Rec. 4/20/2020
From: Melissa Towle <melissatowle1@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2020 10:15 PM
To: Wayne Pimental <wpimental@southkingstownri.com>
Cc: Melissa Towle <melissatowle1@gmail.com>
Subject: drive thru objections

Wayne,
Here is one more email for the Zoning Board. Thank you for offering to forward my
correspondence along to them. I appreciate the assistance.

Members of the Zoning Board,
First we would like to thank you for all of your efforts in preparing to make your meeting virtual
and to ensure community participation. We know these are unique times that call for unique
solutions and we are very grateful for your efforts.
We know that you mentioned that there is a great likelihood for a postponement related to the
petition of David Levesque and the Drive Thru at the proposed location for Brewed Awakenings
on Old Tower Hill Road. However since there may be some discussion (however brief) we
wanted to make sure that our opinion was shared.
Below is a list of reasons why we are in opposition to the drive thru.
In addition, we have attached a photograph that was taken on Easter in our front yard. It looks
directly across the street to the proposed location of the drive thru exit, which we highlighted in
the background. There is currently a chain link fence that blocks all access between our road and
the adjacent, rarely used parking lot.
1. One of the primary reasons we love living in South Kingstown is because of our wonderful
neighborhood. It is peaceful and quiet. Neighbors are friendly and active. We love being located
close to the commercial downtown without actually being in the middle of it. A drive thru will
radically and negatively alter that.
2. Access to Narragansett Ave West from that lot has been inhibited by a fence for over forty
years because residents in this neighborhood have been objecting to this type of access for
decades.
3. In order to access the bike path, which most of our neighbors do regularly, we must walk, jog
or bike along the side of our road to access it. It will no longer be safe to do this if the
commercial traffic increases.
4. Many of the homes on our small road have families with young children or pets who regularly
walk on the streets since our neighborhood does not have sidewalks.
5. This change would increase the noise and light pollution.

6. This change would increase the litter that blows into our neighborhood. In addition to an
increase from the coffee shop, removing the current chain link fence will allow litter into our
yards from Old Tower Hill Road that is currently blocked by the fence.
7. A right-turn-only egress is proposed but it is unclear how or if this will be sufficiently
enforced. We do not feel that a sign would be sufficient and we assume that ticketing will be
unlikely. Therefore it is likely that this will increase the traffic flow through out the entire
neighborhood.
8. Since the traffic study was conducted in the fall, and not is the busy summer months, we are
concerned that the projected traffic counts could be underestimated at the time of year when our
neighbors are most active.
9. The privacy of our property, which is across from the drive thru, will be significantly
diminished.
10. Headlights from cars will shine directly into our next door neighbor's house.
11. Delivery trucks are slotted to exit on to our road.
12. The traffic from the drive thru will further increase the difficulty of exiting onto Old Tower
Hill from Narragansett Ave West - which will already be worsened once the bank and storage
facilities open. This will slow down traffic and increase the likelihood of accidents at that
intersection.
13. Our neighbor is quiet and residential. Even though there are a few commercial businesses at
the periphery of our neighborhood, they have minimal traffic flow or let out directly onto Old
Tower Hill Road and don't encourage egress through the neighborhood.
14. The previous businesses, Zero Wampum and Feet First never had access to our
neighborhood. All employees and customers entered and exited that lot via Old Tower Hill
Road.
15. This will negatively affect our property values.
16. We are concerned that our safety will be diminished by cars rushing out (because we use
drive thrus when we are in a hurry) and by DUIs, since this business is also seeking a liquor
license.
Thank you for your careful consideration of this matter.
Sincerely,
Allen and Melissa Towle
73 Narragansett Avenue West

Rec. 4/20/2020
From: Melissa Towle <melissatowle1@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2020 9:18 PM
To: Wayne Pimental <wpimental@southkingstownri.com>
Subject: Petition of David Levesque

Hi Wayne,

Would you please forward this email on to the Members of the Zoning Board? I really appreciate your
help.

