WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES TO BE LOCATED IN PUBLIC WAYS 

I.  INTRODUCTION  

The City Council regulates the placement of wireless communications facilities in the 

public ways pursuant to municipal authority under Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 166, 

Sections 21 et seq., other applicable Massachusetts Laws, City Code Section 23, and applicable 

federal law, including 47 U.S.C. §§253 and 332(c)(7).  

The public ways in Newton are a uniquely valuable resource, closely linked with the 

City’s residential character and natural beauty. Many public ways have been enhanced by the 

planting and maintenance of public shade trees. 

The City Council wishes to preserve and protect community safety and aesthetics in its 

residential neighborhoods and village centers, consistent with its streetscape design principles. 

Many residences have a small amount of frontage between the residence and the public ways. 

Public ways, including sidewalks, must remain accessible and safe under ADA and traffic 

standards. The City has several scenic roadways.  It also has historic districts and historic 

buildings. Aesthetics and compatibility with immediate surroundings are important 

considerations in reviewing future use of the public ways.   

A competing consideration is a public interest in maximizing wireless service coverage 

and enabling wireless service capacity that is adequate to meet the needs of the City (including 

public safety communications needs), its residents and businesses. Further, the City Council 

recognizes that its authority to regulate the use of the public ways is subject to and limited by 

both state and federal laws. 

The potential for proliferation of wireless communications facilities attachments to utility 

poles in public ways, due, in part, to recent changes in federal law, evolving wireless technology, 

and demand for wireless services has created a significant concern about degradation of the 

character of residential areas, village centers, scenic roads and historical districts, and adverse 

impacts upon public safety and well-being of City residents and other users of the public ways.  

The City Council also wishes to limit noise and vibration levels that may be associated 

with some types of wireless communications facilities. The City Council cannot base grant of 
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location orders upon radio frequency emissions from wireless communications facilities in the 

public ways., except that it may require proof of continuing compliance with FCC requirements.  

        The City Council therefore finds it necessary and desirable to provide for reasonable 

regulation and orderly deployment of wireless communications facilities in the public ways. 

Accordingly, it adopts these Wireless Grant of Location Procedures and Standards (the 

“Procedures and Standards”). 

II.  SCOPE OF THESE PROCEDURES AND STANDARDS 

These Procedures and Standards govern the permitting of (1) wireless communications 

facilities attachments to existing or replacement utility poles which are located in the public ways 

and which do not have any pre-existing wireless attachments; (2) wireless communications 

facilities attachments to existing or replacement poles which are located in the public ways and 

which do have pre-existing wireless attachments, but do not satisfy the requirements under 47 

U.S.C. §1455 and related Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) regulations; and (3) 

constructing a new pole in a public way for purposes of providing wireless communications 

services. A party seeking to attach to a City-owned pole also will be required to enter into a 

license agreement with the City and comply with its terms and conditions.  

These Procedures and Standards do not apply to the filing and review ofA separate 

application form with instructions has been prepared for  “eEligible fFacilities rRequests”, as 

defined under 47 U.S.C. §1455 (and related FCC regulations), that involve a pole (1) located in a 

public way and (2) classified as a “base station” under 47 U.S.C. §1455. If an applicant seeks 

approval pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations, the Applicant must submit a 

separate application in accordance with related instructions. If that application is denied, the 

aApplicant may submit a new grant of location application governed by these Procedures and 

Standards.  

III.  GRANT OF LOCATION APPLICATION PROCEDURES 

 A.  Who May Apply 

An aApplicant must demonstrate that it is qualified and eligible under G.L.c.166, §21 to 

place its facilities on utility poles located in the public ways.  For example, a Statement of 

Business Operations filing with the Massachusetts Department of Telecommunications and 

Cable, if any, should be provided, and a link to existing tariffs, if any, should be supplied. Where 

applicable, current records of any FCC license to offer service should be provided. The 

Commented [AM1]: Verizon Wireless objects to requiring proof 
of continuing compliance with FCC RF emission standards and says 
that no such requirement is imposed on antenna of other entities.  

Commented [AM2]: Verizon Wireless argues that the City 
cannot require proof of continuing compliance with FCC RFE rules. 
Unresolved issue. 
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Aapplicant should demonstrate that its proposed facilities will be used to carry out the 

telecommunications services covered by its Statement of Business Operations and/or an 

applicable FCC license. Carrier neutral Aapplicants shall provide evidence that they have a 

contract with at least one wireless service provider which will make use of the proposed facilities 

or that they will accept a condition that they shall not construct proposed facilities unless they 

have first submitted evidence that they have a contract with at least one wireless service provider 

which will make use of the proposed facilities.  

Also, the aApplicant should provide evidence of its authority to conduct in Massachusetts 

the business carried out through the proposed facilities. 

B.  Application Filings 

Applicants shall use the application form provided by the Commissioner of Public 

Works. This form shall be made available through the Commissioner, City Clerk or on the City 

website. Use of this application form is required to best assure timely review of the completeness 

of the application. The application form may be revised from time to time.  

Although not required to do so, aApplicants are encouraged to schedule a pre-application 

meeting with the City Engineer, Wire Inspector, Fire Department, IT Department and Planning 

and Development Department to (1) describe their proposed location, Wireless Communications 

Facilities and plans; (2) identify potential issues; and (3) address questions.  If a pre-application 

meeting is requested, information regarding the proposed location, Wireless Communications 

Facilities and plans should be submitted to the Commissioner of Public Works at least seven (7) 

days before the scheduled pre-application meeting. An applicant shall not submit Applications 

for more than three (3) separate locations at the same time. A separate Aapplication shall be 

submitted for each separate location. 

Option for Discussion on Batch Applications: 

An Aapplicant may file a consolidated grant of location application (“Consolidated 

Application” or “Batch Application”) for up to ____ ten (10) separate locations, or a greater 

number if agreed to by the Commissioner of Public Works, provided that all of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities in the Consolidated Application:  

(1) are (a) located within a two (2) mile radius or are (b) located on one (1) or two (2) 

contiguous public ways; 

(1)(2) consist of substantially similar equipment; 

Commented [ADM3]: CONSIDER THE CITY’S ABILITY TO 
PROCESS MORE THAN 3 AT ONCE AND WHETHER S HIGHER 
NUMBER OUGHT TO BE ALLOWED IF THEY ARE ALL PART OF A 
COVERAGE/CAPACITY UPGRADE TO IMPROVE SERVICE IN AN AREA 
OF NEED   

Commented [AM4]: Verizon Wireless will not accept a 3-
location limitation and argues that this limitation is unreasonable 
and unlawful. It questions whether other entities are so limited. It 
proposed larger batch applications where a group of sites is 
designed to serve a particular area. I have added some language 
from another city outside of MA.    
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(2)(3) are to be placed on similar types of Utility Poles; and 

(3)(4) substantially comply with these Procedures and Standards.      

The City may issue a notice of incompleteness (in accordance with Section III-D) as to one or 

more of the proposed locations and the aApplicant’s Consolidated Application will not move 

forward until all locations in the Consolidated Application are complete. 

In rendering a decision on a Consolidated Application, the City Council may approve some 

locations and deny other locations,  but shall not use the denial of one or more grants of location 

to deny the entire Consolidated Application. 

If within a single ten (10) day period the City receives applications from one or more petitioners 

seekming grants of location for _____ or more than twenty (20) separate locations, the City may 

extend its review period(s) by up to sixty (60) days. If the City elects such an extension, it shall 

inform in writing any Aapplicant to whom the extension will be applied. The City also may 

extend its review period for any specific application if it determines that an extension is 

reasonably necessary.       

C.  Copies of Application 

An aApplication shall be filed with the City Clerk and the City Clerk will date stamp the 

application. Applicants are encouraged to obtain a date stamped copy of the application for their 

own records.  

The Applicant shall provide to the City ClerkAt the time of filing its Application, the 

Applicant shall submit as follows: (a) onefive (15) copyies of the complete application to the 

Commissioner of Public Works.   The application shall be submitted (1) in paper format, (b2) a 

complete application in PDF format and (3c) a complete application in a digital format 

compatible with the City’s systems. The City Clerkommissioner will make copies of the 

complete application available to other City departments.. Applicants will be notified if an 

Aapplication should be filed through the City’s website, in which case and a link will be 

provided by the City Clerk.   

D.  Incomplete Applications 

Each application will be logged in by the City Clerk to establish the filing date.  The City 

will follow procedural requirements for incomplete applications and any continued 

incompleteness established by the FCC in its orders regarding applications to locate wireless 

Commented [AM5]: The Application Form needs to be 
finalized. We need input from DPW and Planning on the content 
and design of the Application Form so it can be reviewed together 
with a proposed final draft of these Procedures and Standards. 
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communications facilities in the public ways, subject to 47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7). Formal notice of 

initial incompleteness shall be given by the City Clerk within thirty (30) days of the application 

filing date and will specifically identify: (1) all missing information; and (2) the code provision, 

application instruction or otherwise publicly stated guideline that requires the information to be 

submitted.    

 

 

 

E. Pole Owner Permission to Attach to Utility Pole 

The aApplicant shall submit evidence of pole owner permission to attach its facilities to 

the specific pole or poles included in its application (if any). If such evidence is not currently 

available, as a condition of any grant of location, the Aapplicant must provide to the City, prior 

to the Aapplicant’s commencement of construction of the attachments, such evidence of 

permission. A letter from the pole owner which certifies that it has granted the aApplicant a 

location-specific license for the proposed location and identifies the pole number of such  

location will constitute evidence of permission.     

F. Tax Attestation 

The Aapplicant shall complete the tax attestation which is part of the grant of location 

application. 

G. Application Fees 

At the time of filing its aApplication, the Applicant shall submit the Application Fee 

specified in City Code Section 17-3. These Application Form Procedures and Standards may be 

revised to reflect any change in the amount of the Application Fee under the City Code. The 

Application Fee is listed in the Application Form. The application fees for batch applications will 

be provided in the Application Form.  

H.  Peer Review 

The Public Facilities Committee shall determine whether a peer review of an 

Aapplication is needed in order for it to fully evaluate the Aapplicant’s proposal. A peer review 

Commented [AM6]: Verizon Wireless has objected to the $500 
per location application fee as unreasonably high and greatly in 
excess of cost. 

Commented [AM7]: Verizon Wireless has asked  when peer 
review would be conducted, what aspects would be covered 
beyond what City Staff covers and whether peer review has applied 
to any other pole attachment grants of location.  
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may be conducted at the Aapplicant’s expense, as authorized under state statute, City ordinance 

and City Council regulations.   

I. Initial Review of Application 

The City Engineer, Commissioner of Public Works, a representative of the Planning and 

Development Department, and as needed, representatives of the Fire, Inspectional Services and 

IT Departments, will conduct an initial review of the aApplication in order to determine whether 

it is complete as provided for above. The Commissioner of Public Works shall notify the City 

Clerk and the applicant as to the completeness of the Aapplication within thirty (30) days of the 

aApplication filing date. If the aApplication is found to be complete, each reviewing department 

shall submit to the City a written report with recommendations within thirty (30) days of the 

aApplication filing date. These written recommendations shall be typed, dated and provided in 

letter or memo format.  In the event that the Commissioner of Public Works fails to notify the 

City Clerk as to the completeness of the aApplication within such thirty (30) day period, the 

aApplication shall be deemed complete. Except for action by the Commissioner of Public 

Works, the failure of a reviewing department to submit a written report with recommendations 

shall not determine the completeness of an Application.   

 

 

J. Notice of Public Hearing 

Notice of the public hearing on a grant of location application must be provided in 

accordance with G.L.c.166, §22 and Chapter 23 of the City Code. 

K. Modification or Supplementation of Application 

The Aapplicant shall disclose at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the public hearing 

any modification(s) of or supplementation to its proposal as submitted. The City may determine 

that proposed modifications are so substantial that the public notice of the aApplication is 

inadequate and that submission of a new grant of location application is required. Applications 

that are found incomplete must be supplemented as described above (See Section III-D, 

Incomplete Applications). 

L. Public Hearing and Hearing Record; Requests for Exceptions 

Commented [AM8]: Review for any redundant language. 
Verizon Wireless commented that the last sentence is redundant.  

Commented [a9]: This seems redundant. Should reports be 
filed by the departments with the City Clerk, who then takes the 
next steps toward a hearing? Applicant should receive the reports. 
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The City Council Public Facilities Committee will conduct a public hearing on the 

aApplication. The hearing record will include, at a minimum, (1) the Aapplicant’s aApplication, 

including its payment(s) of the application fees and any peer review fee(s); (2) written reports on 

the aApplication, if any, submitted by the City Engineer, Commissioner of Public Works and any 

other City departments; (3) a transcript, audiotape or videotape of the public hearing (the 

Aapplicant also is free to record the public hearing); (4) proof of notice of the public hearing; (5) 

evidence that parties required to be notified of the public hearing were timely and properly 

notified; (6) any supplemental written materials supplied by the aApplicant at least forty-eight 

(48) hours prior to the public hearing; (7) materials presented by any member of the public, City 

officials or a City peer reviewer at the public hearing; and (8) any additional materials provided 

by the aApplicant at the request of the Public Facilities Committee . Materials may include, but 

are not limited to photographs, mock-ups, videos or written documentation.  Any materials to be 

submitted by a City peer reviewer shall be filed with the City Council and provided to the 

applicant at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the public hearing. 

The City Council acknowledges that its Procedures and Standards are subject to 

applicable state and federal law. Also, due to potential variations in Wireless Communications 

Facilities, technical service objectives and changed circumstances over time, a limited exception 

for proposals may be warranted where strict compliance with these Procedures and Standards 

would (1) conflict with state or federal law; or (2) impose an unnecessary or unduly burdensome 

requirement on the aApplicant, taking into account benefits to the City from enforcing the 

requirement. If the aApplicant intends to seek an eException from any City Council 

requirement(s) which regulate  the placement, construction and modification of personal wireless 

services facilities on the grounds that it would: (1) prohibit or have the effect of prohibiting the 

provision of personal wireless services; (2) unreasonably discriminate among providers of 

functionally equivalent services; or (3) be unnecessary or unduly burdensome in the context of 

the particular application and location,  the Aapplicant should submit information in support of 

its position in its application. If an applicant requests an exception on other grounds, the 

applicant should submit information in support of its position in its Application. The aApplicant 

also may request an eException to any condition recommended in a city department report 

following that department’s review of the aApplication. The City Council will determine 

whether to grant such an Eexception. The City Council will determine whether to grant such an 

exception. 

M. Written Decision and Statement of Reasons; Time Frame 
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The Public Facilities Committee will vote on its recommended action, provide a 

statement of reasons for its recommendations and support its recommendations by reference to 

the hearing record. It shall submit a report on its vote to the City Council. After receipt of such 

report, the City Council will consider the aAapplication at its next hearing and issue a written 

decision in accordance with the requirements of state and federal law. The City Council may 

adopt and incorporate by reference the recommended action and statement of reasons provided 

by the Public Facilities Committee or modify the same, supported by a statement of reasons and 

reference to the hearing record in support of any modification. In the event that the City Council 

issues its decision after the expiration of any applicable federal “shot clock” date and in the 

absence of a tolling agreement with an unexpired term as of the date of the City Council’s 

decision, the City Council shall provide a statement of reasons why additional time was needed 

to review and act upon an aApplication. If the Public Facilities Committee has not submitted its 

report to the City Council prior to the expiration of an applicable “shot clock” interval and in the 

absence of a tolling agreement with an unexpired term, the Public Facilities Committee shall 

include in its report a statement of reasons why additional time was needed to review the 

aApplication. 

An  Aapplicant shall be permitted to submit proposed findings of fact and a proposed 

City Council order based upon the hearing record no later than seven (7) days after the close of 

the public hearing conducted by the Public Facilities Committee; provided, however that if the 

exercise of this step would delay a final decision by the City Council, such permission is 

conditioned upon the aApplicant’s execution of a tolling agreement not to exceed thirty (30) days 

(or such later date acceptable to the applicant). 

N. Time Frame for Decisions  

If it becomes apparent that a final decision will not likely be rendered during a period of 

time presumed reasonable under federal law, the Applicant is encouraged to enter into a written 

agreement (a “tolling agreement”) with the City to extend the period of time for the City 

Council’s issuing a final decision, taking into account the reason why additional time is needed. 

The presumed reasonable time frame for final decisions under federal law is a rebuttable 

presumption. The City Council may have valid reasons for needing more time to reach a final 

decision on a given application. In any such case where more time is needed and there is no 

tolling agreement, the Public Facilities Committee and/or City Council shall state in writing or as 

part of the hearing record the reasons why more time is needed to issue a final decision on an 

Application.      
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  NO. Appeals and Reconsideration 

An aApplicant may petition the City Council for reconsideration within thirty (30) days 

after receipt of a final decision. The City Council may issue a decision on a petition for 

reconsideration within thirty (30) days of the filing of the petition for reconsideration. A failure 

of the City Council to act on the petition for reconsideration within such thirty (30) day period 

shall be deemed a denial of such petition. Any appeals from a final decision by the City Council 

shall be governed by applicable law.  

