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REVISED SCHEDULE ON THE PETITION OF PETER H. DESMOND.

Petition filed with the City Clerk February 22, 1978

(A1l hearings to be completed by April 28, 1978.)

In City Council February 27, 1978
Referred to Planning Board for Report March 3, 1978
Hearings before the Planning Board April 4, 1978

(THIS HEARING was postponed to joint hearing with Council to April 26, 1978 at 8 PM.)

(City Council must act within 90 days of the Planning Board's hearing which would
be July 3, 1978.)

City Council Hearing Published:

Chronicle (original notice) April 6, 1978

Herald (amended notice) April 12, 1978

Herald (amended notice) ‘ April 19, 1978

Chronicle (amended notice) | April 20, 1978
Hearing before the City Council , April 26, 1978 at 8:00 P. M.
Reported to the City Council May 1, 1978
Passed to a second reading May 1, 1978

Publish May 4, 1978

Ready for Ordination | May 15, 1978

Publish May 18, 1978
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To The Honorable City Council
City Hall ‘
Cambridge, Massachusetts

Dear Councillors:

I am in receipt of a request for an opinion
concerning the final date on which the City Council
may act to vote on the Mellen Street Rezoning Petition
of Mr. Peter Desmond.

It is my understanding that on April 4 the
Planning Board met without the City Council to consid-
er Mr. Desmcnd's petition. At that meeting a quorum
of the Planning Board was present, and all "interested
persons" as they are defined by General Laws, Chapter
40A, Section 5 were either in attendance or were noti-
fied of said meeting. Apparently, notice of the hear-
ing was not posted in City Hall for the requisite
period of fcurteen days, although proper notice was
made in a newspaper of general circulation in accord-
ance with tke provisions of Section 5 of Chapter 40A.

Assuming these facts to be true, it is my
opinion that the failure to post the fourteen day
notice in City Hall would not render the meeting of
April 4 invelid. Section 5 of Chapter 40A clearly
states that "Nc defect in the form of any notice under
this chapter shall invalidate any zoning by-laws or
ordinances tnless such defect is found to be misleading."

It is my opinion that the meeting held on
April 4, 1938 did not unfairly prejudice any interested
party and wes, therefore, valid,



To The Honorable City Council -2~ June 30, 1978

Applying this interpretation, it is my opinion
that the Council has until July 3, 1978 to act on the
Mellen Street Rezoning Petition.

If you have further questions concerning this
matter, please let me know.

Very truly yours,

Konnd9 13

ra .
Russell B. ngleé/
City Solicitor,

RBH:jl
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Paul E. Healy, City Clerk

City of Cambridge

City Hall

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Re: Protest of Zoning Petition of Peter Desmond, et al.

Dear Mr. Healy:

On behalf of Lesley College this letter will
serve as written protest, pursuant to the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, against
the Petition of Peter Desmond, et al., seeking to
amend the City's Zoning Ordinance and Map.

Lesley College, as an institution of higher
education, has existed since 1909 within the two block
area sought to be down-zoned by the subject petition.
Lesley has always been a responsible member of the
Cambridge communlty and a good neighbor to the resi-
dents which comprise the Wendell-Mellen-Everett Street
rectangle. Lesley's core campus exists primarily
within the two block neighborhood and comprises 45% of
the existing property to be effected by the petition.

The future development plans of Lesley College are
limited solely to the area sought to be down-zoned.
Approval of the Desmond Petition and resulting changes
in zoning will significantly jeopardize Lesley's com-
mitment to limited growth and development within the

'given area and will necessitate Lesley's expansion
into the neighborhood communities beyond.

Lesley is well aware of the concerns within the
community to preserve and foster those physical and
enviromental qualities which maintain the integrity
of the neighborhood as an attractive place to live
and work. Lesley champions such goals and is pledged
to working together with responsible members of the
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communlty, by tzngWyV?r g attack upon the existing
zoning by #1d Petition is not a panacea to

the problemim&%&ﬁﬁg§ﬂgﬁﬂelghborhood envisions.

Lesley is committed to responsible growth within
the existing limitations of the present zoning ordin-
ance. Fature developments, and indeed, existing
funding >f buildings within the campus, would be
jeopardized by the non-conforming status resulting
from approval of the down-zoning petition. Moreover,
to down-zone the entire two block area, 71% of which
is owned by Lesley and Harvard and 15% of which is
owned by residential owners, violates the primary in-
tenet anl purpose of the zoning ordinance and would
amount t2 a confiscation of Lesley's property.

Lesley College
by its attorney

Andréw C. Culbert \
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June 27, 1978
To the Honorable, the City Council
Subject: Mellen Street Rezoning

" Dear Councillorsi

Since the original petition for rezoning the Mellen Street
area last year, this Board has advocated a compromise
between the existing Residence C-3 designation and the
petitioners' request for Residence C-1. During the last
several weeks, the Community Development Department has
kept us informed of the negotiations between Lesley College
and residents of the Agassiz neighborhood. We feel that the
compromise rezoning proposal will permit a reasonable
amount of institutional development while protecting the
‘neighborhood from incompatible development. We retommend
that the petition be APPROVED AS AMENDEQ.'

L}

For the Planning Board,

ALT

~Arthur C. Parris,
Chairman

ACP: drb



AMENDED PETER DESMOND PETITION BASED ON NEGOTIATIONS
BETWEEN LESLEY COLLEGE AND MELLEN STREET AREA RESIDENTS
JUNE 12, 1978 .

Cambridge,.........oc.. February 18 ,....1978

To the Honorable, the City Council of the

City of Cambridge:

The undersigned respectfully pray

that the map accompanying the text of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Cambridge
be amended as follows:

1.

By striking out the designation C-3 and substituting in place thereof the desig-
nation Residence C-1 insofar as it relates to the following described areas of
land:

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #156. Even
numbers 8 through 24 Wendell Street, odd numbers 7 through 23 Mellen Street,

- odd number 1653 Massachusetts Avenue and which includes all or parts of lots

numbered 26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, 60, 61, 8 and
86 as shown on Assessors' Plat #156.

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #157. Even
numbers 8 through 20 Mellen Street end which includes all or parts of lots
numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 49 and 50 as shown on Assessoirs' Plat #157.

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet from
and parallel to the southeastern sideline of Massachusetts Avenue and a line
100 feet from and parallel to the southwestern sideline of Mellen Street;

Thence proceeding in a generally northeasterly direction along a line 100 feet
from and parallel to the southeastern sideline of Massachusetts Avenue for

a distance of approximately 125 feet to its point of intersection with the
centerline of Wendell Street;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southeasterly direction along the
centerline of Wendell Street for a distance of approximately 418 feet to its
point of intersection with the extension of the southeastern boundary line of
lot numbered 32 on Assessors' Plat #156;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southwesterly direction along the
southeastern boundary line and its extension of lot numbered 32 on Assessors'
Plat #156 for a distance of approximately 155 feet to its point of intersec-
tion with the northeastern boundary line of lot numbered 46 on Assessors'

Plat #156;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northwesterly direction along the
northeastern boundary line of lot mumbered 46 on Assessors' Plat #156 for a

“distance of approximately 23 feet to its point of intersection with the south-

eastemn boundary line of lot numbered 47 on said plat;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southwesterly direction along the
southeastern boundary line of lot numbered 47 on Assessors' Plat #156 for a
distance of approximately 167 feet to its point of intersection with the
centerline of Mellen Street;

Fas




Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northwesterly direction along the
centerline of Mellen Street for a distance of approximately 24 feet to its point
of intersection with the extension of the southeastern boundary line of lot
numbered 7 on Assessors' Plat #157;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southwesterly direction along the
southeastern boundary line of lot numbered 7 and its extension on Assessors' Plat
#157 for a distance of approximately 140 feet to its point of intersection with the
northeastern boundary line of lot numbered 20 on Assessors' Plat #157;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northwesterly direction along the
southwestern boundary lines of lots mumbered 7, 6, 5, 4, 3 and 50 on Assessoirs'
Plat #157 for a distance of approximately 315 feet to its point of intersection
with the southeastern boundaryline of lot numbered 39 on said plat;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northeasterly direction along the
southeastern boundary lines of lots numbered 39 and 1 and its extension on Assessors'
Plat #157 and the southeastern boundary lines of lots numbered 56 and 57 on
Assessors' Plat #156 for a distance of approximately 344 feet to the point of
intersection with a line 10C feet distant from and parallel to the southwestern
sideline of Wendell Street;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northwesterly directicn along a line
100 feet distant from and parallel to the southwestern sideline of Wendell Street
for a distance of approximately 60 feet to its point of intersection with a line

100 feet from and parallel to the southeastern sideline of Massachusetts Avenue,

the point of origin.

-1

2. By striking out the designation C-3 and substituting in place thereof the

designation Residence C-2A insofar as it relates to the following described
areas of land:

Premises of the following parcels as mumbers 1645 and 1637 Massachusetts
Avenue, even numbers 28 through 34 Wendell Street and odd numbers 61 through
69 Oxford Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 33, 36, 37,

38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 46, 56, 57, 80, 83, 90, 91 and 92 as shown on Assessors'
Plat +#156.

