


rbartl
Text Box
35+00, 71+50, 72+50, 133+60, 134+60: looks like we can revise h.g.
50+00; 131+50 looks like we cannot do either
67+00 (to 68+00), 130+00, 138+00, 141+00 (to 142+00), 180+00: looks like we could widen; also widen curves on revised Couette section (+/-174+00 to 176+00) 

rbartl
Text Box
Show existing parking at Sylvia Street (Acton), may need upgrade/pavemt
Maxxed out at 20+45??
Ntl. wildlife parking at Stow line.
Parking in downtown Maynard; hope for parking on MBTA lot in S.A.

rbartl
Text Box
sounds like a good idea
vegetation control is important



rbartl
Text Box
will increase wetlands impact (30-33)
impossible (72-75)

rbartl
Text Box
do where we can

rbartl
Text Box
add more fill in those areas? wetlands impacts?
guard fence/rail 
some of these are up-slopes I believe (missing elevations!)

rbartl
Text Box
does this guy look at all at practicality? 
Need design waivers - I guess.

rbartl
Text Box
64+40 - post office parking across
72+50 - parking lot area
Need to explain how we arrived at these configurations



rbartl
Text Box
not sure there is alternative.
push street & parking lot alignment north and squeeze trail in on south side?
Need to explain alternatives and impacts.

rbartl
Text Box
Follows existing street grade in both instance.
What does "ramp" entail?
Need design waiver?

rbartl
Text Box
Agreed - no excavations!
just pushing around if needed.
Otherwise plan to bring in fill.
I thought the design was done with that in mind - should have been!

rbartl
Text Box
okay

rbartl
Text Box
respond in detail to avoid design excesses

rbartl
Text Box
okay



rbartl
Text Box
can do at 87; not at 89+50 but that is so close to 90 deg.

rbartl
Text Box
okay - appropriate clearance may be a problem in some locations - wetlands impacts! No barriers needed at some other locations.

rbartl
Text Box
Need to look into that!

rbartl
Text Box
How does this affect design?


rbartl
Text Box
okay - need to show.

rbartl
Text Box
okay

rbartl
Text Box
explain situation and how we intend to preserve flood storage volume!



rbartl
Text Box
okay
yes- show elevations; but smoother?
yes - lines are difficult to distinguish.
abutters should now all be shown on the revised r.o.w. plan


rbartl
Text Box
don't the plans show the center line? How would that have been established w/o survey info. Is survey info shown sufficiently?

rbartl
Text Box
?

rbartl
Text Box
?

rbartl
Text Box
okay - whatever that is!



rbartl
Text Box
!!?? Is it a matter of showing better line distinction and less linear footage per page?
tree locations/diameters - where would that be relevant?

rbartl
Text Box
has this not been fixed on revised r.o.w. plans? 
I, too, have trouble with the various lines - use color?

rbartl
Text Box
needs to be done - seems like a 75% plan info item

rbartl
Text Box
should be shown

rbartl
Text Box
should be shown

rbartl
Text Box
should be shown!

rbartl
Text Box
needs to be done - seems like a 75% plan info item



rbartl
Text Box
provide

rbartl
Text Box
?? must be wrong station references in the comment!
Is there a retaining wall missing anywhere else?

rbartl
Text Box
where is proposed rip rap

rbartl
Text Box
okay

rbartl
Text Box
okay at 75%

rbartl
Text Box
okay - let's see what can be done - soon 4 feet?

rbartl
Text Box
repeat comment? hard/impossible to acommodate in this location.



rbartl
Text Box
show

rbartl
Text Box
repeat comment? - see #14 above.

rbartl
Text Box
repeat comments - see #13 above.

rbartl
Text Box
show barrier!

rbartl
Text Box
cannot do!

rbartl
Text Box
show!

rbartl
Text Box
show!

rbartl
Text Box
design waiver needed where we can't comply?



rbartl
Text Box
show barriers

rbartl
Text Box
show!

rbartl
Text Box
can it be shown as requested?

rbartl
Text Box
show barrier

rbartl
Text Box
show

rbartl
Text Box
show existing fence and offset dimension

rbartl
Text Box
show

rbartl
Text Box
show

rbartl
Text Box
check for sight distances



rbartl
Text Box
do & document

rbartl
Text Box
evaluate and change accordingly

rbartl
Text Box
Except for removal of ties, absolutely no materials removals!!!! Plan accordingly.

rbartl
Text Box
show as requested

rbartl
Text Box
okay

rbartl
Text Box
where?

rbartl
Text Box
agree - lines are hard to read!

rbartl
Text Box
show! other culverts, too?

rbartl
Text Box
show clearly

rbartl
Text Box
I can see the concern - clarify!



rbartl
Text Box
show - 75% design item?

rbartl
Text Box
show!

rbartl
Text Box
I can see the concern - clarify!

rbartl
Text Box
Yes - show!

rbartl
Text Box
show to pave it!!!

rbartl
Text Box
show!

rbartl
Text Box
would seem to be a 75% item

rbartl
Text Box
also through 28+50, and 35+00 through 47+00

rbartl
Text Box
Do!

rbartl
Text Box
show existing conditions!

rbartl
Text Box
do!



rbartl
Text Box
do

rbartl
Text Box
didn't they say ADA will soon require 4 feet clearance?

rbartl
Text Box
clarify

rbartl
Text Box
do

rbartl
Text Box
do

rbartl
Text Box
clarify - consider req. clearance 

rbartl
Text Box
do - 75%

rbartl
Text Box
explain design in detail

rbartl
Text Box
specify relocation

rbartl
Text Box
do - 75%



rbartl
Text Box
clarify - 75%

rbartl
Text Box
clarify - 75

rbartl
Text Box
provide existing and proposed in more detail

rbartl
Text Box
clarify - show more detail existing v. proposed along railroad street


