PO. Acceptance of Grant of Location Order with Conditions 

 

Grants of location must be accepted by the aApplicant as required under Massachusetts 

General Laws Chapter 166, Section 22. The aApplicant shall pay the fee for recording the grant 

of location order as required under the City Code. 

 

IV. SUBSTANTIVE STANDARDS FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS 

FACILITIES IN PUBLIC WAYS; DESIGN GUIDELINES 

These Sstandards provide objective, uniform criteria for the review of grant of location 

aApplications for the placement of Wireless Communications Facilities in the public ways (1) by 

attachment to a Uutility Ppole that has no pre-existing wireless attachments; (2) by attachment to 

a uUtility Ppole that has pre-existing wireless attachments where the application does not qualify 

or has not been submitted for review under 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations; and 

(3) by attachment to a new pole constructed for communications uses.  

All Wireless Communications Facilities that are located within the public ways shall be 

designed and maintained so as to minimize visual, noise and other impacts on the surrounding 

community and to avoid any obstruction of the use of public ways, including sidewalks. In order 

to assist Aapplicants, the Planning and Development Department willCity Council has provided 

Design Guidelines which mayshall be considered in preparing and reviewing aaApplications. 

The Design Guidelines shall be consistent with these Standards and may provide details, 

descriptions and examples of acceptable Wireless Communications Facilities attachments, 

including visual depictions. In the event of any conflict between the Design Guidelines and these 

Standards, these Standards take precedence over the Design Guidelines.        

A. Definitions 

Formatted: Indent: First line:  0.5"

Commented [ADM10]: DEFINITIONS TO BE REVIEWED ONCE 
THE STANDARDS ARE FINALIZED 



DRAFT 3.28.2018 DRAFT REVIEWED AT THEWITH 5.229.2018 EDITS MADE AFTER 4.4.2018 PUBLIC 

FACILITIES COMMITTEE MEETING, AND WITH EDITS REVIEW OF VERIZON WIRELESS COMMENTS, 

FURTHER INPUT FROM URBAN FORESTER AND FURTHER DISCUSSION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT ISSUESAS 

OF 5.31.18 

 

10 

 

Formatted: Centered

The following terms are defined for the purposes of these Guidelines as follows:  

(1) Alternative Antenna Structure means an existing pole or other structure that can be 

used to support an antenna and is not a Utility Pole or City-owned Infrastructure. 

Except as otherwise provided for by these Regulations, the requirements for an 

Alternative Antenna Structure shall be those required in Section 30-18A of the City 

Code (the wireless zoning ordinance). 

(2) Antenna Structure means any structure designed to specifically support an antenna, 

and/or any appurtenance mounted on such a structure or antenna. 

(3) Applicant includes any person or entity submitting an application to install a 

Personal Wireless ServiceCommunications Facilityies.   

(3)  

(4) City-Oowned Infrastructure means infrastructure including, but not limited to, 

streetlight poles and traffic signals owned, operated and maintained by the City and 

located in a public way. 

(5) Distributed Antenna System means a network of spatially separate antenna nodes 

connected to a common source via a transport medium that provides wireless service 

within a geographic area.  

(6) Exception means a grant of relief by the City Council from specific limitations in 

these Standards.   

(7) Monopole means a structure composed of a single spire, pole or tower used to 

support antennas or related equipment and the primary purpose of which is to serve as 

a support structure for wireless communications facilities.  

(8) Personal Wireless Service Facilities means facilities for the provision of personal 

wireless services, which include commercial mobile services, unlicensed wireless 

services, and common carrier wireless exchange access services. 

 

(7)  

(8)(9) Small Cell Antennas means an antenna either installed singly or as part of a 

network to provide coverage or enhance capacity in a limited defined area. 
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(9)(10) Tower means any structure that is designed and constructed primarily for the 

purpose of supporting one or more antennas, including self-supporting lattice towers, 

guy towers, or monopole towers. Except as otherwise provided for by these 

Regulations, the requirements for a Tower and associated antenna facilities shall be 

those required in Section 30-18A of the City Code (the wireless zoning ordinance). 

(10)(11) Utility Pole means an upright pole used to support electric cables, 

telephone cables, telecommunications cables and related facilities owned and 

maintained by an electric distribution company or incumbent local exchange carrier 

which is regulated by the Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities and/or the 

Massachusetts Department of Telecommunications and Cable. A Utility Ppole does 

not include City-owned Infrastructure.   

(11)(12) Wi-Fi Antenna means an antenna used to support Wi-Fi broadband 

Internet access service based on the IEEE 802.11 standard that typically uses 

unlicensed spectrum to enable communication between devices. 

(12)(13) Wireless Communications Facility means a structure, antenna, pole, 

tower, equipment, accessory equipment and related improvement used, or designed to 

be used, to provide wireless transmission of voice, data, images or other information, 

including but not limited to, cellular phone service, personal communications service, 

paging and Wi-Fi service.    

B. Determination of Site Locations 

1. Analysis of Installation Request- The City Council determines the location of all 

Wireless Communications Facilities to be located in or on public ways. The City 

Council will not unreasonably discriminate among providers of functionally 

equivalent services. The City Council will not take action that prohibits or has the 

effect of prohibiting (a) the provision of personal wireless service or (b) the 

ability of any entity to provide any interstate or intrastate telecommunications 

service. 

2. Sensitive Locations – Applicants are encouraged to avoid pole locations that 

would be (a) directly in front of, and in close proximity to, a residence, (b) on a 

scenic road, (c) in front of and on the same side of the street as an historic 

building listed in the Massachusetts Historic Register , (d) in an historic district 

(see below); or (e) at an entry point to a village center; or (f) within an existing 

underground utility district established pursuant to G.L.c.166, §§ 22A-22N. 
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Applicants are encouraged to use existing Utility Poles which do not support 

existing Wireless Communications Facilities. Please refer to the Planning and 

Development Department’sCity’s Design Guidelines.                                                                                                                  

 Historic Districts- Applicants are encouraged to avoid pole locations within an 

historic district. The aApplicants shall disclose in its Application whether a 

proposed location is within an historic district and what, if, any certificates are 

needed from an historic district commission. In order to best assure consistency 

between historic district commission and City Council decisions regarding an 

Application, If the applicant has obtained such a certificate for a proposed 

location, it shall submit the certificate  as part of its Application. Tthe a 

3. pplicant shall (a) file for and obtain a certificate from an historic district 

commission prior to filing its grant of location application or (b) file for a 

certificate with the historic district commission prior to or concurrently with filing 

its grant of location aApplication. If the applicant has obtained such a certificate 

for a proposed location prior to the time that it files its grant of location 

Application, it shall submit the certificate as part of its Application. If a certificate 

is issued during the pendency of the grant of location aApplication, the applicant 

shall submit the certificate to the Public Facilities Committee. If a certificate is 

required but not yet issued at the time of the report of the Public Facilities 

Committee to the City Council, the City Council may (a) issue a grant of location 

based upon these Procedures and Standards and (b) which is conditioned a grant 

of location based upon the upon the applicant’s provision receipt of a certificate 

from the historic district commission prior to commencing construction. and a 

Planning and Development Department finding that the grant of location and 

historic district commission certificate are consistent, such finding to be made 

within seven (7) days of receipt of the historic district commission certificate. If 

no such finding is made within this time , the applicant shall identify any 

inconsistent term or condition and shall be entitled to adhere the term or condition 

contained in the historic district commission certificate.   a grant of location will 

be conditioned upon receipt of the required certificate.  If the applicant has 

obtained such a certificate for a proposed location, it shall submit the certificate  

as part of its Application.  

4. Underground Utility Districts-Wireless Communications Facilities shall not be 

permitted in an underground utility district and shall be subject to removal 

pursuant to the procedures established under M.G.L. Chapter 166, §§22A-22N if 

they are in a location that subsequently has been designated an underground 

utility district.  
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5. Locations Outside of Public Ways- The placement of Wireless Communications 

Facilities outside of the public ways is subject to review and approval under City 

Zoning Ordinance.  

 

C. RF Emissions and Other Monitoring Requirements 

In accordance with federal law, the City Council shall not regulate the placement, 

construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the 

environmental effects of radio frequency emissions (“RFE”) to the extent that such facilities 

comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions. The Aapplicant shall provide 

proof that the proposed wireless service facilities will comply with FCC RFE regulations. Upon 

completion of construction, the Aapplicant shall furnish proof of compliance with such FCC 

regulations. The City also may request additional proof of compliance if (1) the Aapplicant 

changes its use of the location or adds to or replaces equipment at the location; (2) additional 

Wireless Communications Facilities at or in the immediate vicinity of the location cause a 

reasonable concern regarding cumulative emissions; or (3) a change in law which affects then 

existing FCC compliance standards.    

 

D. Additional Grant of Location Approval Required; Activity that does not    

Require Additional Grant of Location Approval  

Any increase in the height, number or dimensions of Wireless Communications Facilities 

components after construction shall be subject to City Council approval in accordance with 

applicable law. No City Council approval is required for renewing, repairing or replacing the 

Wireless Communications Facilities as long as they do not increase the height, number or 

dimensions of the existing Wireless Communications Facilities or decrease ground clearance 

below the required level. The Commissioner of the Department of Public Works, upon a showing 

by the aApplicant, may determine that a di minimus increase does not require further approval. In 

the event that, after a grant of location order and before construction, the position of a Wireless 

Communications Facilities component needs or is required to be moved, the aApplicant shall 

submit any revisions to its plans to the Commissioner of Public Works, the Fire Department and 

the Inspectional Services Department, which may authorize the change so long as the change 

does not reduce ground clearance, or increase the height, dimensions or number of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities by more than a minor  amount or violate applicable City 

requirements. No pole shall be removed or replaced without the written approval of the Inspector 

of Wires, as provided for under City Code Section 23-9.   
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E. Other Permits 

 Applicants are responsible for obtaining any additional permits required by law. Such 

permits may include, but are not limited to, building permits, electrical permits, street opening 

permits and historic district commission certificates.     

F. New Poles 

Applications for the construction of new poles are discouraged. Existing Utility Poles and 

their locations should be utilized where available. Any new pole proposed for wireless 

communications use in excess of 40 feet shall be considered a Monopole and prohibited in the 

public ways unless an Eexception is granted by the City Council. An aApplicant proposing to 

construct a new pole for wireless communications use must demonstrate that it (or the party 

which would use the new pole) does not have the option of attaching to an existing Utility Pole 

or replacement Utility Pole at the existing location.  

G. General Standards 

(1) Number Limitation- Unless otherwise authorized by the City Council for good 

cause shown, only one (1) personal wireless service provider or DAS provider 

shall be allowed to own, attach and/or operate Wireless Communications 

Facilities which are attached to a single Utility Pole. This provision does not 

prohibit a carrier neutral host from allowing one or more wireless service 

providers to use its Wireless Communications Facilities.  

(2) City-Owned Infrastructure- No Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

mounted to City-owned infrastructure located in the public ways, including but 

not limited to, streetlights and traffic signals, unless authorized in writing by the 

Commissioner of Public Works and Mayor or her authorized designee. The 

Commissioner of Public Works determines whether a location is suitable and 

the Mayor exercises control over licensing the use of that location. 

(3) Replacement Poles- If an aApplication requires replacement of an existing 

Utility Pole in order to accommodate proposed Wireless Communications 

Facilities, the replacement pole shall be designed to resemble the appearance 

and dimensions of existing poles near the proposed location, including size, 

height, color, materials and style to the maximum extent feasible (taking into 

account pole owner control of its Utility Poles). Any licensing of the use of a 

concrete City-owned streetlight pole location will require the replacement of the 
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existing City-owned pole and such other specifications as determined by the 

Commissioner of Public Works. These specifications will be part of the license 

agreement between the applicant and the City.  

(4) New Monopoles or Poles- Subject to exceptions under these Standards, no new 

Monopole or Utility Pole whose primary purpose is to support personal 

Wireless Communications Facilities shall be installed within the public ways of 

the City unless authorized by the City Council. Only pole mounted antennas 

shall be permitted in the public ways. Towers and Monopoles are prohibited in 

the public ways.  

(5) Exceptions for a New Pole Which is Not a Replacement Pole- An eException 

shall be required to place a new pole that is not a replacement for an existing 

pole in a public way. If an Eexception is granted for placement of a new pole in 

the public way: 

i. To the maximum extent feasible (taking into account ownership of the 

new pole), the new pole shall be designed to resemble the appearance and 

dimensions of existing poles near the proposed location, including size, 

height, color, materials and style, with the exception of any existing pole 

designs that are scheduled to be removed and not replaced.  

ii. Such new poles that are not replacement poles shall be located at least 

ninety (90) feet from any existing pole to the extent feasible. 

iii.ii. Such new poles shall be subject to a height limitation of forty (40) feet 

unless a taller height is permitted by the City Council. 

iv.iii. A new pole justification analysis shall be submitted to demonstrate why 

(1) existing Utility Poles or locations outside of the public ways cannot be 

utilized and (2) the new pole is the least intrusive means possible, 

including a demonstration that the new pole is designed to be the 

minimum functional height and width required to support the proposed 

Wireless Communications Facilities. 

v.iv. For all wooden poles, conduit and cables attached to the exterior of poles 

shall be mounted flush thereto and painted to match the pole. 
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vi.v. A new pole shall not require the replacement of adjacent poles or require 

the rearrangement of existing facilities of the pole owner, the City or 

another entity attaching to adjacent poles.   

(6) ADA Requirements- Wireless service facilities shall not interfere with ADA 

standards and requirements.       

(7) Attachment to Utility Poles; Limitations- No such personal Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall be attached to a Utility Pole unless all of the 

following conditions are satisfied: 

a. Surface Area of Antenna- In general, the personal wireless service 

antenna, including antenna panels, whip antennas or dish-shaped 

antennas, shall be as small as practicable, taking into account 

aesthetic and public safety considerations.    

b. Size of Above Ground Wireless Communications Facilities- The 

total combined volume of all above ground equipment and 

appurtenances serving a personal wireless service antenna shall be as 

small as practicable, taking into account aesthetic and public safety 

considerations.   

c. Lowest Point Above Grade- The operator of Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall, whenever possible, locate the base 

of the equipment or appurtenances at a height of no lower than eight 

(8) feet above grade. No facilities may be installed at grade without 

the approval of the Commissioner of Public Works and the City 

Council. In the event that the City prohibits electric meters on utility 

poles or the electric distribution company does not require an electric 

meter, the operator shall locate the base of the equipment or 

appurtenances no lower than twelve (12) feet above grade.   

d. Height- The top of the highest point of the Utility Pole shall not 

exceed forty (40) feet and the combination of the height of the utility 

pole and personal wireless service antenna extension shall not 

exceed forty-four (44) feet above ground level.   
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e. Color- To the maximum extent practicable, Tthe color of the 

Wireless Communications Facilities shall be similar to and blend 

with (a) the existing equipment on the Utility Pole and/or on other 

nearby Utility Poles, (b) the color of the Utility Pole, or (c) another 

color reasonably satisfactory to and directed by the City Council.  

The Wireless Communications Facilities shall have non-reflective 

materials.  

f. Shielding of Wiring- Any wiring on the pole must be covered with 

an appropriate cover or cable shield.  

g. Mounting- The applicant shall use the least visible equipment 

possible. Antenna elements shall be flush mounted to the extent 

feasible.  

Verizon proposes: “Antenna elements and equipment shall be 

mounted as close to the surface of the pole as practical and 

feasible.”  

h. Antenna Panel Covering- Personal wireless service antenna shall 

include a radome, cap or other antenna panel covering or shield and 

shall be of a color that blends with the color of the utility pole on 

which it is mounted.  

i. Signage- Other than signs required by federal or state law or by the 

pole owner, Wireless Communications Facilities shall not have signs 

installed thereon. Identification tags may be utilized in accordance 

with governmental and/or pole owner requirements. 

j. Wiring and Cabling- Wires and cables connecting the antenna 

and/or appurtenances shall be installed in accordance with the 

National Electrical Safety Code in force at the time of installation of 

the wires and cables or any stricter standards required by a pole 

owner, and TIA/EIA applicable codes.  

k. Grounding- The Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

grounded in accordance with the National Electrical Safety Code in 

force at the time of installation of the wires and cables or any stricter 

standard required by a pole owner.  
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l. Guy Wires- No guy wires or other support wires shall be used in 

connection with Wireless Communications Facilities unless the 

facilities are proposed to be attached to an existing Utility Pole. that 

incorporates guy wires prior to the date that the applicant has applied 

for a grant of location. 

m. Wind Loads- The proposed Wwireless Communications Ffacilities 

shall be properly engineered to withstand wind loads required by 

applicable safety codes and pole owner requirements. An evaluation 

of high wind load capacity shall include the impact of the proposed 

attachments on the existing Utility Pole with existing utility facilities 

and any third-party attachments. Such an evaluation shall be 

performed by the Applicant or the pole owner. A certificate of 

compliance with applicable safety codes and pole owner 

requirements from the pole owner may be submitted in place of such 

an evaluation.     

n. Obstructions- Each component part of thea Wireless 

Communications Facilityies shall be located so as not to cause any 

physical or visual obstruction to pedestrian or vehicular traffic, cause 

safety hazards to pedestrians and motorists or otherwise incommode 

the public’s use of the public way. Nor shall any such component 

obstruct intersection visibility. The Wireless Communications 

Facilityies shall not interfere with access to or operation of a 

streetlight, fire alarm cable, municipal fiber optic facilities, fire 

hydrant, fire alarm, fire station, fire escape, water valves and 

facilities, sewer facilities, underground vault, valve housing 

structure, or any other public health or safety facility. The Wireless 

Communications Facilityies shall not interfere with snow plowing, 

side walk clearing, leaf removal or the maintenance of public shade 

trees. The Wwireless Communications fFacilityies shall not interfere 

with the pole owner’s vegetation management practices and 

obligations. The maintenance of the Wireless Communications 

Facilityies shall not cause any such obstructions except as otherwise 

expressly permitted by the Standards.  