Premises of the following parcels as designated on the Assessors' Plat #157.
Even number 24 Mellen Street, odd numbers 1607 through 1615, 1619 and 1627
Massachusetts Avenue, odd numbers 3 through 7, 11, 15, 19, 23 through 33 and
37 Everett Street and odd numbers 45 through 51 and even number 58 Oxford
Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 1,8, 19, 20, 23, 26,
39, 51, 52, 53, 54, 61, 62, 64 and 68 as shown on Assessors' Plat #157.

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of the centerline of
Massachusetts Avenue and the projection of the centerline of Everett Street;

Thepce running northeasterly along the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue for -
‘a distance of approximately 523 feet to a point said point being the inter-

section with a line 100 feet from and parallel to the southwestern sideline of
Wendell Street;




Thence turning and prcceeding in a generally southeasterly direction along a
line 100 feet from and parallel to the southwestern side'of Wendell Street
for a distance of approximately 153 feet to its intersection with the north-
western boundary line of lot numbered 86 on Assessors' Plat #156;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southwesterly direction along the
northwestern boundary lines of lots numbered 86 and 55 and their extensions
on Assessors' Plat #156 and the -northwestern boundary lines of lots numbered
49 and 50 on Assessors' Plat #157, for a distance of approximately 344 feet

to its point of intersection with the northwestern boundary line of lot #23 on
Assessors' Plat #157;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southeasterly direction along the
northeastern boundaries of lots mumbered 23, 51, and 20 on Assessors' Plat #157
for a distance of approximately 315 feet to their point of intersection with the
northwestern boundary line of lot mumbered 8 on said plat;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northeasterly direction along the
northwestern boundary line of lot numbered 8 and its extension on Assessors'

Plat #157 for a distance of approximately 142 feet to its point of intersection -
with the centerline of Mellen Street; ’

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southeasterly direction along the
centerline of Mellen Sireet for a distance of approximately 24 feet to its point
of intersection with tne extension of the northwestern boundary of lot numbered
46 on Assesscrs' Plat #156;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northeasterly direction along the north-
western boundary line of lot numbered 46 and its extension on Assessors' Plat #156
for a distance of approximately 167 feet to its point of intersection with the
southwestern boundary line of lot numbered 32 on Assessors' Plat #156;

Thence turning and prcceeding in a generally southeasterly direction along the south-
western boundary line of lot numbered 32 on Assessors' Plat #156 for a distance of
approximately 24 feet to its point of .intersection with the northwestern boundary
line of lot numbered =3 on said plat;

Thence turning and praceeding in a generally northeasterly direction along the
northwestern boundary line and its extension of lot numbered 33 on Assessors'
Plat 4156 for a distarce of approximately 155 feet to its point of intersection
with the centerline cf Wendell Street;

Thence turning and prcceeding in @ generally southeasterly direction along the
centerline of Wendell Street and its projection for a distance of approximately
360 feet to its point of intersection with the centerline of Oxford Street;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally southwesterly direction along the
centerline of Oxford Street for a distance of approximately 645 feet to its point
of intersection with the centerline of Everett Street and its extension;

Thence turning and proceeding in a generally northwesterly direction along the
centerline of Everett Street and its extension for a distance of approximately
926 feet to its point of intersection with the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue,
the point of origin. '



AMEND THE TEXT OF THE ORDINANCE AS FOLLOWS:

1. In Section 3.10, IMvision of the City Into Zoning Districts, amend the first
sentence of subsection 3.11 by changing '"'sixteen classes of districts' to "seven—
teen classes of distticts,' by renumbering items 6 through 16 in the list of
districts as 7 through 17 respectively, and by inserting the following in the
list:

'6.  Residence C-2A....Multi-Family Dwellings"
2. Amend;Section 4.22 WOffices in Residences" so that it reads as follows:

In Residence C-2A and C-3 districts offices for physicians and dentists may

be located on the first or second floor of a residential building where such
office space does not exceed ten percent of the gross floor areas of the build-
ing.

3. In Section 4.30, Table of Use Regulations, change the column heading '"Res. C-1,
2, 3" so that it rsads '"Res. C-}, 2, 24, 3". .

4. In SecC. 4.30, Table of Use Regulations, change the footnotes to subsections

4.31e(2) (Hotel or Motel) and 4.31£(2) (Lodging House) so that each one reads
as follows:

"% C-2, C-2A ard C-3 only; no in C-1 and O-1."

5. In Seétion 5.30, Listrict Dimension Regulations amendTable 5-1 by adding the
following new row and footnote:

Table 5-1. TABLE OF DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS — RESIDENTIAL BISTRICTS

- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Max. Ratio of Minimum  Min. Lot Area  Minimum Minimum Yard in Feet ' Maximum Min. Ratio of
Floor Area to Lot Size for Each D.U. Lot Width Height  Usable Op. Sp.
District Lot Area in Sq. ~t.  in Sq. Ft, in Feet Front Side Rear in Feet to Lot Area
L b o) 5 <d) 0
Res. C-2A 2.5 5,00¢ 300 - "I"'{’::":‘“ H;L .H;L °0
5

A
r -

(d) 60 feet shall be the limit until this Ordinance is amended to establish
a design review process applicable to the Residence C-2A district.
Following such an amendment the maxdnmum height shall be 35 feet unless a
special permit is granted by the Planning Board for additional building
hgight up to but not exceeding 60 feet in total height.



6. In Section 5.30, [istrict Dimensional Regulations, amend subsection 5.31(3c)
by changing the first clause so that it reads as follows:
(c) In a Residence C-1, C-2, C-2A or C-3 district if a building is hereafter
erected on a lct adjacent to a building having a blank wall directly on
the side lot line, the new building may be so designed and erected that
it will be flush with that portion of the blank wall of the former bud 1d-
ing which extends along the lot line.
7. In Section 6.30, Table of Parking Requirements, add '"Residence C-2A" to the
heading for the third row so that it reads as follows:
| Public : Factory &
Residence Assembly Institution Retail & Office Warehouse
Minimum nam-
ber spaces per Number seats
Zaoning - group of requiring Ground Other
District dwelling units 1 space Floor Level
Res. C-2A
Res. Cc-3
Office -3 1.0 per 1.0 15 1,800 s.f. 800 s.f. 1,800 s.f. 2,000 s.f.
Ind. B
Bus. C
8. In Section 6.50, Lecation and Layout of Parking Facilities amend subsection
6.51(1) sc that it reads as follows:
"1. In the case of new construction of a multi-family apartment building F
in a Residence C-2A, Residence C-3 or Office -3 district, the required L
parking facilities may be provided on lots not more than two hundred ‘
feet away fram the building to be served."
g- In Section 11.10, Townhouse Development, amend subsection 11.12 so that it

reads as follows:

11.12 Area cf Applicability. Townhouse developments which meet the
develcpment standards set forth in Section 11.13 shall be allowed
in Residence B, C-1, C-2, C-2A, C-3 and Business A, A-1, B, and
C districts. The development standards established herein are
applicable only to townhouse developments and do not change in any
way the development standards for other uses in the Residence B,
C-1, C=2, C-2A, C-3 and Business A, A-1, B, and C districts."
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- ORDINANCE NO. 898
Final Publication p.“ 952. First Publication in the Cambridge Chronicle on June 15, 1978

3,

ity of Cambridge _
{0

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Seventy-eight

74
AN ORDINANCE (P()bl {Sh

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge"

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanying ordinance passed to be ordained September 26, 1977
entitled: "The Zoning Ordinance of the City of Cambridge" is hereby amended by
striking out the designation Residence C-3 and substituting in place thereof the
designation Residence C-1 insofar as it relates to the following described areas
of land:

Premises of the’following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #156.
0dd numbers 7 through 37 Mellen Street, even numbers 8 through 34 Wendell Street,
odd numbers 61 through 69 Oxford Street, odd numbers 1637 and 1645 Massachusetts
Avenue and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 26, 86, 60, 61, 29, 30,
31, 32, 33, 83, 36, 37, 38, 39, ko, 57, 56, 55, 82, 53, 52, 51, 50, 49, U8, U7,
46, 45, 87, 80, 82, 90, 41, 91, 92 as shown on Assessors' Plat #156;

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #157.
0dd numbers 3 through 37 Everett Street, odd numbers 1607 through 1627 Massachusetts
Avenue, odd numbers 45 through 53 Oxford Street and even numbers 6 through 24
Mellen Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 1, 39, 26, 52,
53, 5h, u9, 50, 23, 3, u) 5 6) 7, 8, 23, 51, 20, 68: 19,v6ls 6h’ 659 66, 673
62, 63 as shown on Assessors' Plat #157; and which is bounded and described as .="
follows:

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet
distant from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue
and the centerline of Wendell Street;

Thence running southwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from-and parallel
to the souteastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue 125 feet more or less to a
point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue and a line 100 feet distant.
from and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street;
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Thence running northwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension 150 feet more or
less to a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension
.and the centerllne of Massachusetts Avenue;

Thence running southwesterly: along the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue
515 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the center-
line of Massachusetts Avenue and the centerline of Everett Street and its exten-
sion;

B Thence fuhning southeasterly along the centerline of Everett Street and its
- extension 925 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of

" the centerline of Everett Street and its extension and the centerline of Oxford
Y.Street,

Thence running northeasterly along the centerline of Oxford Street 660
. feet more lor less to a point said point being the intersection of the. centerline
of Oxford Street and the centerline of Wendell Street and its extension;

Thence running northwesterly along the centerline of Wendell Street and its

“ extension 775 feet more or less to the point of ‘origin and which comprlses andarea
~of 591,750 square feet more or less.

