
From: Jop, Meghan
To: Downey, Brad
Subject: FW: 592 Washington Concerns
Date: Tuesday, February 3, 2026 10:02:54 AM

Comments from a resident regarding 592.
 
Meghan C. Jop
Executive Director
Town of Wellesley
mjop@wellesleyma.gov
www.wellesleyma.gov
781.431.1019 x 2200
 
Sign up for The W!
Subscribe to The W, a new digital Town newsletter providing updates on projects, policies, and
community initiatives to keep Wellesley residents & businesses in the knoW.
 
Please be advised the Secretary of State has determined that email is a public record.
 
From: Liz Fahey  
Sent: Sunday, February 1, 2026 11:10 PM
To: Jop, Meghan <mjop@wellesleyma.gov>
Cc: Colette Aufranc <caufranc@wellesleyma.gov>
Subject: Re: 592 Washington Concerns
 

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL :  This message originated outside of the TOWN OF WELLESLEY mail
system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless you are sure the content is safe.]

Hi Meghan,
 
Thank you so much for your prompt and helpful
response. I'd be happy for you to share my email (typos
and all) with the Planning Board or anyone else
working on this project.  
 
The beeping solution feels distressing. I am certain for
anyone living nearby this will be very annoying. If the
little driveway in front of Will's condo at 53 Grove Street
is any indication, cars turn in and out of there and use it
as a way to make a u-turn so they can find parking ALL
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the time.  While it's annoying, I can't imagine having
beepers going off day and night too.  I guess why should
all the residents be burdened so Dean can get 25%
more?  I know I have no clue about this, but I can't help
but feel he should be forced to create a way for the
traffic to go in and out and if that means using the 25%
he wants to go over to make a circular drive, that feels
fair.  Why should his desire to go beyond the capacity
(and make more money) be a penalty for everyone
else?  
 
For the retaining wall and the "controlled construction"
who hires the structural engineer or architect? Dean or
the Town of Wellesley? Does this mean the town keeps
on this and monitors?  Again, I have had no personal
experience with Dean, but that letter David and many
stories I've heard leave me with little confidence or trust
that who he hires would be honest or ethical.  I've shared
your helpful feedback with others at Belclare and I do
think we likely will need to retain an attorney and
perhaps engineer of our own.  
 
While I now realize the town can not deny development
based on a contractor, does the town need to approve
an exception for 25% more based on his history?  I
guess why "reward" someone who has already
manipulated the system many times.  I'm not
suggesting the project gets denied, but the 25% more is
creating the traffic flow/safety problems.  The loading
zone space is helpful, receiving confirmation on this
would be helpful.  I'm just really struggling thinking about



the reality of 44 vehicles on top of Amazon, grocery
delivery, a resident who may use the Catch Connect, the
landscapers, etc.. turn around and get out once they pull
in.  
 
I'm going to put my voice out there and then back down
and trust the process.  I trust you, I trust the town will do
the right thing and just wanted to get my comments out
there and so appreciate you listening....
 
Go Patriots!  Hope to see you around soon.
 
Best,
Liz Fahey
 
 
 
On Fri, Jan 30, 2026 at 11:26 AM Jop, Meghan <mjop@wellesleyma.gov> wrote:

Liz,
Thanks for reaching out. If you would like, I can share your concerns with the
Planning Board who are the permit granting authority on the PSI portion of the
project. For the driveway- they will delineate the crosswalk and have a beeping
sound if someone is coming out of the parking lot/driveway at 592 Washington. This
was newly raised to and agreed to by the Planning Board at their last meeting. The
retaining wall will be required to be constructed under what is deemed "controlled
construction" and it will necessitate a structural engineer or architect to remain on
site during the installation to verify construction according to plan. This certainly
does not alleviate your concerns, but it is the maximum requirement for oversight
allowed in the building code. The Town cannot deny development based on the
owner/contractor. For the deliveries etc., Dean actually reached out to see if Traffic
Committee would recommend to the SB making a parking space a loading zone for
a period of time - which would resolve some of the conflicts/concerns raised at the
Select Board meeting. I am happy to walk through the plans any time!

Meghan C. Jop
Executive Director
Town of Wellesley
mjop@wellesleyma.gov
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www.wellesleyma.gov
781.431.1019 x 2200

Sign up for The W!
Subscribe to The W, a new digital Town newsletter providing updates on projects,
policies, and community initiatives to keep Wellesley residents & businesses in the
knoW.

Please be advised the Secretary of State has determined that email is a public
record.