Commented [AM32]: Verizon Wireless objects to the absolute 
prohibition of guy wires 

Commented [ADM33]: What documentation should the City 
require regarding wind loads?  
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o. Traffic Safety- All Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

designed and located in such a manner as to avoid adverse impacts 

on traffic and pedestrian safety and shall not extend outward from a 

pole by more than two (2) feet from each side of the pole. Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall not project over the public way or 

sidewalk (beyond the berm or curb) or otherwise interfere with the 

public use of the public way or sidewalk. The aApplicant shall 

comply with the Uniform Traffic Manual for Traffic Control at all 

times during construction or installation. 

p. Lighting- the aApplicant’s Wireless Communications Facilities shall 

not produce any lighting or blinking light that is not required by 

federal or state law or by an applicable industry safety code. 

q. Security- the aApplicant shall provide adequate security for its 

Wireless Communications Facilities in accordance with current 

industry practices and any applicable standards.   

r. Noise- to the extent technically feasible and commercially 

practicable, the aApplicant shall employ Wireless Communications 

Facilities that are or close to silent in accordance with industry 

standards and equipment specifications. The aApplicant shall 

comply with any applicable City noise ordinance. In the event that 

its facilities fail to comply with such ordinance, the aApplicant shall 

provide noise suppression equipment as reasonably necessary to 

bring the facilities into compliance with such ordinance. In addition, 

the aApplicant shall provide acceptable assurances that it is capable 

of promptly shutting down and repairing any equipment that is not in 

compliance with City noise regulations.  

s. Vibration- The aApplicant shall provide acceptable assurances that 

it is capable of promptly shutting down and repairing any equipment 

that vibrates excessively.  

t. Non-Interference with other Users of Utility Pole- The aApplicant 

and its facilities shall not interfere with the operation and 

maintenance of any wires, cables or equipment already attached to a 

utility pole, including but not limited to streetlights and cable, 

Commented [ADM34]: DPW feedback on this provision was 
requested. 
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electrical and telecommunications facilities (including any City 

communications facilities such as fiber optic cables and copper 

alarm transmission lines). Streetlights already attached to the pole 

shall not be moved unless required by the pole owner(s), and then 

only to the extent permitted under any applicable agreement between 

the pole owner and the City or, absent such applicable agreement, 

formally consented to by the Commissioner of Public Works. 

Signage already attached to a pole shall not be moved without the 

prior written consent of the City department that controls the 

placement of the signage.  

8. Other Requirements 

a. Expiration of Permit for Non-Use- The Aapplicant shall pay the fee for 

recording a grant of location order as provided for under G.L.c.166, §22 

and City Code §17-3. If the Aapplicant fails to construct and operate the 

approved Wireless Communications Facilities within one hundred eighty 

(180) days after such acceptance, the City may notify the aApplicant of its 

intent to revoke the grant of location and direct the removal of any unused 

wWireless Ccommunications Ffacilities. The Aapplicant shall have the 

opportunity to cure this failure or provide good cause for the failure based 

upon factors outside of its control.        

b. Abandonment and Removal- Any abandoned or unmarked Wireless 

Communications Facilities, wires and equipment shall be removed in 

accordance with City Code §23-14. 

c. Non-Emergency Repairs- Non-emergency repairs shall be performed as 

follows: (1) at least forty-eight (48) hours’ advance notice shall be 

provided to the Commissioner of Public Works and the Police 

Department; (2) a police detail may be required; and (3) work shall be 

performed on weekdays between the hours designated by the 

Commissioner of Public Works. 

d. Removal of Utility Pole-In the event that a Uutility pPole is being 

removed and replaced by the pole owner(s), the aApplicant shall transfer 

the Wireless Communications Facilities to the replacement pole in 

accordance with the pole attachment agreement(s) between the Aapplicant 

and the pole owner(s).  In the event the pole is being removed by the pole 
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owner(s) and not replaced, the aApplicant shall remove its Wireless 

Communications Facilities and the grant of location allowed for the 

removed pole location shall terminate. Applicants shall register with and 

participate in the NJUNs program or any successor program in effect.   

e. Licenses and Permits- The Aapplicant must obtain all other permits 

required by law.  

f. Performance Bond- As required under §23-11 of the City Code.  

g. Other Conditions for Approval- All Wireless Communications Facilities 

shall be subject to the following additional conditions of approval, as well 

as any modification of these conditions or additional conditions of 

approval deemed necessary by the Commissioner of Public Works, City 

Wire Inspector or the City Council: 

(i) As-Built Drawings-The aApplicant shall submit as-built drawings 

within thirty (30) days after installation of its Wireless 

Communications Facilities. As-built drawings shall be in an 

electronic format acceptable to the City which can be linked to the 

City’s GIS. To the extent practicable, as-built drawings should be 

able to be incorporated into the GIS layers.        

 

 

(ii) Contact and Site Information-The aApplicant shall submit and 

maintain current at all times basic contact and site information on a 

form to be supplied by the City. Such information shall include, 

but is not limited to (a) name, address and twenty-four (24) hour 

local or toll-free and cellphone numbers of the aApplicant, the 

owner, operator and agent or person responsible for maintenance 

of the Wireless Communications Facilitiesy and (b) the legal status 

of the owner of the Wireless Communications Facilityies. 

 

(iii) Insurance- The aApplicant shall maintain the following insurance: 

 

Commercial General Liability Insurance: Comprehensive liability 

coverage including protective, completed operations and broad form 

contractual liability, property damage and personal injury coverage, and 

comprehensive automobile liability including owned, hired, and non-

Commented [AM35]: Verizon Wireless wants to add language 
regarding the relocation of its WCF as soon as it is practical to do so 
where the pole owner is removing but not replacing the pole. This 
could lead to a double pole situation for a lengthy time.   

Commented [AM36]: Verizon Wireless objects to the insurance 
requirements. Cable operators (including Verizon) are required to 
provide this insurance under their cable licenses.  The insurance 
requirement is a public safety matter. Self-insurance may be 
considered an acceptable alternative.      
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owned automobile coverage. The limits for such coverage shall be: (1) 

bodily injury including death, one million dollars ($1,000,000) for each 

person, occurrence and two million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate; (2) 

property damage, one million dollars ($1,000,000) for each occurrence 

and two million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate. 

Automobile Liability Insurance: Automobile liability coverage with limits 

no less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence and two 

million dollars ($2,000,000) annual aggregate. 

Worker’s Compensation Insurance: Full Workers' Compensation 

Insurance and Employer's Liability with limits as required by 

Massachusetts law. 

All insurance certificates shall provide that the policies shall not be 

cancelled without endeavoring to provide the City at least thirty (30) days’ 

prior written notice. 

(iv) Drip Lines of Trees- No Wireless Communications Facility shall 

be permitted to be installed within the drip line of any tree in the 

public way.The City discourages the installation of Wireless 

Communication Facilities within the dripline of a Public Shade 

Tree or other City owned tree.  If there is no alternative to the 

installation of a Wireless Communication Facility within the 

dripline of a Public Shade Tree or other City owned tree the 

installing party must comply with the City's Public Tree 

Regulation and obtain a Tree Permit from the Tree Warden.  The 

City will not permit the pruning, cutting, or damage to a Public 

Shade Tree or other City owned tree to facilitate the installation of 

a Wireless Communication Facility unless deemed permissible by 

the Tree Warden. 

 

(iv)  

 

(v) Indemnification- The aApplicant must execute an indemnification 

agreement as a condition for approval of a grant of location. A 

form of indemnification agreement shall be provided as part of the 

application form package.  

 

Commented [AM37]: For City-owned poles, the City can 
impose insurance requirements under a license agreement. Discuss 
the need for additional insured language where the pole is not City-
owned. 

Commented [ADM38]: Verizon proposes to delete because its 
facilities are above ground. Discuss with Marc Welsh. If kept, 
relocate this requirement to a section on pole attachment location 
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Commented [AM40]: Verizon Wireless objects to this provision 
and says it should not have obligations that don’t apply to other 
parties. Cable operators have this obligation under their cable 
licenses  
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(vi) Relocation- An aApplicant shall promptly, but in no event more 

than 120 days of the City’s request, permanently remove and 

relocate, at no charge to the City, any facilities or equipment if and 

when made necessary by a change in the grade, alignment or width 

of any public way, by construction, maintenance or operation of 

any City facilities or to protect the public health, safety and 

welfare. The aApplicant shall restore any public way to the 

condition it was in prior to removal and relocation of its facilities 

or equipment.  

 

 

V. ENFORCEMENT; APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTER 23 OF CITY CODE 

 The City Inspector of Wires shall have the authority to enforce these Standards in 

accordance with Massachusetts law and Chapter 23 of the City Code, to the extent deemed 

applicable. Chapter 23 of the City Code applies to Wireless Communications Facilities located in 

the public ways as follows: Sections 23-1, 23-2, 23-5, 23-6, 23-7, 23-8, 23-9, 23-10, 23-11, 23-

12, 23-13, 23-14, 23-15, 23-16, and 23-17. Conduit provisions under Chapter 23 may apply 

where an aApplicant proposes to install conduit.  

VI. AMENDMENTS 

The City Council may from time to time amend these Procedures and Standards in 

accordance with law.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Commented [AM41]: Verizon Wireless wants no more than 
120 days from when the City has approved the relocation of the 
applicant’s WCF to another nearby pole that will serve its needs. 
This is not practical. The City can’t order Eversource to allow WCF 
on a nearby pole. The 120 days was provided to give Verizon 
Wireless and others time to find an alternative site and submit a 
grant of location application. Verizon Wireless language would 
unduly delay public works requirements. 

Commented [AM42]: Verizon Wireless objects to the 
restoration language. 

Commented [AM43]: Verizon Wireless proposes that the 
amendment be after a public hearing. It also proposes that 
amendments apply only to applications filed after the date the 
amendment is approved and not to applications previously 
approved.    
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CITY COUNCIL GRANT OF LOCATION PROCEDURES AND STANDARDS FOR 

WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES TO BE LOCATED IN PUBLIC WAYS 

I.  INTRODUCTION  

The City Council regulates the placement of wireless communications facilities in the 

public ways pursuant to municipal authority under Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 166, 

Sections 21 et seq., other applicable Massachusetts Laws, City Code Section 23, and applicable 

federal law, including 47 U.S.C. §§253 and 332(c)(7).  

The public ways in Newton are a uniquely valuable resource, closely linked with the 

City’s residential character and natural beauty. Many public ways have been enhanced by the 

planting and maintenance of public shade trees. 

The City Council wishes to preserve and protect community safety and aesthetics in its 

residential neighborhoods and village centers, consistent with its streetscape design principles. 

Many residences have a small amount of frontage between the residence and the public ways. 

Public ways, including sidewalks, must remain accessible and safe under ADA and traffic 

standards. The City has several scenic roadways.  It also has historic districts and historic 

buildings. Aesthetics and compatibility with immediate surroundings are important 

considerations in reviewing future use of the public ways.   

A competing consideration is a public interest in maximizing wireless service coverage 

and enabling wireless service capacity that is adequate to meet the needs of the City (including 

public safety communications needs), its residents and businesses. Further, the City Council 

recognizes that its authority to regulate the use of the public ways is subject to and limited by 

both state and federal laws. 

The potential for proliferation of wireless communications facilities attachments to utility 

poles in public ways, due, in part, to recent changes in federal law, evolving wireless technology, 

and demand for wireless services has created a significant concern about degradation of the 

character of residential areas, village centers, scenic roads and historical districts, and adverse 

impacts upon public safety and well-being of City residents and other users of the public ways.  

The City Council also wishes to limit noise and vibration levels that may be associated 

with some types of wireless communications facilities. The City Council cannot base grant of 

location orders upon radio frequency emissions from wireless communications facilities in the 

public ways.  

Commented [AM1]: Verizon Wireless objects to requiring proof 
of continuing compliance with FCC RF emission standards and says 
that no such requirement is imposed on antenna of other entities.  

Commented [AM2]: Verizon Wireless argues that the City 
cannot require proof of continuing compliance with FCC RFE rules. 
Unresolved issue. 
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        The City Council therefore finds it necessary and desirable to provide for reasonable 

regulation and orderly deployment of wireless communications facilities in the public ways. 

Accordingly, it adopts these Wireless Grant of Location Procedures and Standards (the 

“Procedures and Standards”). 

II.  SCOPE OF THESE PROCEDURES AND STANDARDS 

These Procedures and Standards govern the permitting of (1) wireless communications 

facilities attachments to existing or replacement utility poles which are located in the public ways 

and which do not have any pre-existing wireless attachments; (2) wireless communications 

facilities attachments to existing or replacement poles which are located in the public ways and 

which do have pre-existing wireless attachments, but do not satisfy the requirements under 47 

U.S.C. §1455 and related Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) regulations; and (3) 

constructing a new pole in a public way for purposes of providing wireless communications 

services. A party seeking to attach to a City-owned pole also will be required to enter into a 

license agreement with the City and comply with its terms and conditions.  

These Procedures and Standards do not apply to the filing and review of “Eligible 

Facilities Requests”, as defined under 47 U.S.C. §1455 (and related FCC regulations), that 

involve a pole (1) located in a public way and (2) classified as a “base station” under 47 U.S.C. 

§1455. If an applicant seeks approval pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations, 

the Applicant must submit a separate application in accordance with related instructions. If that 

application is denied, the Applicant may submit a new grant of location application governed by 

these Procedures and Standards.  

III.  GRANT OF LOCATION APPLICATION PROCEDURES 

 A.  Who May Apply 

An Applicant must demonstrate that it is qualified and eligible under G.L.c.166, §21 to 

place its facilities on utility poles located in the public ways.  For example, a Statement of 

Business Operations filing with the Massachusetts Department of Telecommunications and 

Cable, if any, should be provided, and a link to existing tariffs, if any, should be supplied. Where 

applicable, current records of any FCC license to offer service should be provided. The 

Applicant should demonstrate that its proposed facilities will be used to carry out the 

telecommunications services covered by its Statement of Business Operations and/or an 

applicable FCC license. Carrier neutral Applicants shall provide evidence that they have a 

contract with at least one wireless service provider which will make use of the proposed facilities 

or that they will accept a condition that they shall not construct proposed facilities unless they 



3.28.2018 DRAFT REVIEWED AT THE 4.4.2018 PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE MEETING, WITH EDITS AS 

OF 5.31.18- CLEAN VERSION WITH CERTAIN VERIZON WIRELESS COMMENTS IN THE MARGIN 

 

3 

 

have first submitted evidence that they have a contract with at least one wireless service provider 

which will make use of the proposed facilities.  

Also, the Applicant should provide evidence of its authority to conduct in Massachusetts 

the business carried out through the proposed facilities. 

B.  Application Filings 

Applicants shall use the application form provided by the Commissioner of Public 

Works. This form shall be made available through the Commissioner, City Clerk or on the City 

website. Use of this application form is required to best assure timely review of the completeness 

of the application. The application form may be revised from time to time.  

Although not required to do so, Applicants are encouraged to schedule a pre-application 

meeting with the City Engineer, Wire Inspector, Fire Department, IT Department and Planning 

and Development Department to (1) describe their proposed location, Wireless Communications 

Facilities and plans; (2) identify potential issues; and (3) address questions.  If a pre-application 

meeting is requested, information regarding the proposed location, Wireless Communications 

Facilities and plans should be submitted to the Commissioner of Public Works at least seven (7) 

days before the scheduled pre-application meeting. A separate application shall be submitted for 

each separate location. 

An Applicant may file a consolidated grant of location application (“Consolidated 

Application” or “Batch Application”) for up to ten (10) separate locations, or a greater number if 

agreed to by the Commissioner of Public Works, provided that all of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities in the Consolidated Application:  

(1) are (a) located within a two (2) mile radius or are (b) located on one (1) or two (2) 

contiguous public ways; 

(2) consist of substantially similar equipment; 

(3) are to be placed on similar types of Utility Poles; and 

(4) substantially comply with these Procedures and Standards.      

The City may issue a notice of incompleteness (in accordance with Section III-D) as to one or 

more of the proposed locations and the Applicant’s Consolidated Application will not move 

forward until all locations in the Consolidated Application are complete. 