~In City Councll
. Passed to be ordalned by a yea and nay vote:
. Yeas s Nays ; Absent .

James L. Sulllvan, City Manager

ATTEST: ' Paul E. Healy, Clty Clerk
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In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred geventy-Eight

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge."

Be it ordained by the City Co_uncil of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanying ordinance passed to be ordained September 26, 1977
entitled: "The Zoning Ordinance of the City of Cambridge" is hereby amended by
striking out the designation Residence C-3 and substituting in place thereof the
designation Residence C-1 1nsofar as it relates to the following described areas
of land:-

Premises of the following parcels &s designated on Assessors' Plat #156.
0dd numbers 7 through 37 Mellen Street, even numbers 8 through 34 Wendell Street,
odd numbers 61 through 69 Oxford Street, odd numbers 1637 and 1645 Massachusetts
Avenue and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 26, 86, 60, 61, 29, 30,
31; 32’ 33’ 839 369 37) 38’ 39, ho, 57’ 56’ 55, 82, 53, 52; 51, 50, h9, u8, h?,
46, ks, 87, 80, 82, 90, 41, 91, 92 as shown og'Assessors' Plat #156;

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #157.
0dd numbers 3 through 37 Everett Street, odd numbers 1607 through 1627 Massachusetts
Avenue, odd numbers U5 through 53 Oxford Street and even numbers 6 through 2u
Mellen Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 1, 39, 26, 52,
23, 5h u9, 50, 23, 3, h 5, 6 Ty 8, 23, 51, 20, 68 19, 61 6h 65a 66 67,
62, 63 as shown on Assessors Plat #157, and which is bounded and descrnbed as
follows' :

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet
distant from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue
and the centerline of Wendell Street;

Thence running southwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southeastern strcetline of Massachusetts Avenue 125 feet more or less to a
point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue and a line 100 feet distant
from and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street;



Q’Litg of Qumbridge

Thence running northwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the'southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension 150 feet more or
less to a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension
and the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue;

Thence running scuthwesterly along the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue
515 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the center-
line of Massachusetts Avenue and the centerline of Everett Street and its exten-
sion,

Thence running southeasterly along the centerline of Everett Street and its
extension 925 feet more or less to a point said point being the intérsection of
the centerline of Everett Street and its extension and the centerline of Oxford
Street; ‘ ' » -

Thence running nbrtheasterly along the centerline of Oxford Street 660
feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the centerline
of Oxford Street and the centerline of Wendlel Street and its extension;

Thence running northwesterly along the centerline of Wendell Street and its
extension 775 feet more or less to the point of origin and which comprises an area
of 591,750 square feet more or less. ' .

In Ty Council .June 12,

e 12, 1978
stion may be Qn

.

Passed to a seegnd reading at théNgity council meeting o
and on or after yne 26, 1978 ’
passing to be ordained\
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In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred geventy-Eight

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge.”

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanying ordinance passed to be ordalned September 26, 1977
entitled: "The Zonlng Ordinance of the City of Cambridge" is hereby amended by
striking out the designation Residence C-3 and substituting in place thereof the
designation Residence C-1 insofar as it relates to the following described areas
of land:~-

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #156.
0dd numbers 7 through 37 Mellen Street, even numbers 8 through 34 Wendell Street,
odd numbers 61 fhrough 69 Oxford Street, odd numbers 1637 and 1645 Massachusetts
Avenue and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 26, 86, 60, 61, 29, 30,
31, 32, 33, 83, 36, 37, 38, 39, 4o, 57, 56, 55, 82, 53, 52, 5%, 50, 49, U8, k7,
46, 45, 87, 80, 82, 90, U1, 91, 92 as shown on Assessors' Plat #156;

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #57.
0dd numbers 3 through 37 Everett Street, odd numbers 1607 through 1627 Massachusetts
Avenue, odd numbers 45 through 53 Oxford Street and even numbers 6 through 24
Mellen Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 1, 39, 26, 52,
53, 54, 49, 50, 23, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 23, 51, 20, 68, 19, 61, 6u 65, 66 67,
62, 63 as shown on Assessors Plat #157, and which is bounded and descrlbed as
follows:~

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet
distant from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue
and the centerline of Wendell Street;

Thence running southwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue 125 feet more or less to a
point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue and a line 100 feet distant
from and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street;
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_ Thence running northwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel
. to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension 150 feet more or
"less to a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extens1on
and the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue;

R Thence running southwestefly along the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue

- 515 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the center-
line of Massachusetts Avenue and the centerline of Everett Street and its exten-
- sion;

.7Thence running southeasterly along the centerline of Everett gsreet and its
extension 925 feet more or less to a point said point being the intérsection of
the centerline of Everett Street and its extension and the centerline of Oxford
Street

v - Thence running northeasterly along the centerline of Oxford Street 660
. feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the centerline
- of Oxford Street and the centerline of Wendlel Street and its extension;

_ Thénce running ndrthwesterly along the centerline of Wendell Street and its
~ extension 775 feet more or less to the point of origin and which comprises an area
of 591,750 square feet more or less.

In City Council June 12, 1978

Passed to a second reading at the city council meeting of June 12, 1978
and on or after June 26, 1978 the questlon may be on
' pass1ng to be ordained.

ATTEST:— Paul E. Healy, City Clerk,



City of Cambridge

In City Council........ May 1, 1978 .

The Ordinance . Committee

to which a5 referred the petitioh of Peter Desmond, et al to amend the Zoning Map
of the City of Cambridge in the area bounded by Massachusetts Avenue, Everett Street
Oxford Street and Wendell Street from Residence C-3 to Residence C-1.

After a joint hearing with the Planning Board held on April 26, 1978 the committee
reports:—

That the petition be referred to the City Council without recommendation at its
meeting of May 1, 1978

The Ordinance committee indicated their concern for the stability of the Agassiz
neighborhood and suggested that amechanism be ereated which would allow both parties
to the controversy to sit down and engage in a dialogue to arrive at a mutually
satisfactory solution, _ ’ '

The committee members incicated that the College has displaysd a lack of flexibility
in their relationship with the community.

The committee felt the college should consider the needs of the community and the
possibility of a compromise which would please all concerned, keeping in mind that
the main issue involved is the ability of the neighborhood to contrecl their own
destiny. " :

A suggestion was made that the college and the community present a written agreement
to the council prior to monday which would be a step towards a solution to the

problem and provide a step by step approach to settle their differences, that negotia-
tions with the neighborhood should precede the planning by the college for any new
building. :

The committee indicated that Lesley cuuld come back to the Council with an agreement
to work with the community as outlined above,

For the Committee,

Councillor Frisoli, Chairman



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
City Hall Annex - laman & Broadway - Cambridge, Mass. 02139

(617) 876-6800
EXTENSION 344

June 9, 1978

- To The Honorable, The City Council:
SUBJECT: MELLEN STREET ZONING PROPOSAL

The Community Development Department recommends that the Desmond rezoning
petition as shown on the attached map. Part of the petition area along Wendell
Street and Mellen Street would be rezoned from Residence C-3 to Residence C-1,
as called for in the original petition. The remainder of the petition area
would be rezoned from Residence C-3 to Residence C-2A.

Residence C-2A would be a new zoning district classification in the Ordinance.
It would have the same regulations as a Residence 0-2 district with the follow-
ing exceptions. : v

1. Maximum floor area ratio (FAR) would be 2.5.
2. Maximum allowable height would be 60 feet.

3. Any develepment proposal containing buildings over 35 feet would
require a special permit triggering a design review process by the
Planning Board in which city agencies and neighborhood residents would
~examine and comment on proposals.

The details of the design review process have not yet been formulated. It is
our understanding that the neighborhood and Lesley College negotiating teams

will continue to meet over the next six months to work out this process. An

amendment to legally incorporate the design review process into the Ordinance
would be submitted to Council at the end df*EEEE‘ﬁériod. .

I Bmard

e

This rezoning solution has evolved out of several weeks of negotiations between
the residents'and Lesley. It provides the neighborhood greater protection from
large scale incompatible development vhile continuing to allow the institution
to meet anticipated building needs. While this is a compromise, which may not
completely satisfy either party, it is a reasonable solution in the best
interests of the City. We strongly encourage the Council to adopt_the amended
petition. :

Very truly youts$,

Assistant City Manager fo
Community Development

DRV: jp
~ Enclesure
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RESIDENCE C-2A DISTRICT REGULATIONS

N

Use Regulations (Article 4.000)

Same as Residence C-2 as shown in Table of Use Regulations

Dimensional Regulations

Table 5-1. TABLE OF DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS — RESIDENT!AL DISTRICTS 3 ) .
(0 (2) (3) o (4) (s (6) (2)

Max. Ratio of Minimum Min. Lot Area Minimum Minimum Yard in Feet Maximum Min. Ratio of '
Floor Area to Lot Size for Each D.U. Lot Width , Height  Usable Op. Sp. -
District Lot Area in Sq. Ft.  in Sq. Fr. in Feet  Front Side Rear in Feet to Lot Area
. ' . (c) : .
Res. C—2 2.5 5,000 600 so  HeLl® ML me gold) 18
‘ © . 4 5

2. Fcotnotes

(a) Measured from the center line of the street, but in no case may a
- building be nearer the street line than ten feet.