-----Original Message-----
From: LIz Fahey < > 
Sent: Thursday, January 29, 2026 11:02 PM
To: Colette Aufranc <caufranc@wellesleyma.gov>; Jop, Meghan
<mjop@wellesleyma.gov>
Subject: 592 Washington Concerns

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL :  This message originated outside of the TOWN OF
WELLESLEY mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless
you are sure the content is safe.]

Hello Colette and Meghan!

Hope you are both doing well. I’m embarrassed I’ve not reached out sooner tothank
you once again for your willingness to make the accessible train a reality. Will was
elated to ride in and back to work and even shared those trips with a co-worker. We
are forever grateful to both of you.

I am late learning about 592 Washington and am reaching out as I’m very worried
about how this may impact Will’s safety. I have 2 key concerns:

1. the integrity of retaining wall right behind Will’s 1st floor bedroom window. Will
sleeps no more than a few feet from this wall. If that were to ever crumple or flood it
could be catastrophic.

2. His safety wheeling around in front of 580 Washington (his friend Natalie lives at
594 and sometimes he rolls over there on his chair). Based on the plans in now
seeing I’d probably have to restrict Will’s access to the front of 580 for his safety.
WIth a busy driveway that has no crosswalk or  lights and will undoubtedly have
trucks and vehicles backing up based on the current width and no turn around this
feels very scary.

I’d welcome the chance to speak with either or both of you if you can make the
time. I realize there is a lot I don’t know about this project and am sorry I’ve missed
these initial meetings.

In all honestly, I felt like this was inevitable and people have the right to develop
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properties. I also figured while that large underground excavation would be loud
and annoying, the team building it would be qualified and vetted by the town. When
I heard the developer was Dean Behrend my feelings quickly changed. I’ve lived in
Wellesley for 30 years and have never once heard anything good about that man’s
business practices. While I have never met him or been impacted I have literally
heard story after story from many different sources of shady, deceptive and awful
quality. Then I read the email from David Himmelberger and my heart sank and I’m
truly scared.

I trust both of you, a lot. I’m praying the town is paying very careful attention here.

I hope you are both OK with me reaching out. I’ll t try to get more involved. Will is
actually now on the Board at Belclare. When Haley moved the seat was open for a
Grove Street resident and he ran and won.

Stay safe in the next storm and thank you for reading my message.

Warm regards,

Liz Fahey



From: Maura Howley
To: Planning Department
Cc: Anne Jackowitz; JOANNE MCKENNA
Subject: Jan 12 Meeting Agenda #5 (592 Washington Street)
Date: Sunday, January 11, 2026 11:21:24 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL :  This message originated outside of the TOWN OF WELLESLEY mail system. DO NOT
CLICK on links or open attachments unless you are sure the content is safe.]

Dear Members of the Planning Board,

Thank you for the thorough communication and detailed information you have shared regarding the proposed
development at 592 Washington Street. The Trustees of the 594 Washington Condominium Association
respectfully request the opportunity to read the following letter at tomorrow’s meeting on January 12 during
the discussion regarding the development being planned at 592 Washington.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Trustees of 594 Washington Condominium Association

594 Washington Street
Wellesley, MA

January 11, 2026

Wellesley Planning Board
525 Washington Street
Wellesley, MA

Dear Members of the Planning Board,

We are writing on behalf of the Trustees of the 594 Washington Condominium Association regarding the
proposed development being discussed at 592 Washington Street.

Our Association consists of two historic buildings located at 594 Washington Street, constructed in 1869.
Last week during the Design Review Board meeting, our property was referred to as “just a parking lot," so
we wanted to properly introduce ourselves. We are a well-established residential community of nine
individually owned, owner-occupied units. Many of our residents have lived here for more than thirty years
and have deep roots in both the neighborhood and the Town of Wellesley.

The property includes two buildings, a brick courtyard, and an expansive front and side lawn that contribute
meaningfully to the character of the streetscape and surrounding area. We value our neighborhood and greatly
appreciate the proximity to the town center. While we welcome thoughtful new development and understand
the need for growth, we are concerned that the current proposal appears to maximize the use of every inch of
the lot, with limited consideration for the impact on adjacent properties and the need for green space.

We respectfully request that the developer be required to give special attention to landscaping, lighting, and
building placement to ensure that the space between properties is appropriately scaled and provides adequate
privacy, buffering, and respect for existing residents. These elements are critical to maintaining the livability
and character of the area for all parties involved.