Commented [ADM3]: CONSIDER THE CITY’S ABILITY TO 
PROCESS MORE THAN 3 AT ONCE AND WHETHER S HIGHER 
NUMBER OUGHT TO BE ALLOWED IF THEY ARE ALL PART OF A 
COVERAGE/CAPACITY UPGRADE TO IMPROVE SERVICE IN AN AREA 
OF NEED   

Commented [AM4]: Verizon Wireless will not accept a 3-
location limitation and argues that this limitation is unreasonable 
and unlawful. It questions whether other entities are so limited. It 
proposed larger batch applications where a group of sites is 
designed to serve a particular area. I have added some language 
from another city outside of MA.    



3.28.2018 DRAFT REVIEWED AT THE 4.4.2018 PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE MEETING, WITH EDITS AS 

OF 5.31.18- CLEAN VERSION WITH CERTAIN VERIZON WIRELESS COMMENTS IN THE MARGIN 

 

4 

 

In rendering a decision on a Consolidated Application, the City Council may approve some 

locations and deny other locations, but shall not use the denial of one or more grants of location 

to deny the entire Consolidated Application. 

If within a single ten (10) day period the City receives applications from one or more petitioners 

seeking grants of location for  more than twenty (20) separate locations, the City may extend its 

review period(s) by up to sixty (60) days. If the City elects such an extension, it shall inform in 

writing any Applicant to whom the extension will be applied. The City also may extend its 

review period for any specific application if it determines that an extension is reasonably 

necessary.       

C.  Copies of Application 

An application shall be filed with the City Clerk and the City Clerk will date stamp the 

application. Applicants are encouraged to obtain a date stamped copy of the application for their 

own records.  

The Applicant shall provide to the City Clerk as follows: (a) one (1) copy of the complete 

application in paper format, (b) a complete application in PDF format and (c) a complete 

application in a digital format compatible with the City’s systems. The City Clerk will make 

copies of the complete application available to other City departments. Applicants will be 

notified if an application should be filed through the City’s website, in which case a link will be 

provided by the City Clerk.   

D.  Incomplete Applications 

Each application will be logged in by the City Clerk to establish the filing date.  The City 

will follow procedural requirements for incomplete applications and any continued 

incompleteness established by the FCC in its orders regarding applications to locate wireless 

communications facilities in the public ways, subject to 47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7). Formal notice of 

initial incompleteness shall be given by the City Clerk within thirty (30) days of the application 

filing date and will specifically identify: (1) all missing information; and (2) the code provision, 

application instruction or otherwise publicly stated guideline that requires the information to be 

submitted.    

 

 

 

Commented [AM5]: The Application Form needs to be 
finalized. We need input from DPW and Planning on the content 
and design of the Application Form so it can be reviewed together 
with a proposed final draft of these Procedures and Standards. 
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E. Pole Owner Permission to Attach to Utility Pole 

The Applicant shall submit evidence of pole owner permission to attach its facilities to 

the specific pole or poles included in its application (if any). If such evidence is not currently 

available, as a condition of any grant of location, the Applicant must provide to the City, prior to 

the Applicant’s commencement of construction of the attachments, such evidence of permission. 

A letter from the pole owner which certifies that it has granted the Applicant a location-specific 

license for the proposed location and identifies the pole number of such  location will constitute 

evidence of permission.     

F. Tax Attestation 

The Applicant shall complete the tax attestation which is part of the grant of location 

application. 

G. Application Fees 

At the time of filing its application, the Applicant shall submit the Application Fee 

specified in City Code Section 17-3. The Application Form may be revised to reflect any change 

in the amount of the Application Fee under the City Code. The Application Fee is listed in the 

Application Form. The application fees for batch applications will be provided in the Application 

Form.  

H.  Peer Review 

The Public Facilities Committee shall determine whether a peer review of an application 

is needed in order for it to fully evaluate the Applicant’s proposal. A peer review may be 

conducted at the Applicant’s expense, as authorized under state statute, City ordinance and City 

Council regulations.   

I. Initial Review of Application 

The City Engineer, Commissioner of Public Works, a representative of the Planning and 

Development Department, and as needed, representatives of the Fire, Inspectional Services and 

IT Departments, will conduct an initial review of the application in order to determine whether it 

is complete as provided for above. The Commissioner of Public Works shall notify the City 

Clerk and the applicant as to the completeness of the application within thirty (30) days of the 

application filing date. If the application is found to be complete, each reviewing department 

shall submit to the City a written report with recommendations within thirty (30) days of the 

application filing date. These written recommendations shall be typed, dated and provided in 

letter or memo format.  In the event that the Commissioner of Public Works fails to notify the 

Commented [AM6]: Verizon Wireless has objected to the $500 
per location application fee as unreasonably high and greatly in 
excess of cost. 

Commented [AM7]: Verizon Wireless has asked  when peer 
review would be conducted, what aspects would be covered 
beyond what City Staff covers and whether peer review has applied 
to any other pole attachment grants of location.  

Commented [AM8]: Review for any redundant language. 
Verizon Wireless commented that the last sentence is redundant.  
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City Clerk as to the completeness of the application within such thirty (30) day period, the 

application shall be deemed complete.  

J. Notice of Public Hearing 

Notice of the public hearing on a grant of location application must be provided in 

accordance with G.L.c.166, §22 and Chapter 23 of the City Code. 

K. Modification or Supplementation of Application 

The Applicant shall disclose at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the public hearing any 

modification(s) of or supplementation to its proposal as submitted. The City may determine that 

proposed modifications are so substantial that the public notice of the application is inadequate 

and that submission of a new grant of location application is required. Applications that are 

found incomplete must be supplemented as described above (See Section III-D, Incomplete 

Applications). 

L. Public Hearing and Hearing Record; Requests for Exceptions 

The City Council Public Facilities Committee will conduct a public hearing on the 

application. The hearing record will include, at a minimum, (1) the Applicant’s application, 

including its payment(s) of the application fees and any peer review fee(s); (2) written reports on 

the application, if any, submitted by the City Engineer, Commissioner of Public Works and any 

other City departments; (3) a transcript, audiotape or videotape of the public hearing (the 

Applicant also is free to record the public hearing); (4) proof of notice of the public hearing; (5) 

evidence that parties required to be notified of the public hearing were timely and properly 

notified; (6) any supplemental written materials supplied by the Applicant at least forty-eight 

(48) hours prior to the public hearing; (7) materials presented by any member of the public, City 

officials or a City peer reviewer at the public hearing; and (8) any additional materials provided 

by the Applicant at the request of the Public Facilities Committee . Materials may include, but 

are not limited to photographs, mock-ups, videos or written documentation.  Any materials to be 

submitted by a City peer reviewer shall be filed with the City Council and provided to the 

applicant at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the public hearing. 

The City Council acknowledges that its Procedures and Standards are subject to 

applicable state and federal law. Also, due to potential variations in Wireless Communications 

Facilities, technical service objectives and changed circumstances over time, a limited exception 

for proposals may be warranted where strict compliance with these Procedures and Standards 

would (1) conflict with state or federal law; or (2) impose an unnecessary or unduly burdensome 

requirement on the Applicant, taking into account benefits to the City from enforcing the 
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requirement. If the Applicant intends to seek an Exception from any City Council requirement(s) 

which regulate  the placement, construction and modification of personal wireless services 

facilities on the grounds that it would: (1) prohibit or have the effect of prohibiting the provision 

of personal wireless services; (2) unreasonably discriminate among providers of functionally 

equivalent services; or (3) be unnecessary or unduly burdensome in the context of the particular 

application and location,  the Applicant should submit information in support of its position in its 

application. The Applicant also may request an Exception to any condition recommended in a 

city department report following that department’s review of the application. The City Council 

will determine whether to grant such an Exception.  

M. Written Decision and Statement of Reasons; Time Frame 

The Public Facilities Committee will vote on its recommended action, provide a 

statement of reasons for its recommendations and support its recommendations by reference to 

the hearing record. It shall submit a report on its vote to the City Council. After receipt of such 

report, the City Council will consider the application at its next hearing and issue a written 

decision in accordance with the requirements of state and federal law. The City Council may 

adopt and incorporate by reference the recommended action and statement of reasons provided 

by the Public Facilities Committee or modify the same, supported by a statement of reasons and 

reference to the hearing record in support of any modification. In the event that the City Council 

issues its decision after the expiration of any applicable federal “shot clock” date and in the 

absence of a tolling agreement with an unexpired term as of the date of the City Council’s 

decision, the City Council shall provide a statement of reasons why additional time was needed 

to review and act upon an application. If the Public Facilities Committee has not submitted its 

report to the City Council prior to the expiration of an applicable “shot clock” interval and in the 

absence of a tolling agreement with an unexpired term, the Public Facilities Committee shall 

include in its report a statement of reasons why additional time was needed to review the 

application. 

An Applicant shall be permitted to submit proposed findings of fact and a proposed City 

Council order based upon the hearing record no later than seven (7) days after the close of the 

public hearing conducted by the Public Facilities Committee; provided, however that if the 

exercise of this step would delay a final decision by the City Council, such permission is 

conditioned upon the Applicant’s execution of a tolling agreement not to exceed thirty (30) days 

(or such later date acceptable to the applicant). 

N. Appeals and Reconsideration 
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An Applicant may petition the City Council for reconsideration within thirty (30) days 

after receipt of a final decision. The City Council may issue a decision on a petition for 

reconsideration within thirty (30) days of the filing of the petition for reconsideration. A failure 

of the City Council to act on the petition for reconsideration within such thirty (30) day period 

shall be deemed a denial of such petition. Any appeals from a final decision by the City Council 

shall be governed by applicable law.  

O. Acceptance of Grant of Location Order with Conditions 

 

Grants of location must be accepted by the Applicant as required under Massachusetts 

General Laws Chapter 166, Section 22. The Applicant shall pay the fee for recording the grant of 

location order as required under the City Code. 

 

IV. SUBSTANTIVE STANDARDS FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS 

FACILITIES IN PUBLIC WAYS; DESIGN GUIDELINES 

These Standards provide objective, uniform criteria for the review of grant of location 

applications for the placement of Wireless Communications Facilities in the public ways (1) by 

attachment to a Utility Pole that has no pre-existing wireless attachments; (2) by attachment to a 

Utility Pole that has pre-existing wireless attachments where the application does not qualify or 

has not been submitted for review under 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations; and (3) 

by attachment to a new pole constructed for communications uses.  

All Wireless Communications Facilities that are located within the public ways shall be 

designed and maintained so as to minimize visual, noise and other impacts on the surrounding 

community and to avoid any obstruction of the use of public ways, including sidewalks. In order 

to assist Applicants, the Planning and Development Department will provide Design Guidelines 

which may be considered in preparing and reviewing applications. The Design Guidelines shall 

be consistent with these Standards and may provide details, descriptions and examples of 

acceptable Wireless Communications Facilities attachments, including visual depictions. In the 

event of any conflict between the Design Guidelines and these Standards, these Standards take 

precedence over the Design Guidelines.        

A. Definitions 

The following terms are defined for the purposes of these Guidelines as follows:  

(1) Alternative Antenna Structure means an existing pole or other structure that can be 

used to support an antenna and is not a Utility Pole or City-owned Infrastructure. 

Except as otherwise provided for by these Regulations, the requirements for an 
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Alternative Antenna Structure shall be those required in Section 30-18A of the City 

Code (the wireless zoning ordinance). 

(2) Antenna Structure means any structure designed to specifically support an antenna, 

and/or any appurtenance mounted on such a structure or antenna. 

(3) Applicant includes any person or entity submitting an application to install  Personal 

Wireless Service Facilities.  

(4) City-Owned Infrastructure means infrastructure including, but not limited to, 

streetlight poles and traffic signals owned, operated and maintained by the City and 

located in a public way. 

(5) Distributed Antenna System means a network of spatially separate antenna nodes 

connected to a common source via a transport medium that provides wireless service 

within a geographic area.  

(6) Exception means a grant of relief by the City Council from specific limitations in 

these Standards.   

(7) Monopole means a structure composed of a single spire, pole or tower used to 

support antennas or related equipment and the primary purpose of which is to serve as 

a support structure for wireless communications facilities.  

(8) Personal Wireless Service Facilities means facilities for the provision of personal 

wireless services, which include commercial mobile services, unlicensed wireless 

services, and common carrier wireless exchange access services. 

 

(9) Small Cell Antennas means an antenna either installed singly or as part of a network 

to provide coverage or enhance capacity in a limited defined area. 

(10) Tower means any structure that is designed and constructed primarily for the 

purpose of supporting one or more antennas, including self-supporting lattice towers, 

guy towers, or monopole towers. Except as otherwise provided for by these 

Regulations, the requirements for a Tower and associated antenna facilities shall be 

those required in Section 30-18A of the City Code (the wireless zoning ordinance). 

(11) Utility Pole means an upright pole used to support electric cables, telephone 

cables, telecommunications cables and related facilities owned and maintained by an 

electric distribution company or incumbent local exchange carrier which is regulated 

by the Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities and/or the Massachusetts 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=47-USC-2016135689-1018112549&term_occur=1&term_src=title:47:chapter:5:subchapter:III:part:I:section:332
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=47-USC-2016135689-1018112549&term_occur=1&term_src=title:47:chapter:5:subchapter:III:part:I:section:332
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Department of Telecommunications and Cable. A Utility Pole does not include City-

owned Infrastructure.   

(12) Wi-Fi Antenna means an antenna used to support Wi-Fi broadband Internet 

access service based on the IEEE 802.11 standard that typically uses unlicensed 

spectrum to enable communication between devices. 

(13) Wireless Communications Facility means a structure, antenna, pole, tower, 

equipment, accessory equipment and related improvement used, or designed to be 

used, to provide wireless transmission of voice, data, images or other information, 

including but not limited to, cellular phone service, personal communications service, 

paging and Wi-Fi service.    

B. Determination of Site Locations 

1. Analysis of Installation Request- The City Council determines the location of all 

Wireless Communications Facilities to be located in or on public ways. The City 

Council will not unreasonably discriminate among providers of functionally 

equivalent services. The City Council will not take action that prohibits or has the 

effect of prohibiting (a) the provision of personal wireless service or (b) the 

ability of any entity to provide any interstate or intrastate telecommunications 

service. 

2. Sensitive Locations – Applicants are encouraged to avoid pole locations that 

would be (a) directly in front of, and in close proximity to, a residence, (b) on a 

scenic road, (c) in front of and on the same side of the street as an historic 

building listed in the Massachusetts Historic Register, (d) in an historic district 

(see below); (e) at an entry point to a village center; or (f) within an existing 

underground utility district established pursuant to G.L.c.166, §§ 22A-22N. 

Applicants are encouraged to use existing Utility Poles which do not support 

existing Wireless Communications Facilities. Please refer to the Planning and 

Development Department’s Design Guidelines.                                                                                                                  

3. Historic Districts- Applicants are encouraged to avoid pole locations within an 

historic district. The applicant shall disclose in its Application whether a proposed 

location is within an historic district and what, if, any certificates are needed from 

an historic district commission. In order to best assure consistency between 

historic district commission and City Council decisions regarding an Application, 

the applicant shall (a) file for and obtain a certificate from an historic district 

commission prior to filing its grant of location application or (b) file for a 

certificate with the historic district commission prior to or concurrently with filing 

its grant of location Application. If the applicant has obtained such a certificate 
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for a proposed location prior to the time that it files its grant of location 

Application, it shall submit the certificate as part of its Application. If a certificate 

is issued during the pendency of the grant of location Application, the applicant 

shall submit the certificate to the Public Facilities Committee. If a certificate is 

required but not yet issued at the time of the report of the Public Facilities 

Committee to the City Council, the City Council may (a) issue a grant of location 

based upon these Procedures and Standards and (b) condition a grant of location 

based upon the applicant’s provision of a certificate from the historic district 

commission prior to commencing construction.  

4. Underground Utility Districts-Wireless Communications Facilities shall not be 

permitted in an underground utility district and shall be subject to removal 

pursuant to the procedures established under M.G.L. Chapter 166, §§22A-22N if 

they are in a location that subsequently has been designated an underground 

utility district.  

5. Locations Outside of Public Ways- The placement of Wireless Communications 

Facilities outside of the public ways is subject to review and approval under City 

Zoning Ordinance.  

C. RF Emissions and Other Monitoring Requirements 

In accordance with federal law, the City Council shall not regulate the placement, 

construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the 

environmental effects of radio frequency emissions (“RFE”) to the extent that such facilities 

comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions. The Applicant shall provide 

proof that the proposed wireless service facilities will comply with FCC RFE regulations. Upon 

completion of construction, the Applicant shall furnish proof of compliance with such FCC 

regulations. The City also may request proof of compliance if (1) the Applicant changes its use 

of the location or adds to or replaces equipment at the location; (2) additional Wireless 

Communications Facilities at or in the immediate vicinity of the location cause a reasonable 

concern regarding cumulative emissions; or (3) a change in law which affects then existing FCC 

compliance standards.    