(b) Measured from the center line of the street, but in no case may a -
building be nearer the street line than five feet.

(¢c) In no case may a building be nearer the rear lot line than twenty feet.

(d) 60 feet shall be the limit until this Ordinance is amended to establish -
a design review process applicable to the Residence C-2A district.
Following such an amendment the maximum height shall be 35 feet unless
a special permit is granted by the Planning Board for additional
building height' up to but not exceeding 60 feet in total height.




V)

Parking Regul ations

630  TABLE OF PARKING REQUIREMENTS
O-fstreet parking facilities shall be provided as follows:

i C Class of Allowed Use

: Public . Factory &
Residence (&)  Assembly (b) Institution (c) Retail & Office Warehouse
Minimum num-
ber spaces per Number seats

Zoning group of © requiring : Ground Other
District dwelling units 1 spece . Floor Level
Rés. C_th 1.0 per 1.0 : 8 1,000 s.f. 500 s.f. 1,000 s.f. 1‘,600 s.f.

Other Regulations

/’

All other regulations in the Ordinance for the Residence C-2 district would
apply to the Resicence C-2A district.
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FANING BOARD

ANNEX, 67 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 02139

May 1, 1978

To the Honorable, the City Council
Dear Councillors: -

SUBJECT: Planning Board Recommendations on the Desmond and Riseman

‘ Zoning Petitions : :

As® you. are eware, the Riseman city-wide institutional development
moratorium petition and, to a lesser degree, the Desmond rezoning
petition for the Mellen Street area involve issues with serious
long-term consequences for institutions and the neighboring residen-
tial communities in the city. To that extent the Planning Board
wishes to be absolutely certain that it has fully understood and dis-
cussed all of these issues prior to making a recommendation.

The property rights of institutions and the rights of residents to a
quality living environment appear to be in conflict and compromise
is difficult. Due to the inability of the institutions and neigbor-

‘hoods to reach mutually acceptable resolutions of these differences,

the Planning Board and the Community Development Department staff are.
currently in contact with Harvard University, Lesley College, and
various neighborhood representatives attempting to establish ongoing
dialcgues between the parties involved in each case. The activity
is consistent with the April 24th Council Order calling for work to-

~ward a comprehensive containment policy for Harvard University.

While these discussions are still at a preliminary stage, substantive
results appear to be forthcoming. The Planning Board is not now in a
position to make definitive recommendations or. those two petitions and

respectfully requests that additional time be given before further
action is taken on them.

The state zoning statute has mandated a fixed time schedule to insure
timely municipal action on zoning petitions. However, it may be
necessary to use the time allotted by the law to permit the fullest
possible consideration of complex issues such as those included in
these petitions: the proliferation of institutional 1land uses and

IO REYT M ay
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The Honorablé, the1Gity(buncil Page 2. May 1, 1978

the need for stable residential environments. Final City Council
action is not required on the Riseman petition before July 4th and
on the Desmond petition until July 25th. We hope that at least
some of this legally allotted time may be used to seek solutions
that will be in the interests of both parties in each case.

Respectfully submitted,
For the Cambridge Planning Board

GO 2,

Arthur C. Parris
Chairman

ACP: jp
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ANNEX, 57 |INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 02139

May 1, 1978

To'the Honorabie. the City Council
Dear Councillors:
_SUBJECT: Fitzgerald/Prospect Street Rezoning Petition
The Planning Board held its public hearing on a petition by
- James Fitzgerald to rezone an area along Prospect Street from
Residence C-1 to‘Office 1 on April 18th. The Board has not
met to discuss tais petition and cannot make a recommendation -at

‘this time. A rezommendation will be forthcoming after our next

meeting.
Respectfhlly submitted,
Fbr the Cambridge Planning‘Board

é;ZCK£q-<fj<;g;1*C}

Arthur C. Parris
Chairman

ACP: jp




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
COMMUN!TY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

- City Hall Annex lnman & Broadway Extension 344

To Russell Higley, Cify'Solicitbr
From Don alccm, Zoning Consultant Date April 27, 1978

Subject public Hearings on Zoning Petitions

I understand that the question of whether or not the Planning
Board and the City Council may hold joint public hearings

on zoning amendment petitions has been raised again. Enclosed
you will find correspondence between your department and our
department and between the City Clerk and the Department of Communlty
Affairs on this issue. These documents indicate that joint
hearings are a possibility. To my knowledge, nothing has happened
since they were written that would change that assertion. Not
only do joint hearings seem possible under Chapter 40A, some
people have argued that they are mandatory, though I do not share
that view. I hope that this information will ancwer any questions
that may remain on the zoning law's procedural requirements.

encl.

CC. David Vickgig//
Paul Healy

R W S



RUSSELL B. HIGLEY RUSSELL B. HIGLEY
CITY SOLICITOR .

EDWARD A. CUNNINGHAM
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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 . (617) 876680(),

- : 9\\3\\31.’ “L‘}":‘:LG'P’MA ’
LAW DEPARTMENT AN _ iy
| S RECEIVEDR Y

JAR 10 1275

ANDREW T. TRODDEN
LEGAL COUNSEL

LEGISLATIVE AGENT

_ CHARLES A. WATSON ' - Flg CaL 0Ff {e%

January 9, 1978

Mr. David Vickery
Assistant City Manager for
Community Development

City Hall Annex

- 57 Inman Street

Cambridge, Massachusetts
Dear Mr. Vickery:

- I am in receipt of your request for an opinion regarding
the Mandatory Zoning Amendment Procedures set fortl: in your corre-
spondence of December 6, 1977.

. I concur with you that certain provisions of section 5
of Chapter 40A (The New Zoning Enabling Act) are ambiguous. The
procedures included in your December 6 correspondence, however,
appear to apply the most logical interpretation of these statutory
provisions. I therefore approve of these procedures as you have
set them forth in your December 6 correspondence.

You have also requested an opinion concerning the legal
consequence of a failure to hold public hearings within the time
limits set forth in section 5 of Chapter 40A.

It is my opinion that failure to follow these time
limitations would subject any ordinance subsequently adopted to
a claim of invalidity; said claim could be raised within 120 days
after adoption of said ordinance, - pursuant to the provisions of
section 5. S ‘

Very truly yours,

| \ “n
Russell B. Higle —)C\ES>

City Solicitor
RBH: j1



CITY OF CAM BRIDGE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
City Hall Annex - lnman & Broadway - Cambiidge, Mass. 02139

(617) 876-6800 ' ‘
EXTENSION 344 : ’

MANDATORY ZONING AMENDMENT PROCEDURES

Cambridge City Council
December 6, 1977

One of the purposes of the comprehensive revision of the State's zoning

- laws (Chapter 808 o7 the Acts of 1975) was to speed up the various legis- -
* lative and administrative procedures involved with zoning. Now that the
City Council has formally adopted Chapter 808 and the revised Zoning
Ordinance, it is important that all parties involved with zofling be aware

" of what the new State law requires. This memorandum su{nmarizes the
procedural requiremsnts for acting on petitions to amend the Zoning Ordi.
nance, It emphasizes Chapter 808 time limitations on City Council action.
The requirements discussed below are set forth in Section 5 of Chapter 40A
- of the General Laws of the Commonwealth, : ‘

1. PETITION FILED WITH CITY COUNCIL

As before, a zoning amendment is initiated by filing the proposed change
with the City Council. Petitions may be filed by the City Council itself,
by the Planning Board, by the Board of Zoning Appeals, by the Metro~
politan Area Planning Council, by ten registered voters, and by any
individual who owns land which would be affected by the petition.

2. PETITION SUBMITTED TO PLANNING BOARD WITHIN 14 DAYS OF
RECLEIPT

Within fourteen cays of its receipt, the petition must be submitted. by
the City Council to the Planning Board for review. In Cambridge,
petitions to the Council are submitted at the City Clerk?s office. There-
fore, the date of receipt by the Council is considered to be the date the
petition is reviewed and time-stamped at the Clerk!s office.

3. PUBLIC HEARING(S) HELD WITHIN 65 DAYS OF SUBMITTAL TO
PLANNING BOALD v :

The State law rejuires a public hearing on a zoning petition by the Planw
ning Board and by the City Council or a committee of the Council. The
statutory languagz regarding public hearings on petitions is somewhat
ambiguous, however the following interpreotations have been widely
agreed upon: .

