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CITY OF CAMBPIDGE MASSACHUSETTS

PLA]\TN]{NG B@ARD

CITY -HALL ANNEX, §7 INMAN STREET CAMBR!DGE 39

~ " November 20, 1974

v

The Honorable, the City Councﬂ
City Hall - : « o o R
C'nnbngge, Mass. 02139 CoLT ST

SUBTECT: Pe11’c1on to Rozone Healey oheet Alea

Dear Councillors:

In accordance with Chapter 40A of the Gén’eral Laws, the Planning
Board held a public hearing on October 1, 1974, on a petition by -

- Thomas Anninger et al to rezone land bounded generally by a line
100' from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of. Parker Street,

by a line 100' from and parallel to the eastern streetline of Buckmgham '

Street and by a line 100' from and parallel to the southwestern street-
line of Concord Awemu. from a Residence C 1 Dlstrxct to a Rcsldence
A-2 Dmtru.t ' " -

On the basis of the festimdny presented at the public hearing and infor-
mation provided by the Community Development Department staff, the
Planning Boa rd recommends that this pet1t10n be approved. - '

1. The G’ﬁaractcr of the Hea.lcy S’creet Negghborhood

\'*=Q; o

In this low’ de‘nsi'cyq ne1ghb,_orb.ood' (ovw and twc famlly awelhng .umts x
predominating) traffic is light and parking is not a major problem.

~ The residents are pr1ma11ly families with children. The proximity

of Harvard Squarc and various institutional propcr’ues makes thts
‘area attxactwe for high den51ty development , ‘

e

Despite prc¢:51\1eq in and around the axea for hxgh dcnsity development
until 1ecen{1y there has been little redevelopment “Redevelopment has
" been kept to a minirhum because; there is almost no .vacant land and
the parcels are small, making land assembly difficult; many owner
occupants are reluctant to sell to developers,- despltz. high offers;
relatively high permitted densities have led to conversions which in
turn have satisfied some of the mucascd houung demand in the area.
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2. * The logic of A-2 4 o , ’ ’ : R
There are curvently 66 dwelling units in this zone, distributed over
sixteen one and two family dwellings and seven multi - family dwellings,
OJ the existing multi-family dwellings, only one provides for more
than four units, All of these buildings are two or three story wooden
framzdwellings. A
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The present C-1 designation, if fully developed, would allow a total

of 116 dwelling units, an increase of 50 units, or 76%, in an area

which contains only 3.2 acres of land, Such additional development
would lead to congestion in the streets, overcrowding of land, and

undue concentration of population, all of which the Zoning Ordinance

is expressly designed to prevent. Three huildings with a total of 44
units are now under construction in this zone or immediately adjacent

to it.  Another development of this magnitude would destroy the present
character of the neighborhood, against the wishes of the neighborhood's -
owner occupants.  Further, the existing C-1 density would allow the
ercction of large, bulky buildings, in discord with the other homes in - : e
the neighborhood, ‘

Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance the area was an integral part of the -
large residential (R-4) zone in western Cambridge. The 1943 and 1962 -
ordinances introduced zoning distinctions into the neighborhood ‘which

did not correspond to existing patterns and which provided for potential

development not in keeping with the residential character of the neighbor-

hood. The effects of such differential zoning could drastically change

structural types in the neighborhood and discourage family occupancy. . : .
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3. The Property Value Issue . ' o . | : S

A ccomplex issue in any "down-zoning" is the impact on property valucs,
Some owners will argue that the loss of development potential will
reduce property value -- meaning the value of the land for redevelop-

_:‘:_‘,3,7; s

raent is adversely aflected,  On the other hand, the protection afforded |
a residential neighborhood by zoning that preserves existing character '
is also translatable into "'property value' -- particularly in Cambridge

where speculative, redevelopment pressures are at work in many
neighborhoods. The Board feels that these forces will tend to cancel .
out one another; in other words, property values will not be substan-
tially affected in either direction. The other issues involved in the
proposed zoning change are, in the Planning Board's mind, more
significant, o '
' \

4, _]_?.c_e(‘omlyjﬂwd:xficnu

The Board feels that the prescrvation of fainily environrnents should
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be a p‘rincipal objective of Cambridge. - The;} represent a scarce com-
*modity that the City cannot afford to lose, Thé existing density vs.
' the potential density of this area, is at variance with the Board's
s policy of maximum protection of older cstablished neighborhoods suitable
as family euvironments,  The proposed rczoning from C-1 to A-2 will
reinfovee this policy. »

The attendance and cvidence presented at the public hearing indicated -
that discussion of the zoning change was extensive within the neighbor-
hood: Only one owner occupant in the neighborhood did not sign the .-
petition for zone change, and that was due to illness. No one in
attendance at the public hearing spoke in opposition to the petition.