 

D. Additional Grant of Location Approval Required; Activity that does not    

Require Additional Grant of Location Approval  

Any increase in the height, number or dimensions of Wireless Communications Facilities 

components after construction shall be subject to City Council approval in accordance with 

applicable law. No City Council approval is required for renewing, repairing or replacing the 

Wireless Communications Facilities as long as they do not increase the height, number or 

dimensions of the existing Wireless Communications Facilities or decrease ground clearance 
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below the required level. The Commissioner of the Department of Public Works, upon a showing 

by the Applicant, may determine that a di minimus increase does not require further approval. In 

the event that, after a grant of location order and before construction, the position of a Wireless 

Communications Facilities component needs or is required to be moved, the Applicant shall 

submit any revisions to its plans to the Commissioner of Public Works, the Fire Department and 

the Inspectional Services Department, which may authorize the change so long as the change 

does not reduce ground clearance, or increase the height, dimensions or number of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities by more than a minor  amount or violate applicable City 

requirements. No pole shall be removed or replaced without the written approval of the Inspector 

of Wires, as provided for under City Code Section 23-9.   

E. Other Permits 

 Applicants are responsible for obtaining any additional permits required by law. Such 

permits may include, but are not limited to, building permits, electrical permits, street opening 

permits and historic district commission certificates.     

F. New Poles 

Applications for the construction of new poles are discouraged. Existing Utility Poles and 

their locations should be utilized where available. Any new pole proposed for wireless 

communications use in excess of 40 feet shall be considered a Monopole and prohibited in the 

public ways unless an Exception is granted by the City Council. An Applicant proposing to 

construct a new pole for wireless communications use must demonstrate that it (or the party 

which would use the new pole) does not have the option of attaching to an existing Utility Pole 

or replacement Utility Pole at the existing location.  

G. General Standards 

(1) Number Limitation- Unless otherwise authorized by the City Council for good 

cause shown, only one (1) personal wireless service provider or DAS provider 

shall be allowed to own, attach and/or operate Wireless Communications 

Facilities which are attached to a single Utility Pole. This provision does not 

prohibit a carrier neutral host from allowing one or more wireless service 

providers to use its Wireless Communications Facilities.  

(2) City-Owned Infrastructure- No Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

mounted to City-owned infrastructure located in the public ways, including but 

not limited to, streetlights and traffic signals, unless authorized in writing by the 

Commissioner of Public Works and Mayor or her authorized designee. The 

Commissioner of Public Works determines whether a location is suitable and 

the Mayor exercises control over licensing the use of that location. 
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(3) Replacement Poles- If an application requires replacement of an existing 

Utility Pole in order to accommodate proposed Wireless Communications 

Facilities, the replacement pole shall be designed to resemble the appearance 

and dimensions of existing poles near the proposed location, including size, 

height, color, materials and style to the maximum extent feasible (taking into 

account pole owner control of its Utility Poles). Any licensing of the use of a 

concrete City-owned streetlight pole location will require the replacement of the 

existing City-owned pole and such other specifications as determined by the 

Commissioner of Public Works. These specifications will be part of the license 

agreement between the applicant and the City.  

(4) New Monopoles or Poles- Subject to exceptions under these Standards, no new 

Monopole or Utility Pole whose primary purpose is to support personal 

Wireless Communications Facilities shall be installed within the public ways of 

the City unless authorized by the City Council. Only pole mounted antennas 

shall be permitted in the public ways. Towers and Monopoles are prohibited in 

the public ways.  

(5) Exceptions for a New Pole Which is Not a Replacement Pole- An Exception 

shall be required to place a new pole that is not a replacement for an existing 

pole in a public way. If an Exception is granted for placement of a new pole in 

the public way: 

i. To the maximum extent feasible (taking into account ownership of the 

new pole), the new pole shall be designed to resemble the appearance and 

dimensions of existing poles near the proposed location, including size, 

height, color, materials and style, with the exception of any existing pole 

designs that are scheduled to be removed and not replaced.  

ii. Such new poles shall be subject to a height limitation of forty (40) feet 

unless a taller height is permitted by the City Council. 

iii. A new pole justification analysis shall be submitted to demonstrate why 

(1) existing Utility Poles or locations outside of the public ways cannot be 

utilized and (2) the new pole is the least intrusive means possible, 

including a demonstration that the new pole is designed to be the 

minimum functional height and width required to support the proposed 

Wireless Communications Facilities. 
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iv. For all wooden poles, conduit and cables attached to the exterior of poles 

shall be mounted flush thereto and painted to match the pole. 

v. A new pole shall not require the replacement of adjacent poles or require 

the rearrangement of existing facilities of the pole owner, the City or 

another entity attaching to adjacent poles.   

(6) ADA Requirements- Wireless service facilities shall not interfere with ADA 

standards and requirements.       

(7) Attachment to Utility Poles; Limitations- No such personal Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall be attached to a Utility Pole unless all of the 

following conditions are satisfied: 

a. Surface Area of Antenna- In general, the personal wireless service 

antenna, including antenna panels, whip antennas or dish-shaped 

antennas, shall be as small as practicable, taking into account 

aesthetic and public safety considerations.    

b. Size of Above Ground Wireless Communications Facilities- The 

total combined volume of all above ground equipment and 

appurtenances serving a personal wireless service antenna shall be as 

small as practicable, taking into account aesthetic and public safety 

considerations.   

c. Lowest Point Above Grade- The operator of Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall, whenever possible, locate the base 

of the equipment or appurtenances at a height of no lower than eight 

(8) feet above grade. No facilities may be installed at grade without 

the approval of the Commissioner of Public Works and the City 

Council. In the event that the City prohibits electric meters on utility 

poles or the electric distribution company does not require an electric 

meter, the operator shall locate the base of the equipment or 

appurtenances no lower than twelve (12) feet above grade.   

d. Height- The top of the highest point of the Utility Pole shall not 

exceed forty (40) feet and the combination of the height of the utility 

pole and personal wireless service antenna extension shall not 

exceed forty-four (44) feet above ground level.   
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e. Color- To the maximum extent practicable, the color of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall be similar to and blend with (a) the 

existing equipment on the Utility Pole and/or on other nearby Utility 

Poles, (b) the color of the Utility Pole, or (c) another color 

reasonably satisfactory to and directed by the City Council.  The 

Wireless Communications Facilities shall have non-reflective 

materials.  

f. Shielding of Wiring- Any wiring on the pole must be covered with 

an appropriate cover or cable shield.  

g. Mounting- The applicant shall use the least visible equipment 

possible. Antenna elements shall be flush mounted to the extent 

feasible.  

h. Antenna Panel Covering- Personal wireless service antenna shall 

include a radome, cap or other antenna panel covering or shield and 

shall be of a color that blends with the color of the utility pole on 

which it is mounted.  

i. Signage- Other than signs required by federal or state law or by the 

pole owner, Wireless Communications Facilities shall not have signs 

installed thereon. Identification tags may be utilized in accordance 

with governmental and/or pole owner requirements. 

j. Wiring and Cabling- Wires and cables connecting the antenna 

and/or appurtenances shall be installed in accordance with the 

National Electrical Safety Code in force at the time of installation of 

the wires and cables or any stricter standards required by a pole 

owner, and TIA/EIA applicable codes.  

k. Grounding- The Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

grounded in accordance with the National Electrical Safety Code in 

force at the time of installation of the wires and cables or any stricter 

standard required by a pole owner.  

l. Guy Wires- No guy wires or other support wires shall be used in 

connection with Wireless Communications Facilities unless the 

facilities are proposed to be attached to an existing Utility Pole. that 

incorporates guy wires prior to the date that the applicant has applied 

for a grant of location. 
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m. Wind Loads- The proposed Wireless Communications Facilities 

shall be properly engineered to withstand wind loads required by 

applicable safety codes and pole owner requirements. An evaluation 

of high wind load capacity shall include the impact of the proposed 

attachments on the existing Utility Pole with existing utility facilities 

and any third-party attachments. Such an evaluation shall be 

performed by the Applicant or the pole owner. A certificate of 

compliance with applicable safety codes and pole owner 

requirements from the pole owner may be submitted in place of such 

an evaluation.     

n. Obstructions- Each component part of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall be located so as not to cause any 

physical or visual obstruction to pedestrian or vehicular traffic, cause 

safety hazards to pedestrians and motorists or otherwise incommode 

the public’s use of the public way. Nor shall any such component 

obstruct intersection visibility. The Wireless Communications 

Facilities shall not interfere with access to or operation of a 

streetlight, fire alarm cable, municipal fiber optic facilities, fire 

hydrant, fire alarm, fire station, fire escape, water valves and 

facilities, sewer facilities, underground vault, valve housing 

structure, or any other public health or safety facility. The Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall not interfere with snow plowing, 

side walk clearing, leaf removal or the maintenance of public shade 

trees. The Wireless Communications Facilities shall not interfere 

with the pole owner’s vegetation management practices and 

obligations. The maintenance of the Wireless Communications 

Facilities shall not cause any such obstructions except as otherwise 

expressly permitted by the Standards.  

o. Traffic Safety- All Wireless Communications Facilities shall be 

designed and located in such a manner as to avoid adverse impacts 

on traffic and pedestrian safety and shall not extend outward from a 

pole by more than two (2) feet from each side of the pole. Wireless 

Communications Facilities shall not project over the public way or 

sidewalk (beyond the berm or curb) or otherwise interfere with the 

public use of the public way or sidewalk. The Applicant shall 
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comply with the Uniform Traffic Manual for Traffic Control at all 

times during construction or installation. 

p. Lighting- the Applicant’s Wireless Communications Facilities shall 

not produce any lighting or blinking light that is not required by 

federal or state law or by an applicable industry safety code. 

q. Security- the Applicant shall provide adequate security for its 

Wireless Communications Facilities in accordance with current 

industry practices and any applicable standards.   

r. Noise- to the extent technically feasible and commercially 

practicable, the Applicant shall employ Wireless Communications 

Facilities that are or close to silent in accordance with industry 

standards and equipment specifications. The Applicant shall comply 

with any applicable City noise ordinance. In the event that its 

facilities fail to comply with such ordinance, the Applicant shall 

provide noise suppression equipment as reasonably necessary to 

bring the facilities into compliance with such ordinance. In addition, 

the Applicant shall provide acceptable assurances that it is capable of 

promptly shutting down and repairing any equipment that is not in 

compliance with City noise regulations.  

s. Vibration- The Applicant shall provide acceptable assurances that it 

is capable of promptly shutting down and repairing any equipment 

that vibrates excessively.  

t. Non-Interference with other Users of Utility Pole- The Applicant 

and its facilities shall not interfere with the operation and 

maintenance of any wires, cables or equipment already attached to a 

utility pole, including but not limited to streetlights and cable, 

electrical and telecommunications facilities (including any City 

communications facilities such as fiber optic cables and copper 

alarm transmission lines). Streetlights already attached to the pole 

shall not be moved unless required by the pole owner(s), and then 

only to the extent permitted under any applicable agreement between 

the pole owner and the City or, absent such applicable agreement, 

formally consented to by the Commissioner of Public Works. 

Signage already attached to a pole shall not be moved without the 

prior written consent of the City department that controls the 

placement of the signage.  
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8. Other Requirements 

a. Expiration of Permit for Non-Use- The Applicant shall pay the fee for 

recording a grant of location order as provided for under G.L.c.166, §22 

and City Code §17-3. If the Applicant fails to construct and operate the 

approved Wireless Communications Facilities within one hundred eighty 

(180) days after such acceptance, the City may notify the Applicant of its 

intent to revoke the grant of location and direct the removal of any unused 

Wireless Communications Facilities. The Applicant shall have the 

opportunity to cure this failure or provide good cause for the failure based 

upon factors outside of its control.        

b. Abandonment and Removal- Any abandoned or unmarked Wireless 

Communications Facilities, wires and equipment shall be removed in 

accordance with City Code §23-14. 

c. Non-Emergency Repairs- Non-emergency repairs shall be performed as 

follows: (1) at least forty-eight (48) hours’ advance notice shall be 

provided to the Commissioner of Public Works and the Police 

Department; (2) a police detail may be required; and (3) work shall be 

performed on weekdays between the hours designated by the 

Commissioner of Public Works. 

d. Removal of Utility Pole-In the event that a Utility Pole is being removed 

and replaced by the pole owner(s), the Applicant shall transfer the 

Wireless Communications Facilities to the replacement pole in accordance 

with the pole attachment agreement(s) between the Applicant and the pole 

owner(s).  In the event the pole is being removed by the pole owner(s) and 

not replaced, the Applicant shall remove its Wireless Communications 

Facilities and the grant of location allowed for the removed pole location 

shall terminate. Applicants shall register with and participate in the 

NJUNs program or any successor program in effect.   

e. Licenses and Permits- The Applicant must obtain all other permits 

required by law.  

f. Performance Bond- As required under §23-11 of the City Code.  

g. Other Conditions for Approval- All Wireless Communications Facilities 

shall be subject to the following additional conditions of approval, as well 

as any modification of these conditions or additional conditions of 

Commented [AM34]: Verizon Wireless wants to add language 
regarding the relocation of its WCF as soon as it is practical to do so 
where the pole owner is removing but not replacing the pole. This 
could lead to a double pole situation for a lengthy time.   
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approval deemed necessary by the Commissioner of Public Works, City 

Wire Inspector or the City Council: 

(i) As-Built Drawings-The Applicant shall submit as-built drawings 

within thirty (30) days after installation of its Wireless 

Communications Facilities. As-built drawings shall be in an 

electronic format acceptable to the City which can be linked to the 

City’s GIS. To the extent practicable, as-built drawings should be 

able to be incorporated into the GIS layers.        

 

(ii) Contact and Site Information-The Applicant shall submit and 

maintain current at all times basic contact and site information on a 

form to be supplied by the City. Such information shall include, 

but is not limited to (a) name, address and twenty-four (24) hour 

local or toll-free and cellphone numbers of the Applicant, the 

owner, operator and agent or person responsible for maintenance 

of the Wireless Communications Facilities and (b) the legal status 

of the owner of the Wireless Communications Facilities. 

 

(iii) Insurance- The Applicant shall maintain the following insurance: 

 

Commercial General Liability Insurance: Comprehensive liability 

coverage including protective, completed operations and broad form 

contractual liability, property damage and personal injury coverage, and 

comprehensive automobile liability including owned, hired, and non-

owned automobile coverage. The limits for such coverage shall be: (1) 

bodily injury including death, one million dollars ($1,000,000) for each 

person, occurrence and two million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate; (2) 

property damage, one million dollars ($1,000,000) for each occurrence 

and two million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate. 

Automobile Liability Insurance: Automobile liability coverage with limits 

no less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence and two 

million dollars ($2,000,000) annual aggregate. 

Worker’s Compensation Insurance: Full Workers' Compensation 

Insurance and Employer's Liability with limits as required by 

Massachusetts law. 

Commented [AM35]: Verizon Wireless objects to the insurance 
requirements. Cable operators (including Verizon) are required to 
provide this insurance under their cable licenses.  The insurance 
requirement is a public safety matter. Self-insurance may be 
considered an acceptable alternative.      
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All insurance certificates shall provide that the policies shall not be 

cancelled without endeavoring to provide the City at least thirty (30) days’ 

prior written notice. 

(iv) Drip Lines of Trees- The City discourages the installation of 

Wireless Communication Facilities within the dripline of a Public 

Shade Tree or other City owned tree.  If there is no alternative to 

the installation of a Wireless Communication Facility within the 

dripline of a Public Shade Tree or other City owned tree the 

installing party must comply with the City's Public Tree 

Regulation and obtain a Tree Permit from the Tree Warden.  The 

City will not permit the pruning, cutting, or damage to a Public 

Shade Tree or other City owned tree to facilitate the installation of 

a Wireless Communication Facility unless deemed permissible by 

the Tree Warden. 

 

(v) Indemnification- The Applicant must execute an indemnification 

agreement as a condition for approval of a grant of location. A 

form of indemnification agreement shall be provided as part of the 

application form package.  

 

(vi) Relocation- An Applicant shall promptly, but in no event more 

than 120 days of the City’s request, permanently remove and 

relocate, at no charge to the City, any facilities or equipment if and 

when made necessary by a change in the grade, alignment or width 

of any public way, by construction, maintenance or operation of 

any City facilities or to protect the public health, safety and 

welfare. The Applicant shall restore any public way to the 

condition it was in prior to removal and relocation of its facilities 

or equipment.  

 

V. ENFORCEMENT; APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTER 23 OF CITY CODE 

 The City Inspector of Wires shall have the authority to enforce these Standards in 

accordance with Massachusetts law and Chapter 23 of the City Code, to the extent deemed 

applicable. Chapter 23 of the City Code applies to Wireless Communications Facilities located in 

the public ways as follows: Sections 23-1, 23-2, 23-5, 23-6, 23-7, 23-8, 23-9, 23-10, 23-11, 23-

12, 23-13, 23-14, 23-15, 23-16, and 23-17. Conduit provisions under Chapter 23 may apply 

where an Applicant proposes to install conduit.  