PRSI TGS At . 3 S ey
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a) Separate hearings by each body or joint hearings may be held,

b) If separate hearings are held, the statutory notice réquirements of
the second paragraph of Section 5, Chapter 40A, G. L. , must be
complied with for each hearing.

c) Bothlearings must be held within sixty-five days after the petition
is submitted to the Planning Board by the City Council. Note, this
means that in some instances it may be necessary for the City
Council Committee on Ordinances to advertise for its public hearing
on a zoning petition before the Planning Board's report is received
or even before the Planning Board hearing is held.

21 DAY WAITING PERIOD FOR PLANNING BOARD REPORT

A City Council vote on the adoption of a proposed zoning amendment

~cannot be held until a report on the petition has been submitted by the

Planning Board or until twenty«one days have elapsed from the date of
the Planning Board public hearing,

vCITY COUNCIL ADOPTION WITHIN 96 DAYS OF PLANNING BOARD

PUBLIC HEARING

Section 5 of Chapter 40A requires that the City Council vote on the
adoption of a proposed ordinance amendment within ninety days of the
public hearing. If the Council fails to vote on a petition within ninety
days, no further action on the petition may be taken until a new public
hearing is held, subject to the usual notice and report requirements,

Again, the statutory language is ambiguous, It is not clear which public
hearing the ninety days is counted from or how a time lapse of more
than ninety days without Council action affects Building Department
issuance of building permits which could have been withheld pending
outcome of the petition. The following interpretations have been made:

a) The 90 day time limit on Council action is counted from-the date of
the Planning Board!s public hearing,

b) A 90 day lapse without action renders the petition inactive and
requires that the amendment process begin again, Therefore, after
such a lapse the Building Department should grant permits as usual
until an_cli unless the petition is readvertised, A

These interpretations have been codified in Section 1,52 of the new Ordinance,

LR POV # S
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WILLIAM G FLYNN
SECRETARY

March 6, 1978

Mr. Paul E. Healy, City Clerk
Office of the City Clerk

City Hall g
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Dear Mr. Healy:

.
Boston. . sy £o100

¥

I am writing in regard to your letter, dated February 15, 1978, concerning
a series of questions relative to certain procedural requirements of the new
Zoning Act. Chapter €08 of the Acts of 1975 represents a classic example of
the General Court's urcanny ability to unknowingly crucify procedural aspects
of General Law. However, I will do my best to decipher Section 5 of the new

Zoning Act and present the Department's views relative to the hearing and pro-

cedural requirements for proposed zoning changes.

4

Before specifically addressing each question on your list, I would like to

make the following observation and comment concerning the public hearing re-

quirement for proposed zoning changes.

The old Chapter 40A, Section 6 required

a public hearing by the planning board and the city council (or designated
comnittee of the council). Section 6 was so constructed as to leave no ques-

tion relative to-the authority of the planning board and city council to conduct

" separate public hearings. Section 6 did not contain language which expressly

authorized a joint hearing however, in Woods V. Newton, 351 Mass. 98, the court

upheld a hearing held jointly by the planning board and city council. It is
my feeling that the intent of the General Court was to reiterate the fact that
a city, may conduct a joint hearing as decided in the 4ood case. However, in
their eagerness to express such a procedural option, the General Court managed
to cloud the issue as to the authority of a planning board and city council to

hold separate public hearings. The new Zoning Act, Section 5 does not expressly
Further, nothing in the statutory scheme is

mandate a joint public hearing.

disserved by separate hearings, nothing in the statute bans such procedure -and

public convenience and advantage may be served. Let us now consider your ques-

tions.

1. How-many hearings are mandated by Chapter 808?

A. If a city or town has a Planning Board are two hearings required?

In a town, only cne hearing is required.

In a city, the planning

board and city council (or designated committee) are required to hold a public
hearing which may be held jointly. There exists no language within Section 5

which mandates two separate hearings.
An  Equal Opportunity

Employer

s~
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B. If a city or town has no Planning Board?

- In a town, one hearing is required to be held by the selectmen.
In a city, one hearing is required to be held by the city council.

C. If the Planning Board holds a hearing is a second hearing réquired
by the Council or a Council Committee? '

Yes.

: D. Is there any provision for a joint hearing of the Planning Board and
the Council or Council Committee?

Section 5 does not expressly authorize or mandate or joint public
hearing. However, considering the Wood's case and the statutory language of

Section 5, we think that a joint hearing would be consistent with the provisions
of the Zoning Act. ’

2. Time schedule - The Planning Beard receives a petition under Chapter 808
within 14 days after it is filed and holds their hearing with 65 days after the
Council receives it and must report to the City Council within 21 days a total
of 86 days has elapsed before the Council can act on the petition.

A. If the timetable outlined above is met by the Planning Board is it

necessary for the Council to advertise and hold a second hearing with 14 days
notice? .

Yes. It is also necessary that such public hearing by the Council

be held within 65 days following the date the proposal is submitted to the planning
board.

B. It is the function of the Counci] to only receive the Planning Board
report and then vote to accept, reject or amend same? '

The purpose of the planning board hearing is to enable the planning
board to be informed of the proposal and of citizen's views tharcon and to re-
port recommendations to the Council if it wishes to do so. The Council can act
in the absence of any report after the 21 day time period. The Zoning Act con-
templates that the Council will act in light of a report from the planning board,
if any such report is submitted, as well as its knowledge of ciitzens' views and

other pertinent information obtained at the public hearing held by the Council
or its committee.

C. Are there in reality two time scheules under Chapter 808?

. 1) the 65 day requirement and 21 day report of the Planning Board;
and

2) the required action by the City Council within 90 days of the
Planning Board hearing. ‘ '

Yes.

#;
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D. Relative to actidn‘by the City Council, does their 90 -day period
begin with the date of the Planning Baord hearing?

Yes.
No matter how many differing intefpretatfbns you may receive regarding this
matter, we would strongly suggest that you follow the advice of your City Solici-
tor. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.

Very truly yours,

Donald ij<chm1dt ,
Office of Local Assistance
DJS/kd |
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LESLEY COLLEGE
OBFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

In appreciation to the Cambridge City Council for their
release of the public easement of the eastern end of_Mellen
Street and their clbsing of this portion of the street, and |
in recognition of the fact,thaf Lesley College is a'vital.part_
of the Cambridge Comnunity, Lesley College hereby advises the
Council of its esta?liéﬁment of full tuition‘scholarships to énf

amount totalinz $75,000,

_ These scholarships will be rrde available to qualified
residents of the City of Cambridge who apply for admission in -
either the Undargraduate ot Graduate Degree ?rograms at Lesley

College., These will be awarded on the basis of financial need,

' leadership potential, and the willingness to teach in the

elementary schools of Cambridge.

Applications for these scholarships will be made by the

_cahdidates to =he hdmissions Office of Lesley College. All

applications will be reviewed by the General Schplarshingommittee,v
and scholarships wZ1l be awarded on the basis of the criteria
desciibed above, | -

'Don A. Orton, President

Lesley'College
June 8, 1967






Copy of my letter of March 23, 1978 -PRK

Dear Dr. Orton,

I have on my desk your letter of February 13, in which
you invite us to meet again with you for concrete dicussions,
I'd like to take you up on this offer, sometime in the next
few weeks, Our purpose, I should point out, will be to
suggest specific alterations of your Phase II and III building
plans, so that they will respect the interests of the neigh-
borhood as well as fulfill Lesley's needs. Our group feels,
along with the Cambridge Planning Board, that these two goals
need not be mutually exclusive. And now is the time to con-
sider them both, before your architects are paid to make
final working drawings.,

So that we may discuss these matters intelligently,

I would like to request a hard copy of your building plans

in advance. What we need is nothing as elaborate as actual
blueprints, but rather, the following:

1. some sectional drawings of the Phase II and III buildings,
as envisaged by your architects, and

2., a page or two of estimated numerical information regarding
your needs in terms of total classroom area, dormitory capa-
city, storage space, etc.'in the form one would present it

to an architect for incorporation in his plans.'

I would imagine that this sort of informal information
has been made readily available to you, and so I hope that it
is not too much of an imposition to ask for a copy. With it,
we will be able to make proposals which do no violence to your

~own plans., If you would be so kind as to send mec these ma-
terials - would sometime next week be too early? - then we can
arrange a meeting at your convenience in the future.

Sincerely,

Paul R Kolodner

)
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LESLEY COLLEGE
CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

March 31, 1978

Mr. Paul R. Kolodner
14 Mellen Street
Cambridge, MA 02138

Dear Mr. Kolodner: @

Dr. Orton has shared your letter of March 23 with me. In
your letter you note that your group feels "along with the
_ Cambridge Planning Board, that these two goals (Lesley's buildlng
plans and neighborhood interests) .need not be mutually exclusive.'

The view which you expressed in the letter is consistent with
the point of view you stated when we met together with Dr. Orton
on January 26. At that time you stated, as I recall it, that it
was unfortunate that there are not better means of accommodat;ng
the neighborhood's and Lesley's interests other than through
zoning, You said that Lesley was not a threat to the neighborhood
but feared that the neighborhood, under C-3 zoning, could not be

' guaranteed protection from other interests which might purchase
property and erect high-rise buildings. When we parted that
evening I left feeling that we might be able to find ways of
protecting both the neighborhood and Lesley's interest.