Members of the Zoning Board,

I am writing on behalf of myself and my neighbors on Narragansett Avenue West and the adjacent
streets in our neighborhood. We are collectively in strong opposition to a drive thru and commercial
egress exiting onto our road.
Please review the attached petition signed by many of our neighbors.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,

Melissa Towle

Rec. 4/22/2020
To: Zoning Board of Review
From: Robert Thompson & Veronika Kot
67 B Narragansett Avenue, Wakefield
Re: SUP application for Brewed Awakenings drive-through window
Date: 4/22/2020
___________________________________________________________________________
Let me begin by clearly stating that we are in favor of Brewed Awakening’s desire to open a
location in Wakefield. We have enjoyed going to the location in the Commons. What we do
oppose, however, is a drive-through that exits into a residential neighborhood. An exit onto
Narragansett Avenue would be intrusive, dangerous, and, while convenient for the owner,
completely unnecessary. These comments will begin by discussing the complete inadequacy
of the consultant’s traffic study and then quickly point the availability of a reasonable
alternative to the current design.
1. The shortcomings of the vhb Memorandum.
a. The traffic consultant repeatedly states that the additional traffic from this
development will be acceptable because it will be “well within the daily
fluctuation in traffic on Old Tower Hill Road” (p.1 ¶ 2). Yet the consultant never
provides the actual figure for daily fluctuation nor explains why this should be
the standard by which this project should be judged. If traffic is heavy and at
times dangerous on this road is it really unproblematic for each new business to
keep adding more vehicles as long as incremental increase does not exceed the
daily fluctuation in traffic? The standard would be nonsensical in its application.
b. The consultant uses Brewed Awakening’s Johnston store to provide projected
vehicle trips but never provides any explanation as to why this is a valid
comparison. For example, how does the traffic on Atwood Avenue, Johnston,
compare to the average 17400 trips on Tower Hill Road (RIDOT)? If no
explanation is given, how can this body determine if the comparison is valid?
c. The traffic consultant’s gap analysis might be by the book, but it has little
relationship to reality a driver experiences at the intersection of Tower Hill Road
and Narragansett Avenue. This is a particularly tricky intersection. First, there is a
telephone pole in the sidewalk next to the Kabuki’s parking lot that blocks the
driver’s view of oncoming traffic. Second, the speed of the traffic is always
changing as it approaches Narragansett Avenue from the west. When the light
changes at 1A and 108, often the traffic is moving very fast as it approaches
Narragansett Avenue as drivers rush to beat the next light and reach the
freeway. But when the light for the Mall changes, traffic heading west toward
Narragansett Avenue starts slowing down in anticipation of stopping. However,
unlike at the driveways nearer to the light, no one stops on Tower Hill Road to
let Narragansett Avenue drivers through to make a left-hand turn. Furthermore,
when there are gaps, these gaps are filled by cars that are waiting in driveways
along Old Tower Hill Road before those gaps can be used by Narragansett
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Avenue drivers. Furthermore, to make a left turn, the Narragansett Avenue
drivers have to simultaneously track the gaps in the traffic in the westbound
lanes. Again, the speed in the westbound lane fluctuates and cars are entering
the westbound lane from several driveways. While the consultant might be
providing times needed to safely execute a left-hand turn for a best-case
scenario, the consultant is failing to account for the complexity of this particular
intersection and the extra time that is needed to safely account for a chaotic
driving situation. This intersection already backs up on Narragansett Avenue, yet
according to the consultant’s analysis, backups should not be occurring there.
We believe that the year-round experience of the residents should be given far
more credibility than the one day visit and standardized tables of the consultant.
If you actually talk to anyone in the neighborhood, they will tell you that during
the busy times of the year, they exit the neighborhood at MacArthur and 108
because taking a left at Narragansett and Tower Hill either takes too long or is
just too dangerous.
Of course, a glaring problem with the consultant’s methodology was that their
“study” was conducted in November. Anyone in South Kingstown knows that Tower
Hill Road is much busier in the summer or during the Christmas holidays than in