VI. AMENDMENTS 

Commented [AM36]: For City-owned poles, the City can 
impose insurance requirements under a license agreement. Discuss 
the need for additional insured language where the pole is not City-
owned. 
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Commented [AM39]: Verizon Wireless wants no more than 
120 days from when the City has approved the relocation of the 
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The City Council may from time to time amend these Procedures and Standards in 

accordance with law.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 APPLICATION FORM 3-28-18 DRAFT WITH EDITS THROUGH 5-30-18  

 SUBJECT TO REVISION IF DRAFT STANDARDS ARE REVISED 

1 

 

APPLICATION FORM 

This Application Form is to be used for the permitting of (1) Wireless Communications Facilities 

attachments to existing or replacement utility poles which are located in the public ways and 

which do not have any pre-existing Wireless Communications Facilities attachments; (2) 

Wireless Communications Facilities attachments to existing or replacement utility poles which 

are located in the public ways and which do have pre-existing Wireless Communications 

Facilities attachments, but do not satisfy the requirements under 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related 

Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) regulations; and (3) new pole construction in a 

public way primarily for purposes of providing Wireless Communications Services.   

A.  Filing of Application 

Please provide to the City Clerk in paper format an original and two (2) copies of your 

application, including all attachments. Also provide a complete application in PDF format and in 

a digital format compatible with the City’s systems.   

Provide the name, address and other contact information of the person who should receive 

notice of incompleteness from the City if the application is found to be incomplete: 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

B.  Applicant Contact Information 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

Certification(s) by the Applicant that (1) the proposed work is authorized by the owner of the 

utility pole or, if not yet authorized, a commitment that no work will be performed until after it 

has provided to the Department of Public Works a pole owner authorization for the specific 

pole location and (2) the Applicant is authorized to make this Application, are attached as 

Attachments A and B. 
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C. Other Contact Persons Regarding Application 

Name, address, telephone number and email address of the following involved parties: 

Engineering Consultant: 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

Legal Representative of Applicant or Principal of Applicant: 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

Owner(s) of the Utility Pole(s): 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

Owner of the Proposed Wireless Communications Facilities and/or New Pole Primarily for 

Wireless Communications Purposes:  

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

Other Representative(s) of the Owner of the Proposed Wireless Communications Facilities: 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 

If Different Than the Owner, the User of the Proposed Wireless Communications Facilities 

and/or New Pole Primarily for Wireless Communications Purposes: 

Name: ________________________________________ Phone: _______________________ 

Address: ______________________________________ Email Address: _________________ 
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D.  Pole Location(s) [Section IV.B Standards]  

Provide the address and location of the Utility Pole(s). Include the street and closest street 

number, street intersection and utility pole number(s) as applicable. Identify whether the 

location is in a (1) residential area; (2) commercial area; (3) scenic way; (4) village entrance; or 

(5) historic district 

Street address: _________________________________________________________________ 

Street intersection: ______________________________________________________________ 

Utility pole number(s) as applicable: ________________________________________________  

Identify whether the location is in a:  

__ (1) residential area;    __ (2) commercial area; 

__ (3) scenic way;     __ (4) village entrance; or 

__ (5) historic district 

If the location(s) is in (3), (4) or (5) above, provide all alternative pole locations that were 

considered (include the street and street number, street intersection, utility pole number(s) as 

applicable) and explain why they were not selected:  

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________ 

If in residential area, is the location directly in front of a residence? __ Yes __ No 

If yes, what is the distance between the proposed pole location and residence that it would 

front? _____________________________________________________________ 

If the location is within an historic district, please identify the historic district and state whether 

the applicant has filed for a certificate from the historic district commission and if so, the date 

of that filing: 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Is the location in an Underground Utility District? ___ Yes ___ No  
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E.  Pole Description 

Is the pole location an existing pole ______; replacement of existing pole _____; new pole 

primarily for providing wireless communications services _____ ; an existing pole with pre-

existing wireless communications facilities attachments, but not proposed as or eligible for 

treatment as a “base station” under 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations ______; a City-

owned pole _____ . 

F. Description of Proposed Wireless Communications Facilities  

Narrative description of the proposed wireless communications facilities. Specify each 

component and its dimensions and approximate locations: 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Power Supply: underground requirements-describe power supply requirements and whether 

connection to power supply will be aerial or underground. If underground, describe the 

construction work required: 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Number of attachments on the pole [Standards IV.G.1]: ________________________________ 

Surface area of antenna [Standards, IV.G.7.a]: ________________________________________ 

Size of above ground Wireless Communications Facilities (combined volume) [Standards, 

IV.G.7.b]: ______________________________________________________________________ 

Lowest point of wireless communications facilities above grade [Standards, IV.G.7.c]: 

______________________________________________________________________________   
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Height and dimensions of utility pole: [Standards, IV.G.7.d]: 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Height and dimensions of antenna facilities located at the pole top or other point of attachment 

and overall height of the Utility Pole as modified by proposed wireless communications 

facilities: ______________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Color [Standards, IV.G.7.e]: ____________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Shielding of wiring [Standards, IV.G.7.f]: _______________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Mounting [Standards, IV.G.7.g]: ________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Antenna panel covering [Standards, IV.G.7.h]: __________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Signage [Standards, IV.G.7.i]: __________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Wiring and cabling [Standards, IV.G.7.j]:   _______________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Grounding [Standards, IV.G.7.k]: _______________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Guy wires required [Standards, IV.G.7.l]: ________________________________________ 

Wind load requirements (pole owner, safety code) and method of testing [Standards, IV.G.7.m]:  

______________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________ 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Obstructions [Standards, IV.G.7.n]: _________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Traffic safety requirements [Standards, IV.G.7.o]: _____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Lighting [Standards, IV.G.7.p]:  _____________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Security measures [Standards, IV.G.7.q]: ____________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Noise [Standards, IV.G.7.r]: _______________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Vibration [Standards, IV.G.7.s]: ____________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

No interference with other users of the pole [Standards, IV.G.7.t]: ________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

RFE [Standards, IV.C]: ____________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Compliance with ADA requirements [Standards, IV.G.6]: ________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Acceptance of general standards requirements [Standards, IV.G.8]: _______________________       

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Whether applicant will agree not add to the number of Wireless Communications Facilities or 

expand the dimensions of the proposed wireless communications facilities (except with regard 
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to replacement of existing wireless communications with comparable equipment)  

______________________________________________________________________________  

Whether applicant will agree not to consider the pole and its attachments as a “base station” 

under 47 U.S.C. §1455 and related FCC regulations: ____________________________________ 

(in which case any additions to the location would be subject to G.L. c. 166, Section 22 grant of 

location application Procedures and Standards)  

G. Compliance Issues 

Identify any requirement or condition in the Standards with which the Applicant will not or 

cannot comply with and provide a complete explanation why it cannot or will not comply: 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Is the applicant requesting an exception to any standard? If so, please specify the standard and 

provide factual support for the requested exception: 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

H.  Documentation Required 

All responses shall be supported by certified to scale plans, submitted as Attachment C.  

Additional required documents and information to be included as part of application: 

Provide as Attachment D a copy of the applicable FCC license and any other evidence of 

authority to place wireless communications facilities and/or poles in the public ways under 

Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 166, Section 21. 

Provide as Attachment E the license agreement(s) under which the Applicant has access to the 

utility poles to which it proposes to attach or a certification (by letter) from the pole owner(s) 

that they have entered into aerial attachment agreements with the applicant which cover the 

City.   
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Complete Attachment F (“Optional Checklist for Local Government to Determine whether a 

Facility is Categorically Excluded”) to verify that the wireless communications facilities with the 

proposed modification will be in compliance with the FCC’s radio frequency (“RF”) emissions 

regulations. If not categorically excluded, a complete RF emissions study is required to verify 

that the proposed wireless communications facilities comply with FCC RF emissions regulations.    

Provide as Attachment G either (1) a structural analysis of the utility poles, stamped by a 

professional engineer registered in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, indicating that they 

can accommodate the proposed wireless communications facilities and comply with all 

applicable engineering and construction standards; or (2) if the structural analysis will be 

conducted by a pole owner, a pole owner certification of structural fitness of the pole must be 

submitted to the Commissioner of Public Works as a condition for the grant of location.   

Provide as Attachment H the Tax Attestation pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 

62C, Section 49A. 

Provide a mock-up of the proposed wireless communications facilities at the proposed 

location(s) as Attachment I.  

Provide Applicant’s certification as Attachment J that it shall not commence any construction 

until it has received all necessary permits (including but not limited to building, street opening 

and/or electrical permits).   

I.  Any Other Information that the Applicant Chooses to Submit 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

(use additional pages, if necessary) 

Signature of Applicant 

Signature of applicant:  __________________________________________________________ 

Name and Title and any Business Name: _____________________________________________ 

Name of Principal or Client of Applicant: _____________________________________________ 

In whose name the permit should be granted: ________________________________________ 
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Date signed: ___________________________________________________________________ 

Date of receipt of application [to be added by the City]: ________________________________ 

Date of expiration of 90 or 150-day period running from the date of application: ____________ 

Agreed upon extension of the 90 or 150-day period expiration date until: __________________ 

Agreed to by Applicant: __________________________________________________________ 

Agreed to by City: _______________________________________________________________ 

Note: the applicant and the City may agree in writing to an extension of the applicable review 

period. In addition, the running of the time period for review of this application may be tolled 

by incompleteness of the application, provided that the City has timely notified the applicant of 

the missing information or document causing the incompleteness in accordance with FCC 

regulations and City Procedures. 

Right to Appeal 

The Applicant’s right to appeal is governed by federal law. 
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DOCUMENT CHECKLIST (Provide application as paper original, in PDF 

format and a digital format compatible with the City’s system) 

__ Certification(s) by the Applicant that (1) the proposed work is authorized by the owner 

of the utility pole or, if not yet authorized, a commitment that no work will be 

performed until after it has provided to the Department of Public Works a pole owner 

authorization for the specific pole location and (2) the Applicant is authorized to make 

this Application, are attached as Attachments A and B. 

__ All responses shall be supported by certified to scale plans, submitted as Attachment C.  

Additional required documents and information to be included as part of application: 

__ Provide as Attachment D a copy of the applicable FCC license and any other evidence of 

authority to place wireless communications facilities and/or poles in the public ways 

under Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 166, Section 21. 

__ Provide as Attachment E the license agreement(s) under which the Applicant has access 

to the utility poles to which it proposes to attach or a certification from pole owners 

that they have entered into aerial attachment agreements with the applicant which 

cover the City.   

__ Complete Attachment F (“Optional Checklist for Local Government to Determine 

whether a Facility is Categorically Excluded”) to verify that the wireless facilities with the 

proposed modification will be in compliance with the FCC’s radio frequency (“RF”) 

emissions regulations. If not categorically excluded, a complete RF emissions study is 

required to verify compliance with FCC RF emissions regulations.    

__ Provide as Attachment G a structural analysis of the utility poles, stamped by a 

professional engineer registered in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, indicating 

that they can accommodate the proposed wireless communications facilities and 

comply with all applicable engineering and construction standards.  If the structural 

analysis will be conducted by a pole owner, a pole owner certification must be 

submitted to the Commissioner of Public Works as a condition for the grant of location.   

__ Provide as Attachment H the Tax Attestation pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, 

Chapter 62C, Section 49A. 
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__ Provide a mock-up of the proposed wireless communications facilities at the proposed 

location(s) as Attachment I. 

__ Provide Applicant’s certification as Attachment J that it shall not commence any 

construction until it has received all necessary permits (including but not limited to 

building, street opening and/or electrical permits).   
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 (c) Volunteer workers who work on improvement and maintenance projects in accordance with such a permit 
shall be deemed to be "public employees" within the meaning of section one of chapter 258 of the Massachusetts 
General Laws for the purpose of third party claims; provided that any such claim arises as a result of the project 
described in the applicable permit. 

 
 (d) In order to facilitate the protection provided to volunteer workers pursuant to subsection (c), the head of the 
department shall keep a record of the names and addresses of every volunteer worker who works at the site of 
each such project; and every such volunteer worker shall provide his/her name and address for inclusion in such 
record.  (Ord. No. V-96, 11-18-96) 
 
Sec. 21-71. Reserved. 
 

DIVISION 2.  REGULATION OF PUBLIC TREES 
 
Sec. 21-72.  Public Tree Regulation 
 
 (a) Purpose 

The purpose of this ordinance is to promote a diverse, healthy and sustainable urban forest in order to provide 
for the general welfare of Newton’s citizens. A healthy urban forest improves the quality of air and water, 
controls erosion, moderates air temperature, absorbs carbon, reduces noise, enhances appearance and 
increases property values. Public trees also define public spaces and create civic identity. This ordinance sets 
out measures to protect trees located on city property and on public rights of way from construction and other 
preventable damage; to establish conditions for long-term preservation and expansion of the urban forest; to 
extend the protections afforded by the Tree Preservation Ordinance to city-owned trees and supplement 
Chapter 87 of the Massachusetts General Laws. 

 
 (b) Definitions 
 
Aggregate diameter: The combined diameter of a multiple trunk tree measured at breast height. 
 
Building: The term "building" shall be as defined in section 30-1. 
 
Caliper: The measure of a newly installed tree and is determined in the following manner - Caliper measurement 
of the trunk shall be taken six inches above the ground up to and including four-inch caliper size. If the caliper at 
six inches above the ground exceeds four inches, the caliper should be measured at twelve inches above the 
ground. 
 
Certified arborist: An arborist certified by the Massachusetts Arborists Association, or any successor 
organization. 
 
Diameter breast height (DBH): The diameter of the trunk of a tree 4½ feet above the existing grade at the base of 
the tree. 
 
Drip line: A vertical line running through the outermost portion of the crown of a tree and extending to the 
ground. 
 
Person: Any person, firm, partnership, association, corporation, company or organization of any kind including, 
but not limited to, the person removing a public tree or public shade tree.  
 
Pruning standards: Standards for pruning as defined in the City of Newton Tree Management Manual, 1995 and 
any future amendments or revisions to the same. 



§ 21-72 NEWTON ORDINANCES — PARKS AND RECREATION, PUBLIC GROUNDS AND TREES§ 21-72 
 

 
Newton Ordinances On-Line - Chapter 21 - page 8 

 
Public tree: Any tree having a diameter of eight inches (8") DBH or larger or having an aggregate diameter of 
fifteen inches (15") DBH or larger and which is located on land owned by the city of Newton. 
 
Public Shade Tree:  Any tree within the city that fits the definition of public shade tree under G.L. Ch. 87 
 
Remove (including removing and removal): The cutting down of any public tree or public shade tree and all other 
acts which cause the actual removal or the effective removal through damaging, poisoning or other direct or 
indirect actions resulting in the death of a public tree, including, but not limited to, excessive or improper pruning. 
 
Tree Manual: The City of Newton Tree Management Manual, 1995, and any future amendments and revisions to 
the same. (Ord. No. V-275, 12-6-99) 
 
Tree warden: The commissioner of parks and recreation or his designee. 
 
 (c)  Applicability: The terms and provisions of this article shall be administered by the tree warden and shall 
apply to any public shade tree as defined in G.L. Ch. 87 and to any public tree located on land owned and 
managed by the city of Newton, with the exception of the land under the auspices of the conservation 
commission. 
 
 (d) Permit:  No person other than the tree warden shall remove, prune, or alter a public tree or public shade tree 
located on land subject to the provisions of this article without first obtaining a tree permit from the tree warden. 
Applications shall be made in writing on forms specified by the tree warden. 
 
 (e) Activities requiring a Tree Permit:  A tree permit issued by the tree warden is required prior to any of the 
following activities: 
 

(1) Any exterior work that requires the removal of a public tree; 
 
(2) Any construction on city property within the dripline of a public tree; 
 
(3) Removal of a public shade tree.  This requirement is in addition to the requirements    of G.L. Ch. 87 

pertaining to removal of a public shade tree; 
 
(4) Construction within that portion of the dripline of a public shade tree that is located  over the public 

right of way; 
 
(5) Pruning or treatment for the benefit of the health, safety, or overall well-being of a public shade tree 

and/or public tree, as deemed appropriate by the tree warden, by anyone other than the tree warden or his 
designee as provided in G.L. Ch. 87; 

 
(6) Planting of a tree in the public right of way or on city property by anyone other than  the tree warden 

or his designee as outlined under G.L. Ch. 87; 
 
(7) Pruning or altering of a public shade tree and/or public tree for the purposes of  overhead utility line 

clearance; 
 
(8) Affixing or hanging anything from a public shade tree or public tree. 

 
 (f) Permit application; fee:  An application for a tree permit shall be submitted to the tree warden.  Such 
application shall be on a form prescribed by the tree warden and shall include any materials or information 
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required by the tree warden based on the nature of the activity for which application is made.  The application for 
a tree permit shall be accompanied by an administrative fee of $150.00. Such fee shall be waived if the applicant 
is a city department, agency, commission or other public instrumentality of the city or if the tree warden 
determines in writing that the proposed activity will benefit the health of the tree or the wellbeing of the public. 
 