However, you have seen fit to re-submit the petition while at
the same time requesting copies of Lesley's building plans so that
you can "make proposals which do no violence to the...(college's)
plans." I find your position to be inconsistent, at best. How
can our interest be mutual when Lesley has openly stated that any
change in zoning would seriously jeopardize the College's future?
How can we cooperatively examine alternatives while you press for
rezOning’ You leave the College only the option of vigorously
opposing the petition to the exclusion of mutually seeking alter-
natives,



Mr. Paul R. Kolodner - 2. March 31, 1978

I personally believe that a vital Lesley is the best insurance
against the uncertainties of the future. I believe this for a
number of reasons among which I would select the following:

Lesley does not have ambitious plans for expansion

Lesley's plans for the future will not violate the neigh-
borhood by constructing architectural absurdities which
would be disruptive to the environment

The College will make improvements in a gradual manner
and the changes will add to rather than diminish the
living qualities of the area

More importantly, because of the College's size and
position, there is the possibility of finding answers
to differences which might exist

I urge you to consider other alternatives rather than freezing
out options through the rezoning process.

Sincerely,

I

;) '
f&//k*'~,p/~ El3

Robert D. Lewis
Executive Vice President

ccy Don A, Orton
John G. Tucker



HARVARD UNIVERSITY
GRAYS HALL 106

VICK PRESIDENT

FOR GOVERNMENY CamBRIDGE, MAssACHUSETTs 02138
AND COMMUNIYY AFFPAIRS

Morch 30, 1978

2ity Clerk

1ty of Cambridge
-ambridge City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
~ambridge, MA 02139

Re: Petition by Peter Desmond ot 4l 1o rezone land generally
bounded by Wendell Strecet, Everett Strect, Oxford Street
and Massachusetis Avenue, Cambri lge.

Jear Sir:

The undersigned, owner of more than 2)% of land proposed to be included
in the change to the Zoning Ordinance of tie City of Cambridge as contemplated
)y the captioned petition, hereby protests against guch change pursuant to
3.L. ¢, 40A Section 7 &nd G.L. ¢. 40A Section 5 as added by Chapter 808 of
:he Acts of 1975, for the reasons that the proposed change would constitute
;pot zoning and a takirg of property without compensation and that such
hange would impermissibly restrict the use of land for proper educational
‘urposes in violation ¢f the so-called Dover Amendment, as contained in
L. c. 40A Section 2 end G.I.. . 40A sect.on 3 as added by said Chapter 808.

Sincercly,

= oo PRES _DENT AND FELLOWS OF HARVARD COLLEGE
fo 2 Irge ﬁ g ~
Q> .
wh= ;‘,‘ ur By -
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-and Delivered:
'ETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED.



RECEIVED BY
OFFICE GF CITY CLERR
To City Clerk Paul E

City Hall Aﬂ;{fba le 14 04178

Cambridge, MassachusekSaoince uass

PROTEST OF LESLEY COLLEGE

Lesley College, of 29 Everett Street, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, being the present owner of more than
forty-four percent of the area being sought to be
changed from Residence Zone C-3 to Residence Zone
C-1, as described in the pending Petition of Peter
H. Desmond, et al, dated February 18, 1978, hereby
files with you as the City Clerk of the City of
Cambridge this written protest to the aforesaid Peti-
tion, pursuant to the provisions of the General Laws
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Chapter 403,
Section 5, as amended by 1975 Acts Chapter 808, Sec-
tion 3.

Lesley College assigns as reasons in support of
its protest the following items:

1. Lesley College has gradually developed in
this locus from its very beginning in 1909; it cannot
easily move away from it.

2. The College has improved the amenities of the
neighborhood in the locus by its conservative use of
its limited area within all of the applicable zoning
restrictions without the need of Variances in the past.

3. The current limitations have not been abused
but rather used for the very purposes for which they
were designed.

4, This locus is the center and heartland of
Lesley's campus, as much as Harvard's Yard is the very
core of Harvard College. Neither institution should
be ham-strung.
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5. The limitations of Residence Zone C-3 apply
to the whole collegiate area established from the
Charles River to and including this locus. They should
remain constant for long term planning.

6. There is no other appropriate area for Lesley
College to develop than in this locus. "Over Zoning"
this locus would only force expansion elsewhere at
tremendous expense for relatively few beneficiaries.

7.  The City Council had given its unanimous
approval to Lesley's Phase I Expansion in June of 1966
by terminating the public easement in the Easterly

one-third of Mellen Street based in part on the promise

of Lesley College to provide scholarships for worthy
‘Cambridge girls in the amount of $76,000.00. Lesley
College has honored this commitment almost five times
over, to wit: $325,000.00 to date, and still continues
to do so.

8. Lesley College has built Phase I of its new
campus on the old public easement in Mellen Street
where the new buildings, which were completed in 1973,
have an F.A.R. of 2.99 and an over-all F.A.R. of 2.4,
when combined with the buildings expected to be built.

9. "Down Zoning" the locus to Residence Zone
C-1, or to anything more restrictive than the limita-
tions of Residence Zone C-3 with an F.A.R. of 3.0
would prevent Lesley College from completing its cam-
pus with compatible and complimentary buildings to
those already constructed.

10. Changing the present zone to a more limited
zone would bar Lesley College to such a degree in the
reasonable use of the property it already owns as to
make such changes confiscatory, unreasonable and
beyond the legal scope of the law and provisions set
forth in said General Laws Chapter 40A, as amended.
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11. 1In the event of a change of the zoning
restrictions to a more limited extent in the locus,
there would be almost no legal basis for any future
variance to be obtained or /gualified under the new
provisions of that same statute for new construc-
tion - (see General Laws Chapter 40 810.

12. Lesley College maintains that the joint
public hearing of the Petition herein before the
Planning Board with the Committee on Ordinances of
the Cambridge City Council deprives Lesley College
of its rights under the due process required by the
terms and provisions of General Laws Chapter 40A
Section 5, in that there is no opportunity for all
concerned parties to hear and prépare'proper responses
to the recommendations of the Planning Board which
are called for by the aforesaid statute to be given
by the Planning Board to the City Council.

Respectfully submitted:

Lesley Coliege

By its attorney:

Wm. Gardner Perrain
100 Federal Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02110
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o - AMENDED PUBLIC NOTICE
gc e RELATIVE TO ZONING.

ity of ambringe

MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 4OA,
‘Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition, and amendments thereto, that a
joint public hearing between the Planning Board and the Committeecon Ordinances will
be held on  April 26, 1978 at = 8:00 P, M. in the City
Council Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition by Peter Desmond,
et al, to amend the Zoning Map of the City of Cambridge from Residence C-3 to
Residence C~1 as it affects areas shown on the attached map:-
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Gity of Qumbridge

A legally correct description of this petition is on file at the
office of the City Clerk.

A1l persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. ‘

For the Committee,

Councillor Frisoli,
Chairman, Committee on Ordinances.
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To City Clerk Paul E. Healy
City Hall
Cambridge, Massachusetts

PROTEST OF LESLEY COLLEGE

Lesley College, of 29 Everett Street, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, being the present owner of more than
forty-four percent of the area being sought to be
changed from Residence Zone C-3 to Residence Zone
C-1, as described in the pending Petition of Peter
H. Desmond, et al, dated February 18, 1978, hereby
files with you as the City Clerk of the City of
Cambridge this written protest to the aforesaid Peti-
tion, pursuant to the provisions of the General Laws
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Chapter 403,
Section 5, as amended by 1975 Acts Chapter 808, Sec-
tion 3.

Lesley College assigns as reasons in support of
its protest the following items:

1. Lesley College has gradually developed in
this locus from its very beginning in 1909; it cannot
easily move away from it.

2, The College has improved the amenities of the
neighborhood in the locus by its conservative use of
its limited area within all of the applicable zoning
restrictions without the need of Variances in the past.

3. The current limitations have not been abused
but rather used for the very purposes for which they
were designed.

4. This locus is the center and heartland of
Lesley's campus, as much as Harvard's Yard is the very
core of Harvard College. Neither institution should
be ham-strung.



-2-

5. The limitations of Residence Zone C-3 apply
to the whole collegiate area established from the
Charles River to and including this locus. They should
remain constant for long term planning.

6. There is no other appropriate area for Lesley
College to develop than in this locus. "Over Zoning"
this locus would only force expansion elsewhere at
tremendous expense for relatively few beneficiaries.

7. The City Council had given its unanimous
approval to Lesley's Phase I Expansion in June of 1966
by terminating the public easement in the Easterly
one-third of Mellen Street based in part on the promise
of Lesley College to provide scholarships for worthy
Cambridge girls in the amount of $76,000.00. Lesley
College has honored this commitment almost five times
over, to wit: $325,000.00 to date, and still continues
to do so. :

8. Lesley College has built Phase I of its new
campus on the old public easement in Mellen Street
where the new buildings, which were completed in 1973,
have an F.A.R. of 2.99 and an over-all F.A.R. of 2.4,
when combined with the buildings expected to be built.

9. "Down Zoning" the locus to Residence Zone
C-1l, or to anything more restrictive than the limita-
tions of Residence Zone C-3 with an F.A.R. of 3.0
would prevent Lesley College from completing its cam-
pus with compatible and complimentary buildings to
those already constructed.