The Planning Board recomiriends that this' petition be APPROVED.,

Gl By
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PUBLIC NOTICE
REIATIVE TO ZONING

ity of Cambridge

MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions of

CHapter 4O, Section 6 of the General laws, Tercentenary Editicn, and
amendments thereto, that s punlic hearing will be held on Tuesday,
January 28, 1975 at 8:00 P. Mo before the Committee on Ordinances in the
City Council Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge on the proposed amendment to
the ordinances entitled: "Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge"
passed to be ordained February 13, 1961 by striking out the designation
Residence C=1 and substituting in place thereof the designation Residence
A=2 inscfar as said zoning map relatés to the following described areas
of lands »

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors?
Plat #2245 even numbers 1) through 46 Parker Street; and which include
all of parts of lots numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 as shown on Assessors?
Plat #2243

Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors®
Plat #225; cdd numbers 21 through 59 Parker Street; even numbers 4
through 34 Healey Street; odd numbers 3 through 33 Healey Street; even
numbers 80 and 86 Buckingham Streets and which include all or parts of
lots numbered 34 4y 5; 75 & 9y 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 3hy 35, 36, 42y L3, hhy L6, LT, L8; L9, 50, 51, 52, 55
86 and which are bounded and described as followss

Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line
100 feet distant from and parallel to the scuthwestern street line of
Concord Avenue and the centerline of Buckingham Streets

Thence running southeasterly along a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the scuthwestern street line of Concord Avenue, 650 feet more
or less to a point said point being the intersection with the southeastern
lot line of lot number 8 Assessors! Plat #224;

Thence running southwesterly along the southeastern lot line of
lots numbered 8, 7, 6, 5, Ly 3, 2, as shown on Assessors® Plat #2244, 405
feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection with the
southwestern lot line of lot number 2 Assessors! Plat #22L4s

Thence running northwesterly along the southwestern lot line of
lot number 2 Assessors?® Plat #224 and its extension 125 feet more or less
to a point said point being the intersection with the centerline of Parker
Street; -

Thence running southwesterly ahong the centerline of Parker
Street 135 feet more or less to a point said peint being the intersection



C. C, 106

ity of Qambridge

with the extension of the northeastern lot line of lot number 26 Assessors®
Plat #2253

Thence running northwesterly and northerly along the northeastern
and eastern lot line and their extensions of lots numbered 26, 49, L7, 22,
53, 19, 20, L5 on Assessors? Plat #225, 520 feet more or less to a point
said point being the intersection with the centerline of Buckingham Streetg

Thence rumning northeasterly aleng the centerline of Buckingham

Streety, 60 feet morecor less to the peint of origin, and which comprises

and area of 165,500 aquare feet more or lesss

All persons interested in the matter may appear at this time and
be heardo

By order of the City Council,

Paul E. Healy,
City Clerko



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

PLANNING BOARD

CITY HALL ANNEX, §7 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 39

" November 20, 1974

The Honorable, the City Council
City Hall
Cambridge, Mass. 02139

SUBJECT: Petition to Rezone Healey Street Area
Dear Councillors:

In accordance with' Chapter 40A of the General Laws, the Planning

Board held a public hearing on Octcber 1, 1974, on a petition by
Thomas Apninger et al to rezone land bounded generally by a line

100" from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of. Parker Street,

by a line 100' from and parallel to the eastern streetline of Buckingham
Street and by a line 100' from and paraliel to the southwestern street-

line of Concord Avenue from a Residence C-1 District to a Residence

A -2 District.

On the basis of the testimony presented at the public hearing and infor-

mation provided by the Community Development Department staff, the

Planning B_bard 're‘commends. that this petition be approved.

1. The Character of the Healey Street Neighborhood

In this low density neighborhood (ove and two family cwelling units
predominating) traffic is light and parking is not a major problem.
The residents are primarily families with children. The preximity
of Harvard Square and various institutional properties makes this
area attractive for high density develcpment. ‘

Despite pressures in and around the area for high density development,
until recently there has been little redevelopment. Redevelopment has
been kept to a minimmum because; there is almost no vacant land and
the parcels are small, making land assembly difficult; many owner’
occupants are reluctant to sell to developers, despite high offers;
relatively high permitted densities have led to conversions which in
turn have satisfied some of the increased housing demand in the area,



2. The Logic of A-2

There are currently 66 dwelling units in this zone, distributed over
sixteen one and two family dwellings and seven multi-family dwellings.
Of the existing multi-family dwellings, only one provides for more
than four units. All of these buildings are two or three story wooden
framzdwellings.