Additionally, we ask that the Planning Board take into consideration the historic nature of our buildings when
evaluating the proposed development. Construction adjacent to structures of this age carries inherent risk, and
we believe it is essential that appropriate safeguards be put in place. To that end, we respectfully request that
an insurance walk-through and comprehensive condition documentation of our buildings be completed prior

mailto:mohowley@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5470cfe4ad30458999f5b50d99f912e6-planning_de
mailto:annejackowitz3@gmail.com
mailto:jhelenmac@aol.com
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
https://www.google.com/maps/search/594+Washington+Street+Wellesley,+MA?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/594+Washington+Street+Wellesley,+MA?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/525+Washington+Street?entry=gmail&source=g


to the start of construction. This will help ensure that any damage resulting from construction activities can be
properly identified, documented, and addressed.

Thank you for your time and consideration. We appreciate the Planning Board’s thoughtful approach to
development in Wellesley and welcome continued dialogue as this process moves forward.

Sincerely,
The Trustees
594 Washington Condominium Association



From: S Howlett
To: Planning Department
Subject: Abutter letter for 592 Washington Street meeting 1/12/26
Date: Monday, January 12, 2026 1:13:24 AM

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL :  This message originated outside of the TOWN OF WELLESLEY mail
system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless you are sure the content is safe.]

To the Planning Committee:
Can you please share the below letter and attachments with the Planning Board and Design
Review Committee prior to the 1/12/26 meeting.
Thank you - 
Sally Howett

To the Planning Board and Design Review Committee:

Regarding the proposed plans for 592 Washington Street:

I live at  directly to the north of 592 Washington Street. Our
community includes the building at  and
the 2 buildings on the eastern edge of the property that front Grove Street ("Grove
Street Buildings"). I appreciate that the developer Mr. Behrend, per his November 24,
2025 letter to the Planning Board, is attempting to have his large addition "fit
seamlessly within the surrounding neighborhood" and is prioritizing "respectful
integration with abutting properties". Utilizing the existing building on the west side of
the property demonstrates an intent to "fit". However, requesting to exceed our zoning
code density requirements by 25% places an undue burden on neighbors.
Additionally while Mr. Behrend suggests the property will be landscaped to provide a
"privacy buffer" and be "well-screened", the landscape plans appear to be inadequate
in certain areas in this regard.

25% more Density places a Burden on Neighbors at 580 Washington and Grove
Street Buildings as well as the Wellesley community

- 25% more cars dangerously crossing an already
busy pedestrian sidewalk used by many owners in our community, neighbors, and
patrons of local businesses 
- 25% reduction in privacy from the additional windows directly facing neighboring
buildings 
- 25% more square footage creating more shadows for neighbors on lower floors
- 25% more noise from large roof deck on 2nd floor rooftop for neighbors
- 25% more noise from AC units on 3rd floor rooftop for neighbors
- 25% more noise and vibrations from cars and trash collection for neighbors
- 25% more noise from outside patios and balconies for neighbors
- 25% more headlights shining into Smith & Wollensky restaurant in the evenings
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The Planning Board and Design Review Committee should require the developer to
follow the existing zoning code density requirements.

Inadequate Landscape Screening

(A) More Screening needed along Northern fence/property line
- the landscape plan shows a lawn above the garage entrance with no screening
along the northern fence line - the grass runs directly into the fence
- the plan reflects the removal of multiple existing 40'+ trees along the existing fence
line that currently provide privacy, shade, and screening for 580 Washington and the
Grove Street Buildings
- there are only 2 trees in the plans for the entire northern fence line farther to the
east - a dogwood (a small tree, under 15') and an "AB" tree (species not identified on
the plans, height unknown)
- Mr. Behrend in his letter assures the Planning Board that there is "landscaping" and
a "privacy buffer" and the property will be "well-screened", this does not appear to be
the case along the northern property line
- see attached landscape plan and the additional plantings requested to increase
privacy and assist with noise reduction
- can Mr. Behrend add 8 Green Giant Arborvitae 8-10' along the fence in the lawn
area to provide screening for 580 Washington?
- can Mr. Behrend plant 3 large Oak or Maple trees with a 4-5" or larger caliper to
provide screening for 580 Washington and the Grove Street Buildings? 2 would be in
the lawn area and the third would replace the "AB" tree
- can Mr. Behrend replace the 8 rhododendrons with either junipers (ES) or arborvitae
(DA or GG) to provide screening for the Grove Street Buildings?