10. Changing the present zone to a more limited
zone would bar Lesley College to such a degree in the
reasonable use of the property it already owns as to
make such changes confiscatory, unreasonable and
beyond the legal scope of the law and provisions set
forth in said General Laws Chapter 40A, as amended.
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11. 1In the event of a change of the zcning
restrictions to a more limited extent in the locus,
there would be almost no legal basis for any future
variance to be obtained or -qualified under the new
provisions of that same statute for new construc-
tion - (see General Laws Chapter 40 8§10.

12. Lesley College maintains that the joint
public hearing of the Petition herein before the
Planning Board with the Committee on Ordinances of
the Cambridge City Council deprives Lesley College
of its rights under the due process required by the
terms and provisions of General Laws Chapter 40A
Section 5, in that there is no opportunity for all

concerned parties to hear and prepare proper responses

to the recommendations of the Planning Board which
are called for by the aforesaid statute to be given
by the Planning Board to the City Council.

Respectfully submitted:

Lesley College

By its attorney:

Wm. Gardner Perrin
100 Federal Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02110



HARVARD UNIVERSITY
GRAYS HALL 16

VICE PRESIDENT .
FOR GOVERNMENT CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTs 02138
AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

March 30, 1978

City Clerk

City of Cambridge
Cambridge City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Petition by Peter Desmond et al to rezone land generally
bounded by Wendell Street, Everett Street, Oxford Street

and Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge.

Re:

Dear Sir:

The undersigned, owner of more than 20% ‘of land proposed to be included
in the change to the Zoninc Ordinance of the City of Cambridge as contemplated

by the captioned petition, hereby protests against such change pursuant to
G.L. c. 40A Section 7 and G.L. c. 40A Section 5 as added by Chapter 808 of

the Acts of 1975, for the reasons that the proposed change would constitute
spot zoning and a taking of property without compensation and that such
change would impermissibly restrict the use of land for proper educational
purposes in violatdion of thre so-called Dover Amendment, as contained’ in

G.L. c. 40A Section 2 and G.L%. c. 40A Section 3 as added by said Chapter 808.

Sincerely,

PRESIDENTnAND FELLOWS OF HARVA D»COLLEGE
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Comm. from President and Fellows of Harvard
College re: petition of Peter Desmond et al
to rezone land generally bounded by Wendell
St., Everett St., Oxford St. and Mass., Ave,
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April 10, 1978 s

Mr. Richard Horgan

Community Planning Division

Cambridge Planning Board

City Hall Annex : ot
57 Inman Street

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Re: Petition of Peter H. Desmond et al, February 18, 1978
Rezoning of Everett-Mellen-Wendell Street Area From
Residence C-3 to Residence C-1

Dear Mr. Horgan:

, _ Y
Enclosed herewith are the following items in eight counter-
parts:

1. Objection of Lesley College to the above-
ent_tled Petition for failure to post
timely notice of Public Hearing of April
4, 2978;

2. Memorandum on Behalf of Lesley College to
the Cambridge Planning Board in Opposition
to the above Petition, with Lesley Exhibit
A. b -

Would you please see that they are duly filed with the
Planning Board in accordance with the extension of time
granted to me at the hearing.

Re pectfully yours,

| /},,m ) \\{é va

WGP /mlb Wm. Gardn Perrln
encls. ‘
CC: Dr. Don 4. Orton ®

Mr. John G. Tucker
Mr. Robert D. Lewis

Mr. Eliot I. Snider
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. OBJECTION ON BEHALF OPFRBESEY corrs

TO THE PETITION DATED Eﬁfg@gm@ z‘ékg ggs,

OF PETER H. DESMOND, Fotgﬁf REEON-
ING OF EVERETT-MELLEN- REETS

The requirements specified in General Laws Chapter
40A, as amended by Acts of 1975, Chapter 808, for Pro-
cedure for Adoption or Change in Zoning Ordinances or
By-Laws are set forth in General Laws Chapter 40A, Sec-
tion 5.

That portion of the statute in regard to the public-
ation of notices for the public hearings by the Planning
Board or City Council is in the second Paragraph of Sec-
tion 5 and says, in part:

"Notice of the time and place of such public
hearings of the subject matter, sufficient
for identification, and of the place where
texts and maps thereof may be inspected
shall be published in a newspaper of general
circulation in the city or town once in each
of two successive weeks, the first publica-
tion to be not less than fourteen days before
the day of the hearing and by posting such
notice in a conspicuous place in the city or
town hall for a period of not less than four-
teen days before the day of said hearing".

In the present instance there was a failure by the
Planning Boar d to cause the required notice of its public
hearing on the subject petition of Peter H. Desmond, et
al, to be held on Tuesday, April 4, 1978, in the Cambridge
City Council Chamber at 7:30 P.M. to be posted in the City
Hall for the fourteen day period before the day of the
hearing. The notice that was posted on the customary Bulle-
tin Board beside the door of the City Clerk's office in the
Cambridge City Hall bore the receipt stamp of the City
Clerk's Office, dated March 31, 1978, 11:42 A.M., which is
less than five days prior to the date set for said hearing
on April 4, 1978.
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Such a failure to post the required notice within
the minimum p2riod is not a matter of form or material
that could be waived by any interested party or by the
Planning Board itself. It is a jurisdictional bar that
prevents any legal action being taken on the subject
petition by the Planning Board or the City Council in
the circumstaaces here prevailing.

Respectfully Submitted:

Attorney for Lesley College
29 Everett Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts
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MEMORANDUMY 6% BE L OF\I ESLEY COLLEGE
TO CAMBSED NG BOARD
N oppos M¥dr TO RO®BION OF PETER H.

DESMOND, E gx&i‘\\ f’gk REZONING EVERETT-
MELLEN-WENDELL STREET AREA, DATED FEBRUARY 18, 1978

Lesley College specifically reserves the right to
file and act upon its objection to the procedural and
jurisdictional error in the Board's failure to post the
notice in the time and manner required by General Laws
Chapter 402 85, for adoption or change in Zoning Ordi-
nances or By-Laws.

In the interest of conserving the time and filing
space of the Board, Lesley College herein adopts and
incorporates each of its points and arguments referred
to in its previous Memorandum submitted to this Board
at the last hearing on this identical Petition on Janu-
ary 17, 1978 --- excepting only that portion therein
referring to the inadequacy of the legal qualification
of the ten petitioners.

In substance, Lesley College desires that due notice
and weight be given to the basic facts that it has existed
in the locus as an educational institution for young ladies
since 1909; that it has gradually developed and had grown
by 1930 to include the whole corner of Everett and Oxford
Streets; and that its character and development were obvi-
ously the basis for the original zoning designation in
Residence Zone C-3. That particular zone was also applied
to the bulk of all Harvard University holdings at the time,
running from this locus all the way to the Charles River,
excepting only a small commercial intervening strip of
land southerly off Harvard Yard.

Neither institution can depart from its base at will
no matter how much their neighbors might desire to have
them go away.
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Lesley College, unlike Harvard University, has its
core and substantially all of its undergraduate campus
in the locus of the two block area under consideration.
It has built a portion of the modern campus it aspires
to provide its students by staying within the limits of
Residence C-3 restrictions, replacing eleven superan-
nuated former dwellings in so doing. Nothing that it
has erected in any way could be fairly described as
"high rise" nor threatening to the neighborhood ameni-
ties; but the over-all effect of opening the congested
area with a landscaped campus has contributed to the-
serenity and gentility of the surroundings. There is
no aura of commercial op=srations nor what the Petition-
ers euphemistically call "Realties" which are in fact
- apartment/tenements, a number of which are as high or
higher than the new buildings at Lesley. Those that
already exist in the locus would become non-conforming
and would not disappear. Nor would those "Realties"
on the Northerly side of Wendell Street be hidden, one
of which lowes almost over the street line from its
four and a half story height.

Lesley College is not able to rely on endowment
funds. It therefore must depend on tuition and fees to
finance the capital funds for 'its building programs. To
do that, it in turn must make adequate and efficient use
of each facility. Experience with the new buildings in
Phase I have proven that any greater restriction than it
already has from Residence C-1 minima could not be toler-
ated with any reasonable expectation of successful fund-
ing. In that regard, reference should be made to the
computations set forth in the Exhibit submitted to the
Board at the "Public Hearing" on April 4, 1978, and
hereto attached marked Lesley "Exhibit A",

As indicated above, Lesley College can and will sur-
vive and grow under such legal and reasonable restraints
as the present Zoning Ordinance provide. 1In the face of
greater restraints being applied, it will be forced to
expand beyond the designed area of the locus and/or to
fight the greater restrictions in every legal forum or
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arena open to it to prove that the same are not reason-
able or proper under the law thereto presently appli-
cable. In fact it would show that by the statement of
the Petitioners® own spokesman, the requested "down
zoning" was being sought, not as a fundamental purpose

of zoning, i.e. "to protect the health, safety and
general welfare of (their) present and future inhabit-
ants", but rather to make Lesley College come on bended
knee on a Variance Petition for each and every modern-
ization so that the local neighbors could have an "in-put"
on every plan. Such confrontations would amount to argu-
ments about taste over which no arbiter could satisfy the
required majority of the Board of Appeals nor could any
institution have any reasonable hope of selllng bonds to
fund such ephemeral plans.