 (g) Review of permit applications:  The tree warden shall review applications for tree permits in accordance 
with the provisions of this article and with any rules or regulations promulgated hereunder. The tree warden shall 
date stamp or otherwise record the date of filing of each application for a tree permit. The tree warden shall 
complete the review of each tree permit application no later than ten (10) business days after the submission of a 
completed application to the tree warden except in the case of a request to remove a public shade tree which shall 
be subject to the procedures set forth in G.L. Ch. 87.  
 
 (h) Conditions:  The tree warden may condition issuance of a tree permit upon such measures as he deems 
necessary to protect existing public trees or public shade trees.  Such conditions shall be in writing.  The tree 
warden shall make a determination that the prescribed protected measures have been adequately provided before 
site disturbance related to the permitted activity may begin.  
 
 (i) Construction: Except as provided in a tree permit, construction activities on city-owned property and public 
right of ways under the drip line of a public tree or public shade tree are prohibited. Prohibited construction 
activities include, but are not limited to, trenching or grading, storage of materials or equipment, passage of heavy 
equipment within the drip line and spillage of chemicals or other materials, which are damaging to trees. 
 
 (j) Suspension or revocation: The tree warden may suspend or revoke a tree permit at any time upon written 
notice to the permit holder that the permit holder has failed to comply with any provisions of this section, or with 
any rules or regulations promulgated hereunder, or with conditions of the permit. Written notice shall be sent by 
certified mail, return receipt requested, or by hand delivery and shall provide an opportunity for the permit holder 
to correct the noncompliance and apply for a renewal of the tree permit upon compliance, where practicable. The 
suspension or revocation of a tree permit in accordance with this subsection shall not affect the validity of a 
building permit issued in reliance upon the issuance of such tree permit nor shall such suspension or revocation be 
cause for withholding the issuance of a certificate of occupancy. 
 
 (k) Public Tree Removal:  The tree warden shall notify the urban tree commission upon receipt of an application 
to cut down or remove a public tree, and no public tree shall be removed pursuant to a permit until five (5) days 
after its issuance unless such removal of the tree(s) is necessary based on a determination by the tree warden that 
at least one of the following conditions are met: 
 

(1) The public tree is interfering with existing structure, utilities, streets, sidewalks or proposed necessary 
improvements, and there is no alternative to removal; 

 
(2) The public tree is dead, diseased, injured, in danger of falling, dangerously close to existing structures, is 

causing disruption of public utility service, is causing drainage or passage problems upon rights of way, 
or poses a threat to pedestrian or vehicular safety. 

 
(3) The removal of the public tree is necessary and desirable in order to enhance or benefit the health or 

condition of other trees on the same site as certified to the tree  warden by a certified arborist. 
 
 (l) Appeal:  Any person aggrieved by a decision of the tree warden may file an appeal with the mayor or his 
designee.  Said appeal must be in writing and must be received by the mayor or his designee within five (5) 
business days of issuance of the tree warden’s decision.  Upon receipt of such appeal, the mayor or his designee 
shall provide a copy to the clerk of the city council and to each councilor for the ward in which the trees are 
located.  The mayor or his designee shall make a final decision on the matter within thirty (30) days from the date 
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of receipt of the appeal request. The mayor or his designee shall include in the decision the rationale there for. 
Upon issuance of the final decision, the mayor or his designee shall provide a copy to the clerk of the city council 
and to each ward councilor for the ward in which the trees are located.  There shall be no further appeal of the 
matter decided by the mayor or his designee.  No public trees shall be removed while an appeal is pending. 
 
 (m)  Permit length:  Any permit issued by the tree warden shall be valid for sixty (60) days from issuance. 
Length may be extended by tree warden following written request by the applicant.  The tree warden may grant 
the extension for any length of time as he deems necessary and appropriate. 
 
 (n) Emergencies:  A public tree or public shade tree may be removed without first obtaining a written permit as 
otherwise required by this section only if the tree warden determines that the condition of the public tree or public 
shade tree is hazardous and immediately endangers the public health, safety or welfare or causes an immediate 
disruption of public services such that immediate removal is required.  If such determination is made, the tree 
warden may remove the tree or provide oral authorization for its removal, utilizing such professional criteria and 
technical assistance as he deems necessary.  The tree warden shall memorialize in writing each such oral 
authorization to remove a hazardous tree and keep a record of same.   
 
 (o) Waiver:  The requirements of this section may be waived by the tree warden during the period of an 
emergency such as a tornado, windstorm, flood or other act of God.  
 
 (p)  Tree replacement:  The tree warden may require that replacement of a removed public tree or public shade 
tree in the manner required in section 21-85 of these ordinances and in any rule or regulation or the tree warden  
 
 (q) Payment in lieu of planting replacement tree(s):  In lieu of planting a replacement tree as provided in section 
(p) above, a person who has been granted a tree permit may make a contribution to the tree replacement fund as 
established in section 21-86 in an amount equal to the cost to replace the tree in accordance with the provisions of 
section 21-85, which cost shall be determined by the tree warden who shall maintain on file the city’s current tree 
planting costs. 
 
 (r) Rules and regulations:  The tree warden is authorized to promulgate reasonable rules and regulations to 
implement administration and enforcement of this section 
 
 (s) Enforcement:  The commissioner of parks and recreation, in his capacity as tree warden, or such other 
municipal official as may hereafter be assigned the duties of tree warden, shall be authorized to enforce the 
provisions of this section.  The tree warden shall provide written notice to the offender of the specific violation 
and provide a reasonable time for compliance. Such notice shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested, 
or by hand delivery. Thereafter, the tree warden may impose the fines described in (t) below. 
 
 (t) Penalties:  Violations of any portion of this section, including violations of any regulation promulgated 
hereunder, or failure to comply with conditions of a permit, or failure to replace any removed tree as required by 
the tree warden, or failure to pay the required amount into the tree replacement fund shall be punishable by a fine 
of three hundred dollars ($300.00) for each day during which the violation continues. Nothing herein shall be 
construed to require the city to make a payment for violation of this section; however the city agency that caused 
the violation shall be responsible for the costs of replacement or repair of the tree(s) which were damaged or 
removed. 
 
 (u) Severability: The provisions of this article are severable. If any section, provision, or portion of this article is 
determined to be invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining provisions of this article shall 
continue to be valid. 
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 (v) Conflict of laws: Nothing herein is intended to conflict with the General Laws, Chapter 87 and to the extent 
that any provision hereof conflicts with said Chapter 87, such provision shall not be valid. Nothing herein is 
intended to conflict with existing special permit procedures as provided in section 30-24 and to the extent that any 
provision hereof conflicts with said special permit procedures, such provision shall not be valid.  Nothing herein 
is intended to conflict with any state law regulating public utilities and to the extent that any provision hereof 
conflicts with state law, such provision shall not be valid.  (Ord. No. Z-80, 02-22-11; Rev. Ord. 2007, § 20-72) 
 
Secs. 21-73. —21-79. Reserved. 
 

DIVISION 3. TREE PRESERVATION 
 
Sec. 21-80 Findings, intent, and purpose.  
 
 The city council has determined that many trees are being lost without replacement incident to demolition 

of existing buildings in order to construct new buildings and lot clearing in connection with the 
construction of new buildings on previously undeveloped land.  The city council has further determined 
that trees have been lost, severely damaged or disfigured through excessive or improper pruning or other 
than natural causes.  The result is a net loss of the tree population in the city.  The city council has further 
determined that the city has insufficient legal vehicles to assure that such development adequately 
preserves, protects and provides for replacement of trees.  

 
 The preservation of the private tree canopy and the planting of replacement trees is intended to enhance 

the quality of life and the environment of the city; to preserve the character of the wooded and natural 
areas; to reduce energy consumption; to protect air quality; to baffle noise; to preserve and enhance 
habitat for wildlife; to reduce topsoil erosion and storm water runoff; to protect and increase property 
values; and to enhance the overall appearance of the city.  (Ord. No. A-38, 05-05-14) 

 
Sec. 21-81. Definitions. 
 
 The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed to them in 
this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning: 
 
 Aggregate diameter: The combined diameter of a multiple trunk tree measured at breast height. 
 
 Building:  The term "building" shall be as defined in section 30-1. 
  
 Certified arborist: An arborist certified by the Massachusetts Arborists Association or International Society of 
Arboriculture, or any successor organization. 
 
 Diameter breast height (DBH): The diameter of the trunk of a tree 4½ feet above the existing grade at the base 
of the tree.  
 
 Drip line: A vertical line running through the outermost portion of the crown of a tree and extending to the 
ground.  
 
 Exempt lot:  A lot which meets all of the following criteria: 
 

(1) The lot is occupied and used primarily as a dwelling for up to four families at the time any protected 
tree(s) are removed. 

 



To: Public Facilities Committee 
 Finance Committee 
From: Alan Mandl 
Date: May 31, 2018 
Re: Recommendation Regarding Grant of Location Application Fees Where Multiple Locations are 

Covered Through One Application 
 

The Public Facilities Committee prepared a memo on the appropriate application fee for the 

review of a grant of location application to attach wireless communications facilities to an 

existing utility pole. It recommended an application fee of $500 per location (for 3 separate pole 

locations, the total application fee would be $1500). 

We are recommending that the application fee be adjusted to reflect some economies expected 

to occur in the case of “batch applications,” where a given wireless project encompasses a 

number of separate pole locations. The application may address a confined geographic space 

that needs several locations in order to improve coverage or assure adequate capacity, thereby 

avoiding poor reception and dropped calls. In some cases, there may be a run of locations along 

the public way that serve the same purposes. In these situations, economies can be realized 

where there is a common applicant using common wireless communications facilities which 

comply with grant of location Standards. Other jurisdictions have adopted this approach for 

batch applications. 

We recommend the following application fee structure: 

1 location- $   500 

2 locations-$   750 

3 locations- $1000 

5 locations- $1500 

6-10 locations- additional $200 per location ($2500 for 10 locations, the maximum 

recommended batch) 

An applicant may request an exception to the cap on batch applications. If an exception is 

granted, the fee for locations over 10 should be no less than $200 per location.         

 



Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

City of Newton, Massachusetts 
Office of the Mayor 

Telephone 
(617) 796-1100 

Fax 
(617) 796-1113 

TDD/TTY 
(617) 796-1089 

Email 
rfuller@newtonma.gov 

May 29, 2018 

Honorable City Council ,....., 
~ :;i;!~ Newton City Hall 00 i{ti 

1000 Commonwealth A venue :IC ;., ,., > i::i;~ 
Newton Centre, MA 02459 -< .::},'. 

Ladies and Gentlemen: ,J ; !i 
I write to request that your Honorable Council docket for consideration a request to m~~g:,ze ~ !f 
appropriation and expenditure of $150,000 from June 30, 2017 Certified Free Cash foitf~irs!l 129!f 
Centre Street (the former Health Department Building). The repairs, detailed in the attad~nent, will 
allow the City to move staff back into the building and keep it in good condition and monitored closely 
until a long-term plan for the building and property are determined. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

1000 Commonwealth Avenue Newton, Massachusetts 02459 

·www.newtonma.gov 

#355-18



Old Health Department, 1294 Centre Street building 5/17/2018

The Public Building Departments requests $150,000 for required repairs at the
Old Health Department, 1294 Centre Street building 

Funds Required

Roofing/gutters/downspouts/slate 14,250.00               
Masonry including chimney 16,283.00               
Waterproofing exterior 13,122.00               
Power wash Exterior/remove vines 6,078.00                 
Lift including GC markup & work 40,000.00               
Exterior Painting & Window Work 23,750.00               
Interior Repairs/painting/flooring  28,797.00               
5 % Contingency                                   7,720.00                 

150,000.00             

#355-18



Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

Honorable City Council 
Newton City Hall 

City of Newton, Massachusetts 
Office of the Mayor 

1000 Commonwealth A venue 
Newton Centre, MA 02459 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

t,;} 

Tekphone 
(617) 796-1100 . 

Fax 
(617) 796-1113 

TDD/TIY 
(617) 796-1089 

Email 
rfuller@newtonma.gov 

May 29, 2018 

;q~ ~ ~ 
~;11; ·c::~ r:9 

I write to request that your Honorable Council docket for consideration a request ti!firop~te sum 
of $338,000 and authorize a general obligation borrowing of an equal amount for the purpose of funding 
the Rehabilitation of the Forest Grove Pump Station. The project includes upgrades and improvements 
to the existing Forest Grove Pump Station to update essential components of the facility to maintain 
reliability of the station and improve safety and security of the facility. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

1000 Commonwealth Avenue Newton, Massachusetts 02459 

www.newtonma.gov 

#354-18



City of Newton 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 
1000 Commonwealth A venue 

Newton Centre, MA 02459-1449 

Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

May 22, 2018 

To: Maureen Lemieux, Chief Financial Officer 

From: 

Subject: 

Jim McGonagle, Commissioner of Public Works 

Docket Request for the authorization to Bond from the Storm Water Account 
For the Forest Grove Pump Station Rehabilitation Project 

I respectfully request a docket item be submitted for the authorization to bond $338,000 from the Storm 
Water Account for the Rehabilitation of the Forest Grove Pump Station. 

Forest Grove Pump Station is located in the northwest section of Newton between Wabasso Street in 
Newton and the cul de sac at the end of Forest Grove Road in Waltham, the pump station controls the 
water elevation in Flowed Meadow Conservation Area for mosquito abatement control measures. 

The project includes upgrades and improvements to the existing Forest Grove Pump Station to update 
essential components of the facility to maintain reliability of the station and improve safety and security 
of the facility. Rehabilitation of the facility includes structural upgrades and repairs to address damaged 
components as well as necessary upgrades to existing electrical, HV AC, and to the SCADA systems. 
Structural repairs and upgrades to the building will include: roof replacement, replacement of the 
deteriorated entry door and associated hardware, permanent closure of two window openings, and 
upgrading the existing wood plank flooring to aluminum grating. Incidental re-pointing of brickwork and 
repair of spalling concrete will also be performed. A new electrical service will be provided, along with a 
new meter and electrical panel. The facility will be provided with a new manual transfer switch and 
generator receptacle to accommodate a portable generator in the event of power failure. New interior and 
exterior lighting will be provided with a GFCI receptacle. Entry door security will be added to the 
facility. HV AC improvements including exhaust fans and louvers will be incorporated-and cabinet 
heaters will be added to equipment cabinets. Improvements to the pump controls will include a new level 
sensor and transmitter and the SCADA system will be modified to accommodate the facility upgrades. 
Site improvements will include repair and upgrade of the existing inlet channel grating and trash rack. 

Please let me know if you have questions or require additional information. 

Cc: Amy Hamel, DPW Chief of Staff 
Louis M. Taverna, City Engineer 
Jack Cowell DPW Business Manager 
Theodore J. Jerdee, Utilities Director 

Attachments: Budget Estimate Summary/Detail 
Forest Grove Pump Station Plans 

Telephone: 617-796-1009 • Fax: 617-796-1050 • jmcgonagle@newtonma.gov 

#354-18
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1.00 

LS
 

40,456.49 
40,456.49 

40,456 
·ro

ta
l G

ro
ss C

o
st 

115,86?.10 
36,401.02 

64,784.99 
14,090.01 

231,143 
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E
stim

ate D
etail-

N
ew

ton M
A

-
F

orest G
rove P

um
p S

tation U
pgrades 

D
e

ta
il-W

ith
 T

axes and Insurance 
G

roup 1: B
ia packages 

G
roup 2: M

asterF
orm

at 2012 
E

stim
~

tor : JB
rockington 

P
roject S

ize : 0 S
Q

F
T

 

D
escrip

tio
n

 
Q

u
an

tity U
M

 
L

ab
o

r 
M

aterial 
S

u
b

co
n

tract 
C

o
n

s. E
g

p
. 

P
ro

c. E
g

p
. 