(B) Large Beech tree by driveway - removed? replaced?
- the existing large Beech tree by the driveway provides shade and privacy for 580
Washington 
- the root flare of the existing large Beech tree extends into the the current driveway
(see photos and landscape plan)
- the renderings show an excavated driveway and a retaining wall around 4' tall in the
spot where the root flare of the existing Beech tree is located which suggests the tree
is going to be removed (see photos)
- the renderings and landscape plan appear to show a different large
tree approximately 6-8' from the location of the current Beech tree
- can Mr. Behrend explain whether the current Beech tree is to remain? if the tree is
to remain, how will it survive the removal of a significant portion of the root flare as
well as the removal of 50% of its roots (most of which are likely less than 12" deep)
that currently extend under the existing asphalt drive?
- with the current plan and renderings, if the tree remained and had 50% of the roots
removed plus a portion of root flare, could it become unstable, esp in wind and ice
storms, and be a risk to both buildings and human life?
- if Mr. Behrend intends to remove the Beech tree, what multiple mature replacement
large caliper trees will he be required to plant in this area to replace the
"privacy buffer" and ensure that the property is "well-screened"? large caliper mature



Oaks and Maples? 
- the Beech tree is along a public road and also given its size may be a protected tree
and as such the Town of Wellesley should take steps to either protect its existence
and health or ensure that, if it must be removed for safety reasons, adequate
multiple replacement trees are planted that are of a significant size

Respectfully submitted,
Sally Howlett

Wellesley, MA 02482



 



 



 



 



 

 



























































































 

February 4, 2026 

 

Dear Members of the Wellesley Select Board, 

We are writing to share concerns regarding the proposed development at 592 Washington 

Street and to respectfully request that this feedback be incorporated into the letter the Select 

Board is issuing to the Planning Board, as well as into future reviews of this project. 

At the outset, we want to be clear that we are not opposed to new housing in Wellesley or within 

this neighborhood. Our request is simply that the Town boards with authority fully represent the 

interests of existing residents and the surrounding neighborhood so that this project works 

safely and responsibly for both new and current members of the community. 

Traffic Impact Analysis and Public Safety 

We believe that the November 2025 Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by Vanasse, as 

amended by the January 14, 2026 Tighe & Bond letter, the January 20, 2026 Vanasse letter, 

and the January 23, 2026 Tighe & Bond letter, does NOT provide sufficient evidence that traffic, 

pedestrian, and bicycle conditions associated with the 592 Washington Street project meet the 

Town’s PSI standards. 

While the November 2025 TIA thoroughly addresses resident-generated vehicle trips, it fails to 

meaningfully analyze the significant and unavoidable impacts from service, delivery, and 

emergency vehicles. The study includes no projections for these trips, despite the scale and 

density of the proposed development. Based on lived experience at 594 Washington Street—

with only nine residential units individually occupied — ten service or delivery vehicle trips per 

day is a conservative estimate. These include USPS, UPS, FedEx, Amazon, DoorDash, grocery 

delivery, trash removal, Comcast, Verizon, electricians, plumbers, cleaners, movers, property 

managers, and Town service vehicles, many of which are large trucks with varying safety 

features. None of these vehicles can be accommodated within the proposed underground 

garage or via non-existent onsite above-ground parking. 

The TIA also fails to account for increased traffic generated by nearby commercial uses, 

including the expansion of Fiorella’s indoor dining footprint, which will further increase traffic and 

parking demand in an already constrained area. 

Critically, the TIA provides no discussion of the traffic and pedestrian safety risks created by 

frequent service and emergency vehicle activity accessing the site. Aside from the driveway and 

sidewalk leading to the underground garage, there is no space within the 592 development for 

these vehicles. Instead, the developer relies on proposed improvements associated with the 

Wellesley Square Improvement Project and neighbor egress. This reliance is deeply concerning 



given that the five-way intersection at Washington/Grove/Central already has a crash rate 

higher than the state average, and the Washington/Weston intersection to the south also has a 

high crash impact. 

Driveway, Parking, Guest Spaces, and Turnaround 

At the January 26, 2026 Planning Board meeting, the developer agreed to increase parking to 

41 spaces, including four guest spaces, as a condition of granting the special permit for 

increased density. These spaces were shown on a plan presented at the January 27, 2026 

Select Board meeting and were initially justified as addressing the need for visitor parking 

resulting from increased density. 

During the Select Board meeting, however, these same guest spaces became the proposed 

solution for deliveries, rideshare, drop-off, service needs, and vehicle turnaround. This dual use 

is not realistic or safe, particularly in such a highly pedestrianized area. It is questionable that 

the dimensions of the garage can even accommodate the size and movement of these vehicles. 

At that same meeting, the Select Board appropriately recommended that a turnaround plan be 

provided. An acceptable, clearly defined, and formally approved turnaround plan must be a 

requirement of any approval. 