Unreasonable increased restrictions, reaching beyond
the statutory purposes of the Zoning law, would be con-
fiscatory in nature as far as Lesley College property is
concerned and counter-productive to the welfare of the
general public for which Lesley College exists as a pub-
lic charity. It too is an inhabitant of Cambridge with
more than fifty of its undergraduate students commuting
residents out of 766 pupils, who, with the faculty and
visitors, contribute more than six and a half million
dollars a year to the economic well being of the City.
This 1is in addition to the $325,000.00 scholarship com-
mittment which Lesley has made so far to Cambridge girls'
tuition. You will recall that Lesley College gave this
in token consideration for the City Council's release of
the public easement in the Easterly third of Mellen Street
in 1966. The City Council's action was by unanimous vote
whick in effect approved of Lesley College's proposal
for the new campus. In reasonable reliance on such
approval, Lesley has obligated itself to a bond issue
of $6,500,000.00 for Phase I. The intervention of new
regulations after the contruction of this part of the
new campus would be an impairment of the contractual
relationship thus created and illustrates the need for the
firm and constant standard for zoning ordinances on which
long term reliances can be safely made.
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For all the foregoing reasons, Lesley College
respectfully requests that the Petition herein for any
change in the Zoning Ordinance affecting this two block

locus be discharged without the recommendation of this
Board.

LESLEY COLLEGE

Wm. Gardner Perrin .
its attorney

100 Federal Street
Boston, Massachusetts

Tel: 482-4070



Ownership of Area

Institution:
Lesley
Harvard

Subtotal

Apartments

Commercial

Residential
Subtotal

TOTALS
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202, JE q. ASS: 44 .8%
116, 44ggﬁ§33§§t“ 25.8%
318,449 sqg. ft. . 70.6%
65,224 sq. ft. 14.4%
51,250 sqg. ft. 11.4%
16,459 sq. ft. - 3.6%
132,933 sq. ft. 29.4%
451,382 sqg. ft. 100.0%

Area, Lesley Main Campus

Land
Buildings

Maximum Gross Square Feet of Buildings Permitted

177,457 square feet

22 buildings
13 buildings
35 buildings

6 buildings
2 buildings

6 buildings

14 buildings

49 buildings

209,370 gross square feet

c-1
c-2
c-3

.75
1.75
3.0

133,092
310,549
532,371

Maximum Additional Building_Permitted

()(l)(')
w N

Lesley Building Master Plan

White Hall

Phase I

Add'l Buildings
Master Plan
Total

(76,278) Gross Square Feet
101,179 Gross Square Feet
323,001 Gross Square Feet

31,990
90,700

395,000

427,690

Maximum Square Feet Necessary for Master Plan of 427,690

~Allowable
c-1 133,092 (294,598)
c-2 310,549 (117,141)
c-3 532,371 104,681

Lesley Exhibit A

Ratio

2.4
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April 10, 1978

- Mr. Paul E. Healy

City Clerk

City of Cambridge

City Hall

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138

Re: Petition of Peter H. Desmond, et al,February 18, 1978
Rezoning of Everett-Mellen-Wendell Street Area From
Residence C-3 to Residence C-1

" Dear Mr. Healy:

I thought you would like to have the enclosed for your

records.

Sincerely YOurs,

WGP/mlb Wm. Gardner Perrin
encls. Objection of Lesley College for failure to post
notice of hearing of April 4, 1978; '

Memorandum on Behalf of Lesley Cdllege to the
Cambridge Planning Board in Opposition to Peti-
tion with Lesley Exhibit A. '
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Comm. from Wm. Gardner Perrin regarding the
petition of Peter H. Desmond, et al, of
Feb. 18, 1978 to rezone the Everett, Mellen an¢

. Wendell St. area.

In ci'fcy Council,



HARVARD UNIVERSITY
GRAYS HALL 16

'

" VICE PRESIDENT . ‘ ) .
FOR GOVERNMENT , CaAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTs 02138
AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS ‘ )

March 30, 1978

City Clerk v

' City of Cambridge _

Cambridge City Hall ‘ : ‘ - )
795 Massachusetts Avenue:

Cambridge, MA 02139

Petltlon by Peter Desmond et al to rezone land generally
bounded by Wendell Street, Everett Street, Oxford Street

and Massachusetts Avenue, Cambrldge

Re:

Dear Sir:

The undersigned, owner of more than 20% of land proposed to be 1ncluded
in the change to the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Cambridge as contemplated

by the captioned petition, hereby protests against such change pursuant to
G T.. c. 40A Section 7 and G.L. c. 40A Section 5 as added by Chapter 808 of

2 Acts of 1975, for the reasons that the proposed change would constitute
spot zoning and a taking of property without compensation and that such
change would impermissibly restrict the use of land for proper educational

purposes in violation of the so-called Dover Amendment, as contained in
G.L. c. 40A Section 2 and G.L. c. 40A Section 3 as added by said Chapter 808.

Sincerely,

PRESIDENT. AND FELLOWS OF HARVARD- COLLEGE
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PUBLICATIONS

PUBLISHED IN: Chronicle

EDITION: April 6th and April 13th, 1978

DATE:




C. C. 1086

ity of Tambringe

REVISED SCHEDULE ON THE PETITION OF PETER H. DESMOND.

Petition filed with the City Clerk February 22, 1978

(A1l hearings to be completed by April 28, 1978.)

In City Council February 27, 1978
Referred to Planning Board for Report ’ March 2, 1978 l‘ﬁ:'//
Hearings before the Planning Board April 4, 1978

(THIS HEARING was postponed to joint hearing with Council to April 26, 1978 at 8 PM.)

(Clty Council must act within 90 days of the Planning Board's hearing whlch would
be July 3, 1978.)

City Council Hearing Published:

Chronicle (original notice) April &, 1978
Herald  (amended notice) April 12, 1978
Herald (amended notice) April 19, 1978
Chronicle (amended notice) April 20, 1978
Hearing before the City Council April 26, 1978 at 8:00 P. M.
Reported to the City Council May 1, 1978
Passed to a second reading Uay d—3o78~ T H\O\Qd
Publish Moy~ 2978
Ready for Ordination May 5318
Publish MeyT8,- 3978
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To the Honorable, the City Council of the

City of Cambridge: CAMBRIDGE, MASS,

’

The undersigned respectfully pray
that the map accompanying the text of the Zoning Orcinance of the City of

Cambridge be amended as follows:

By striking out the designavtion Residence C-3 and substituting in place thereof
the designation Residence C-1 insofar as it relates to the following described
areas of land:

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors Plat #156. 0Odd
numbers 7 through 37 Mellen Street, even numbers 8 through 34 Wendell Street,
odd numbers 61 through 69 Oxford Street, odd numbers 1637 and 1645 Massa-
chusetts Avenue and which includes all or parts of lots numbered 26, 86, 60,
61, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 83, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 57, 56, 55, 82, 53, 52, 51,
50, 49, 48, 47, 46, 45, 87, 80, 82, 90, 41, 91, 92 as shown on Assessors'
Plat #156; ’

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors' Plat #157. 0Odd
numbers 3 through 27 Everett Street, odd numbers 1607 through 1627 Massa-
chusetts Avenue, odd numbers 45 through 53 Oxford Street and even numbers

6 through 24 Mellen Street and which includes all or parts of lots numbered

1, 39, 26, 52, 53, 54, 49, 50, 23, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 23, 51, 20, 68, 19,
61, 64, 65, 66, 67, 62, 63 as shown on Assessors' Plat #157; and which is
bounded and described as follows: '

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant
from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue and
the centerline of Wendell Street;

Thence running southwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel to
the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue 125 feet more or less to a
point said pint being the intersection of a line 100 feet distan: from and paral-
lel to the southeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue and a line 100 feet
distant from and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street;

Thence running northwesterly along a line 100 feet distant from and parallel to

the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extensionl50 feet more orvr
less to a point said point being the intersection of a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern streetline of Wendell Street and its extension
and the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue:
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Thence running southwesterly along the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue 515
feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of the centerline -
of Massachusetts Avenue and the centerline of Everett Street and its extension;

Thence running southeazsterly along the centerline of Everett Street and its
extension 925 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection of
the centerline of Everett Street and its extension and the centerline of Oxford

Street;

|
j
|

Thence running northeasterly along the centerline of Oxford Street 660 feet more
or less to a point said point being the intersection of the centerline of Oxford
Street and the centerline of Wendell Street and its extension;

- Thence running northwesterly along the centerline of Wendell Street and its
extension 775 feet more or less to the point of origin and which comprises
an area of 591,750 square feet more or less.
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O-53
Petition of Peter H. Desmond et al to amend
the Zoning Ordinance by striking out the
designation Res. (-3 and substituting in place
thereof the designation Res. C-1 in the area
bounded by Mellen St., Wendell St., Oxford
St., Mass. Avenue and Everett St.

In City Council, .
Feb, 27, 1978 )
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