U
n

it C
ost 

T
o

tal C
o

st 

G
en

eral C
o

n
stru

ctio
n

 
G

en
eral req

u
irem

en
ts 

M
obilize/D

em
obilize 

1.00 
LS

 
6,316.05 

410.88 
2,350.00 

9,076.93 
9,077 

P
roject M

a
n

a
g

e
r 

4,80 
\J\IE

E
K

 
18,144.00 

3,780.00 
18,1_44 _ 

P
roject S

uperintendent 
12.00 

W
E

E
K

 
42,120.00 

3,510.00 
42,120 

G
eneral Laborer 

10.00 
W

E
E

K
 

14,256.00 
1,425.60 

14,256 
P

erm
it (A

llow
ance) 

1.00 
LS

 
5,000.00 

5,000.00 
5,000 

P
urchase draw

ings 
1.00 

LS
 

500.00 
500.00 

500 
T

ravel expenses 
12.00 

W
E

E
K

 
1,605.00 

133.75 
1,605 

Inform
ation system

s 
3.00 

M
O

 
2,086.50 

695.50 
2,087 

P
rogress photographs 

3.00 
M

O
 

402.00 
134.00 

402 
Laboratory testing (A

llow
ance) 

1.00 
LS

 
5,000.00 

5,000.00 
5,000 

T
em

porary w
iring 

3.00 
M

O
 

774.00 
258.00 

774 
Job telephone 

3.00 
M

O
 

1,123.50 
374.50 

1,124 
E

lectrical energy costs 
3.00 

M
O

 
1,444.50 

481.50 
1,445 

W
a

te
r usage costs 

3.00 
M

O
 

321.00 
267.00 

196.00 
588 

T
em

porary fire protection 
_ 

3.00 
M

O
 

618.00 
206.00 

618 
O

ffice trailer 
3.oo·· M

o
 

1,444.50 
481.50 

1,445 
S

tora-ge trailer(s) 
3.00 

M
O

 
401.25 

133.75 
401 

T
em

porary toilets 
3.00 

M
O

 
1,091.40 

363.80 
1,091 

W
ater, ice and cups 

3.00 
M

O
 

457.43 
152.48 

457 
fiiS

t aid suppli~
s 

3:oo 
·M

o
 

160.50 
53.50 

161 
S

afety supplies 
3.00 

M
O

 
488.72 

162.91 
489 

O
ffice supplies 

3.00 
M

O
 

268.04 
89.35 

268 
S

m
all tools 

3.00 
M

O
 

520.00 
173.33 

520 
G

asoline and lubricating oil 
680.00 

G
A

LS
 

2,546.60 
3.75 

2,547 
A

utom
obile 

1.00 
M

O
 

620.00 
620.00 

620 
P

ick-up truck 
3.00 

M
O

 
2,740.00 

913.33 
2,740 

W
eather protection 

1.00 
LS

 
1,500.00 

1,500.00 
1,500 

Job sign 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
371.25 

535.00 
906.25 

906 
R

ubbish rem
oval 

180.00 
C

U
Y

D
 

2,947.50 
16.38 

2,948 
** T

o
tal G

en
eral req

u
irem

en
ts 

81,207.30 
19,884.81 

11,508.50 
6,230.00 

118,831 

-
S

elective stru
ctu

re d
em

o
litio

n
 

Install erosion control 
1.00 

LS
U

M
 

526.34 
34.24 

200.00 
760.58 

761 
D

em
o door and fram

e 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
330.18 

8.56 
50.00 

388.74 
389 

D
em

o steel trash grate 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
880.49 

22.83 
75.00 

978.32 
978 

D
em

o w
ood plank floor 

65.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

1,716.96 
44.51 

150.00 
29.41 

1,911 
D

e/no w
indow

 ()penings 
2.00 

E
A

C
H

 
1,320.74 

34.24 
100.00 

727.49 
1,45§ 

D
em

o steel I-beam
 __ 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

660.37 
17.12 

50.00 
727.49 

727 
R

em
ove vegetation 

1.00 
LS

U
M

 
528.29 

13.70 
40.00 

581.99 
582 

R
em

ove brush and debris 
1.00 

LS
U

M
 

754.71 
19.57 

60.00 
834.27 

834 
. ** T

o
tal S

elective stru
ctu

re d
em

o
litio

n
 

6,718.07 
194.76 

725.00 
7,638 

, H
az~rd

o
u

s w
aste reco

very 
H

azM
at A

batem
ent (A

llow
ance) 

1.00 
LS

U
M

 
10,000.00 

10,000.00 
10,000 

** T
o

tal H
azard

o
u

s w
aste reco

very 
10,000.00 

10,000 

C
o

n
crete fin

ish
in

g
 

C
oncrete spall repairs 

24.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

1,021.60 
21.28 

150.00 
49.70 

1,193 
** T

o
tal C

o
n

crete fin
ish

in
g

 
1,021.60 

21.28 
150.00 

1,193 
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E
stim

ate D
etail-

N
ew

ton M
A

-
F

orest G
rove P

um
p S

tation U
pgrades 

D
etail -W

ith
 T

axes and Insurance 
G

ro
u

p
 1: B

id p
a

cka
g

e
s 

G
ro

u
p

 2: M
a

ste
rF

o
rm

a
t 2

0
1

2
 

E
stim

ator : JB
ro

ckin
g

to
n

 
P

roject S
ize : 0 S

Q
F

T
 

D
escrip

tio
n

 
Q

u
an

tity U
M

 
L

ab
o

r 
M

aterial 
S

u
b

co
n

tract 
C

o
n

s. E
g

p
. 

P
ro

c. E
g

p
. 

U
n

it C
o

$t 
T

o
tal C

o
s

t 

S
tru

ctu
ral alu

m
in

u
m

 fram
in

g
 

A
lum

im
1m

 angles, 4x3x3/8 
15.00 

L
N

F
T

 
663.25 

424.39 
100.00 

79.18 
1,188 

A
lum

inum
 beam

s, 18 x 6.18 
17.00 

L
N

F
T

 
1,353.03 

901.70 
150.00 

141.45 
2,405 

** T
o

tal S
tru

ctu
ral alu

m
in

u
m

 fram
in

g
 

2,016.29 
1,326.09 

250.00 
3,592 

M
etal fab

ricatio
n

s 
A

lum
inum

 T
rash G

ri3te 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
1,989.76 

2,798.54 
800.00 

5,588.30 
5,588 

** T
o

tal M
etal fab

ricatio
n

s 
1,989.76 

2,798.54 
800.00 

5,588 

G
ratin

g
 

A
lum

.inum
 bar grating, 1-1/211 

65.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

V
2

4
.4

6
 

2,459.82 
100.00 

65.91 
4,284 

u 
T

o
tal G

ratin
g

 
1,724.46 

2,459.82 
100.00 

4,284 

H
o

llo
w

 m
etal d

o
o

rs an
d

 fram
es 

H
ollow

 m
etal doors 

1-3/4'' 16 ga, C
Jabel 

3070 D
oor 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

90.28 
458.06 

548.34 
548 

14 gauge hollow
 m

etal 
**** 

3070 
F

ram
e 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

22:5_59 
22.21 

247.90 
248 

"* T
o

tal H
o

llo
w

 m
etal d

o
o

rs an
d

 fram
es 

315.97 
480.27 

796 

D
o

o
r h

ard
w

are 
5"x5" full m

ortise hinge 
3.00 

E
ach 

135.41 
100.02 

78.48 
235 

K
eyed cylindrical lo

ckse
t 

1.00 
E

ach 
63.35 

69.90 
133.26 

133 
A

rm
ored kickplate 

1.00 
E

ach 
38.42 

21.51 
59.92 

6
0

 
H

older and b
u

m
p

e
r d

o
o

rsto
p

 
1.00 

E
ach 

18.06 
30.11 

48.17 
48 

S
urface m

ounted clo
se

ra
n

9
 hold open 

1.00 
E

ach 
95.03 

136.58 
231.61 

232 
M

ortise lock exit device 
1.00 

E
ach 

112.84 
408.67 

521.52 
522 

A
lur:ninum

 threshoid / 
single door 

1.00 
E

ach 
48.15 

133.75 
181.90 

182 
W

eatherstrippirig /single_ d
o

o
r 

1.00 
E

ach 
190.05 

107.00 
297.05 

297 
** T

o
tal D

o
o

r h
ard

w
are 

701.31 
1,007.55 

1,709 

In
terio

r p
ain

tin
g

 
P

aint exterior d
o

o
r 

2.00 
S

ID
E

 
163.35 

68.26 
115.80 

232 
P

aint exterior d
o

o
r fram

e 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
85.56 

23.44 
109:00 

109 
** T

o
tal In

terio
r p

ain
tin

g
 

248.91 
91.70 

341 

S
teel co

atin
g

s 
P

aint m
etal finishes 

5.00 
S

Q
S

 
2,246.00 

604.64 
500.00 

670.13 
3,351 

** T
o

tal S
teel co

atin
g

s 
2,246.00 

604.64 
500.00 

3,351 
.,. T

o
tal G

en
eral C

o
n

stru
ctio

n
 

1.00 
LS

 
98,189.65 

28,869.46 
21,508.50 

8,755.00 
157,322.61 

157,323 
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E
stim

ate D
etail-

N
ew

ton M
A

-
F

orest G
rove P

um
p S

tation U
pgrades 

D
etail -

W
ith T

axes and Insurance 
----G

-ro
u

p
-1

: B
id packages 

G
roup 2: M

asterF
orm

at 2012 
E

stim
ator : JB

rockington 
P

roject S
ize : 0 S

Q
F

T
 

D
escrip

tio
n

 
Q

u
an

tity U
M

 
L

ab
o

r 
M

aterial 
S

u
b

co
n

tract 
C

o
n

s. E
g

p
. 

P
ro

c. E
g

p
. 

U
n

it C
o

s
t 

T
o

tal C
o

s
t 

M
aso

n
ry 

M
aso

n
ry 

M
ason's scaffolding 

2.00 
E

A
C

H
 

3,500.00 
1,750.00 

3,500 
M

asonry G
C

's (5%
) 

1.00 
LS

U
M

 
625.00 

625.00 
625 

M
asonry O

H
&

P
 (15%

) 
1

.0
0

-
L.S

U
M

 
1,970.00 

1,970.00 
1,970 

M
asonry B

ond (1.5%
) 

1.00 
LS

U
M

 
225.00 

225.00 
225 

** T
o

tal M
aso

n
ry 

2,820;00 
3,500.00 

6,320 

M
aso

n
ry clean

in
g

 an
d

 resto
ratio

n
 

C
lean face brick 

20.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

108.73 
5.44 

109 
B

rick and concrete cleanir1g 
380.00 

S
Q

fT
 

2,066.00 
75.00 

5.63 
2,141 

** T
o

tal M
aso

n
ry clean

in
g

 an
d

 resto
ratio

n
 

2
,H

4
.7

3
 

75.00 
2,250 

M
o

rtar an
d

 accesso
ries 

B
rick m

asonry repointing 
20.00 

LN
F

T
 

3,624.56 
13.34 

60.00 
184.89 

3,698 
** T

o
tal M

o
rtar an

d
 accesso

ries 
3,624.56 

13.34 
60.00 

3,698 

M
o

rtar 
M

o
rta

r 
1.00 

C
U

Y
D

 
99.76 

78.90 
50.00 

228.66 
229 

A
dd for color m

ortar 
1.00 

C
U

Y
D

 
138.25 

138.25 
138 

** T
o

tal M
o

rtar 
99.76 

217.15 
50.00 

367 

B
ricks 

S
tandard size face brick 

552.00 
P

C
S

 
1,03i4.88 

360.29 
250.01 

2.98 
1,645 

A
dd for stacked bond 

20.00-
S

Q
F

T
 

217.47 
10.87 

217 
A

dd for concave joint 
20.00 _-S

Q
F

T
 

120.82 
6

.0
.f 

121 
** T

o
tal B

ricks 
1,373.17 

360.29 
250.01 

1,983 

C
o

ld
 flu

id
 ap

p
lied

 w
aterp

ro
o

fin
g

 
M

asonry sealing 
380.00 

S
Q

F
T

 
1,230.01 

270.39 
75.00 

4.15 
1,575 

** T
o

tal C
o

ld
 flu

id
 ap

p
lied

 w
aterp

ro
o

fin
g

 
1,230.01 

270.39 
75.00 

1,575 
* T

o
tal M

aso
n

ry 
1.00 

LS
 

8,502.23 
861.16 

2,820.00 
4,010.02 

16,193.41 
16,193 
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E
stim

ate D
etail-

N
ew

ton M
A

-
F

orest G
rove P

um
p S

tation U
pgrades 

D
etaiF

W
-i1h T

axes and Insurance 
G

roup 1: B
id packages 

G
roup 2: M

asterF
orm

at 2012 
E

stim
ator : JB

rockington 
P

roject S
ize : 0 S

Q
F

T
 

D
escrip

tio
n

 
Q

u
an

tity 
U

M
 

L
ab

o
r 

M
aterial 

S
u

b
co

n
tract 

C
o

n
s. E

g
p

. 
P

ro
c. E

g
p

. 
U

n
it C

o
s

t 
T

o
tal C

o
st 

R
o

o
fin

g
 an

d
 F

lash
in

g
 

S
elective stru

ctu
re d

em
o

litio
n

 
D

em
o asphalt and gravel roof 

90.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

1,432.36 
10.28 

150.00 
17.70 

1,593 
R

em
ove ro

o
f ha!c~

 __ _ 
_ 

_ _ __ 
__ 

_ 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
397.88 

2.85 
50.00 

450.73 
451 

** T
o

tal S
elective stru

ctu
re d

em
o

litio
n

 
1,830.23 

13.13 
200.00 

2,043 

R
o

o
f b

lo
ckin

g
 

R
oof curb 2x6 P

T
 for access hatch 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

477.45 
113.85 

75.00 
666.30 

666 
P

erim
eter 2x6 P

T
 r9of blocking 

48.00 
B

D
F

T
 

1,413.88 
46.27 

30.42 
1,460 

** T
o

tal R
o

o
f b

lo
ckin

g
 

1,891.33 
160.12 

75.00 
2,126 

B
o

ard
 in

su
latio

n
 

3" polyisocyanurate insulation 
102.00 

S
Q

F
T

 
143.23 

269.51 
50.00 

4.54 
463 

** T
o

tal B
o

ard
 in

su
latio

n
 

143.23 
269.51 

50.00 
463 

M
em

b
ran

e ro
o

fin
g

 
* R

o
o

f a
re

a
* 

102.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

M
ineral fiberglass roof coverboard 

102.00 
S

Q
F

T
 

324.69 
179.13 

50.00 
5.43 

554 
** M

em
brane ro

o
f area ** 

1.02 _ S
Q

S
 

** T
o

tal M
em

b
ran

e ro
o

fin
g

 
324.69 

179.13 
50.00 

554 

E
th

ylen
e p

ro
p

ylen
e d

ien
e m

o
n

o
m

er ro
o

fin
g

 
F

abric reinforced E
P

D
M

 
1.02 

S
Q

S
 

974.00 
695.44 

250.00 
1,881.81 

1,919 
R

oofing G
C

's (5%
) 

1.00 
LS

U
M

 
550.00 

550.00 
550 

_ R
oofing O

H
&

P
 (15%

) 
1.00 

LS
U

M
 

1,750.00 
1

l5
0

.o
o

 
1

}5
0

 
R

oofing B
ond (1:5%

) 
1.00 

LS
U

M
 

200.00 
200.00 

200 
** T

o
tal E

th
ylen

e p
ro

p
ylen

e d
ien

e m
o

n
o

m
er ro 

974.00 
3,195.44 

250.00 
4,419 

F
lash

in
g

 a
n

d
 trim

 
.02.0 aium

inum
 sheetm

etal 
80.00 

S
Q

F
T

 
931.62 

79.55 
50.00 

13.26 
1,061 

** T
o

tal F
lash

in
g

 an
d

 trim
 

931.62 
79.55 

50.00 
1,061 

I H
atch

es 
R

oof hatch, 4' x 4' alum
inum

 
1.00 

E
A

C
H

 
1,591.51 

1,375.66 
300.00 

3,267.17 
3,267 

** T
o

tal H
atch

es 
1,591.51 

1,375.66 
300.00 

3,267 
"' TotaJ R

o
o

fin
g

 an
d

 F
lash

in
g

 
1.00 

LS
 

7,636.61 
5,272.54 

975.00 
13;934.15 

13,934 
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E
stim

ate D
etail-

N
ew

ton M
A

-
F

orest G
rove P

um
p S

tation U
pgrades 

D
e

fa
il-W

ith
 Taxes and Insurance 

E
stim

ator : JB
rockington 

P
roject S

ize
: 0 S

Q
F

T
 

D
escrip_tion 

H
V

A
C

 
F

an
s 

T
herm

ostat 
E

xhaust F
a

n
,E

f:J
, 10_Q

_C
frvl 

** T
o

tal F
an

s 

D
iffu

sers, reg
isters an

d
 g

rilles 
Louver, L-1, 18" x 18" 

** T
o

tal D
iffu

sers, reg
isters an

d
 g

rilles 
* T

o
tal H

V
A

C
 

Q
u

an
tity U

M
 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 __ 

1.00 
E

A
C

H
 

1.00 
LS

 \_" 

... \230354 N
ew

ton M
A

 F
orest G

rove P
um

p S
tation U

pgrades R
E

V
1 .est 

L
ab

o
r 

M
aterial 

S
u

b
co

n
tract 

C
o

n
s. E

9.2. 

108.44 
186.69 

985.83 
802.50 

250.00 
1,094.27 

989.19 
250.00 

394.33 
408.66 

100.00 
394.33 

408.66 
100.00 
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Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

Honorable City Council 
Newton City Hall 

City of Newton, Massachusetts 
Office of the Mayor 

1000 Commonwealth A venue 
Newton Centre, MA 02459 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Telephone 
(617) 796-1100 . 

Fax 
(617) 796-1113 

TDD/TTY 
(617) 796-1089 

Email 
rfuller@newtonma.gov 

fy{(jly 2~2018 

1~; i 
ffU, -< 

'1ii) 
C) 

~ --.... 

I write to request that your Honorable Council docket for consideration a request to transfer the sum of 
$150,000 from Acct# 0110498-5790 FY18 Current Year Budget Reserve for the purpose funding the 
repair/replacement of Streetlights, that have been out of service for many years due to underground 
problems. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, · 

Ruthanne Fuller 
Mayor 

1000 Commonwealth Avenue Newton, Massachusetts 02459 
www.newtonma.gov 
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