The length and width of the driveway need further clarification and peer review. Vanasse reports 

did not identify that the width of the driveway had decreased from 24 to 20 feet. The Vanasse 

reports reviewed by Tighe&Bond (TB) included 24 feet which is not accurate. Page 6 of the Nov 

2025 Vanasse report clearly states “project site driveway will be a minimum of 24ft in width and 

designed to accommodate the turning and maneuvering requirements of the largest anticipated 

responding emergency vehicle." Also to note the Fire Dept has flagged the plan as “deficient.” 

The length of driveway has also been flagged as being insufficient for a hammerhead project 

such as this. It appears that peer reviewer, TB, was not aware of the decrease in the width of 

the driveway from 24 to 20 ft. 

Misrepresentation of Fire Department Approval 

During the January 27, 2026 Select Board meeting, Mr. Behrend stated that the Wellesley Fire 

Department had approved updated emergency access plans, including a ramp on the right side 

of the lawn, and cited this as the reason a tree at the corner of the property needed to be 

removed. After speaking directly with Deputy Chief Ian McMakin on February 2, 2026, Sheila 

Boyle was assured that while he has since seen the plan, he did not approve it and, in fact, will 

not approve it as it currently stands. 

This misrepresentation is extremely troubling. Such a false assurance may have influenced the 

Select Board’s vote and raises serious concerns about the reliability of future representations 

made by the developer. 

 

 



Trash and Proposed Concierge Reliance 

Stricter requirements must be imposed regarding delivery, service, and trash vehicles. 

Throughout the review process, the developer’s answer to operational concerns and flawed 

design has repeatedly been reliance on a “concierge.” Is it realistic to expect a concierge to be 

able to manage the multitude of responsibilities described by the developer? 

The plans do not clearly identify where trash and recycling bins will be staged so as not to 

interfere with offsite pedestrian or vehicular traffic. The developer has acknowledged that 

standard trash trucks are too large for the site and has claimed experience with smaller trucks at 

another property. Given the density of this project and the volume of waste it will generate, this 

claim must be independently verified. It is also essential that trash and recycling bins not be 

visible to neighbors or pedestrians in order to preserve the character and aesthetics of the 

neighborhood, particularly given the proximity to multiple restaurants and the associated public 

health considerations. 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety 

This area already experiences very high pedestrian traffic, which will only increase with 

expanded restaurant uses. The lack of any above-ground parking or live-loading space means 

service and emergency vehicles will be forced to double park or back in and out of the 

underground garage driveway—neither of which is acceptable in such a busy location. Traffic 

would routinely come to a standstill, and pedestrian safety would be severely compromised. 

Rather than addressing these on-site safety issues, the developer proposes traffic changes at 

the Washington/Grove/Central intersection, suggesting they be addressed through the 

Wellesley Square Improvement Project (see page 7 of the November 2025 Vanasse TIA). As 

noted during the January 27, 2026 Select Board meeting, at least one of these 

recommendations—restricting left turns—is not feasible. Mr. Behrend’s level of scrutiny applied 

to off-site intersections should instead be applied to the unsafe conditions created directly by the 

592 Washington Street design. It has been suggested that two parking spaces on Washington 

Street be removed for a loading zone which will negatively impact commercial businesses in the 

neighborhood. 

Outstanding Technical Concerns Identified by Tighe & Bond 

While Tighe & Bond generally agrees that the project will not significantly impact traffic capacity, 

their conclusions clearly state that these outstanding safety and operational concerns must be 

resolved, some of which are outlined below from the January 23, 2026 Tighe & Bond letter: 

● Site distance at the driveway is not adequately addressed, and a plan is required that 

graphically shows intersection sight distance, stopping sight distance, and driveway 

restrictions. 

● The project does not provide a dedicated pick-up/drop-off area, increasing the likelihood 

of double parking and sightline obstruction. 



● Multiple garage design issues remain unresolved, including inaccessible or poorly 

configured parking spaces, unnecessary wheel stops, inadequate turning templates, 

unclear trash access, and accessibility concerns related to the elevator and internal 

circulation. 

Conclusion 

Given the known reputation of the developer, heightened scrutiny, enforceable conditions, and 

clear oversight mechanisms are essential to minimize traffic impact, ensure pedestrian safety 

and emergency vehicle access. As currently proposed, the project presents serious unresolved 

risks. 

We respectfully urge the Select Board to reflect these concerns in its correspondence to the 

Planning Board and to advocate for clear, enforceable requirements before this project 

proceeds further. 

Thank you for your time, consideration, and continued service to the Town of Wellesley. 

Sincerely, 

Sheila Boyle, Anne Jackowitz, Maura Howley  

Residents  
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