November. The consultant should have asked the South Kingstown Police what days
they station an officer on Tower Hill Road by the Dunkin Donuts to control traffic
and then used one of those days for the study.
A further problem with the study is that it completely ignores the new bank and
massive (and UGLY) storage facility that will both contribute new traffic to Tower Hill
Road from the other side of this very busy and difficult to negotiate intersection.
Finally, the consultant’s observations should have shown that drivers rarely use the
middle (aka a suicide) lane to make a left turn in two steps as the consultant
suggests they will. We believe this is due to the fact that most drivers find the
middle lane on Tower Hill Road to be unpredictable and dangerous; therefore, they
only use it to get off of Tower Hill Road when they are already at traffic speed and
not to take left turns on to it.
d. The consultant conducted absolutely no evaluation of the potential threat to
public safety that the drive-through window would pose to the public on
Narragansett and MacArthur Avenues. Presumably, this intentional omission is
justified in the consultant’s thinking because traffic leaving the drive-through
“will be prohibited” from making a left onto Narragansett Avenue and continuing
onto MacArthur Avenue. But how exactly will this prohibition be enforced? I
would guess that most of us have seen people ignore the sign prohibiting left
turns when leaving CVS. If there is a backup at Narragansett and Tower Hill or if
someone wants to go to the beach with their coffee, are they really not going to
take a left-hand turn onto Narragansett Avenue simply because Brewed
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Awakening put up a sign? The fact that so many residents who live on the lefthand turn side of the proposed exit signed the petition opposing it shows that
they have no doubt that the no turn sign is a bad joke. Wasn’t the possibility of
noncompliance enough for the consultant to do at least some analysis of the
conditions on Narragansett and MacArthur Avenues?
These are narrow streets with no sidewalks to separate cars from pedestrians, which
makes them potentially dangerous. Yet the consultant did not inquire as to how
many children live on these streets. How many children are waiting for the school
bus that happens to pick up children on these streets at exactly the same time that is
projected to be Brewed Awakening’s peak hour? How many bicyclists, joggers and
walkers are in the street on MacArthur (which is a link in our very popular bike trail)
during Brewed Awakening’s peak hours in the summer? These groups often include
families with small children heading to or from the beach. The situation on
MacArthur Avenue is already crowded and chaotic with cars parked in the street,
narrowing it to one travel lane, and cars, bicyclists, joggers and walkers moving at
different speeds and sharing too little space.
How is it responsible to unnecessarily add more vehicles to this situation,
particularly when you consider the potential bad driving behaviors of the people
leaving this drive-through. We have all seen the driver looking through their order
and not at the road after leaving a drive-through. Narragansett and MacArthur are
far too narrow and busy for distracted driving. Someone using the drive-through in
the morning might also be in a hurry. Do we really want fast drivers on narrow
neighborhood roads with pedestrians and bicylists?
There is also the possibility that with the drive-through many residents who have
never driven on MacArthur or Narragansett will discover that one can bypass the
1A/108 intersection when it backs up in the summer. Our neighborhood could
become their new shortcut.
2. Brewed Awakenings currently has five locations. Only one has a drive-through.
Apparently, a drive-through is not necessary for the success of these coffee houses.
Perhaps some customers will be in too much of a hurry to get out of their cars to
purchase their drinks. Even if true, do we want hurried drivers on residential streets?
In summary, we strongly oppose the application for a drive-through as currently
configured because of its impact on our residential neighborhood. There is plenty of
room on the site to build a separate building for a drive-through and provide for safe
traffic movement. This solution would cost the applicant more money and would be less
convenient for Brewed Awakenings. However, the job of this body is not to make life as
convenient and profitable for the applicant as possible, but to protect and promote the
health, safety and welfare of the Town’s residents. This certainly includes the residents
of our neighborhood.
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