The present C-1 designation, if fully developed, would allow a total

of 116 dwelling units, an increase of 50 units, or 76%, in an area
which contains only 3.2 acres of land., Such additional development
would lead to congestion in the streets, overcrowding of land, and
undue concentration of population, all of which the Zoning Ordinance

is expressly designed to prevent. Three huildings with a total of 44
units are new under constraction in this zone or immediately adjacent
to it. Another developmert cof this magnitude would destroy the present
character of the neighborhood, against the wishes of the neighborhood's
owner occupants. Further, the existing C-1 density would allow the
erection of large, bulky buildings, in discord with the other homes in-
the neighborhood. '

* Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance the area was an integral part of the
large residential (R-4) zone in western Cambridge. The 1943 and 1962
ordinances introduced zoning distinctions into the neighborhood which

did not correspond to existing patterns and which provided for potential
development not in keeping with the residential character of the neighbor-
hood. The effects of such differential zoning could drastically change
structural types in the neighborhood and discourage family occupancy.

3. The Property Value Issue

A complex issue in any '"'down-zoning' is the impact on property values.
Some owners will argue that the loss of development potential will
reduce property value -- meaning the value of the land for redevelop-
ment is adversely affected., On the other hand, the protection afforded
‘a’ residential neighborhood by zoning that preserves existing character
is also translatable into 'property value" -- particularly in Cambridge
where speculative, redevelopment pressures are at work in many
neighborhoods. The Board feels that these forces will tend to cancel
out one another; in other words, property values will not be substan-
tially affected in either direction. The other issues involved in the
proposed zoning change are, in the Planning Board's mind, more
significant. - ' : |

A \

4, Recommendation

The Board feels that the prescrvation of family environments should



be a principal objective of Cambridge. Thevj represent a scarce com-
modity that the City cannot afford to lose, The existing density vs.

the potential density of this area, is at variance with the Board's

policy of maximum protection of older established neighborhoods suitable
as family environments. The proposed rezoning from C-1 to A-2 will
reinforce this policy.

The attendance and evidence presented at the public hearing indicated
that discussion of the zoning change was extensive within the neighbor-
hood: Only one owner occupant in the neighborhood did not sign the
petition for zone change, and that was due to illness. No one in
attendance at the public hearing spoke in opposition to the petition.

The Planning Board recommends that this petition be APPROVED.



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
PLANNING BOARD
NOTICE OF PUBLICHEARING
Notice is hereby given that the
Planning Board of the City of
Cambridge will hold a public
hearing on Tuesday, October 1,
1974, et 7:30 P.M. in the City
Council Chamber, City Hall,
Cambridge, on a petition by
Thomas Anninger et als that the
oning map accompanying the
Zoning Ordinance of the City of

Cambridge be amended as follows:..

by striking out the designation
Residence C-1 and substituting in
place thereof the designation
Residence A-2 insofar as said
zoning map relates to the following
described areas of land:

Premises of the following parcels
as designated on Assessors’ Plat
Number 224; Even numbers 14
through 46 Parker Street; and
‘which inciude all of parts of lots
numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 as shown
on Assessor’s Plat Number 224.

Premises of 1he following parcels
as designated on Assessor’'s Plat
Number 225;. Odd numbers 21
through 59 Parker Street; even
numbers 4 through 34 Healey
Street; odd numbers 3 through 33
Healey Street; even numbers 80
and 86 Buckingham Street; and
which include all or parts of lots

- numbered 3, 4, 5,7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12,

13,16, 17, 18, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,
51,52, 55, 56, and which are bounded
and described as follows:

On the northeast by a line 100’
from and parallel to the south-
western street line of Concord
Avenue. On the west by a line 100
from and parallel to the eastern
street line of Buckingham Street.
Onthe Southeast by a line 100’ from
and parallel to the southeastern

. street line of Parker Street.

A more detailed description of the
area proposed to be rezoned is on

.

tile in the City Clerk's Office, City .

Hali, Cambridge, Massachusctts,
Arthur C. Parris
Chairman
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26 Healey Street

- Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138
s June 6, 1974

-'af'Cambridéé'City Clerk

City Hall
Cambridge, Massachusetts

Re: Parker, Buékingham and
' Healey Streets

. Dear Sir:

¢ “Enclosed is a petition for amendment of the |

.

"“Cambridge zoning ordinance. Please acknowledge receipt

of this petition on the enclosed copy of this letter.

- Thank you.'

"Véry truly yours,

o T W &w@obu
~,\\ Lt )

_'..-TA:nmS' e ! . Thomas W. Anninger
_ .. Enclosures . ‘

L

BY HAND

' 'ssvw.‘éamu.swvo
bl Hdoo b g map-

4137194110 40 301340
A8 Q3AI1303Y
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JFHICE Catbridge,.: Mass ... e June 61974

oy

To the Honorable, the City Couga}\l @f t)gggm PH "y

City of Cambridge:
CAMBRIDGE, MASS.

[

The undersigned respectfilly pray

'_.that' the Zoning Map accompanying the Zoning Ordinance and the text

of the Zoning_Ordinance of the City of Cambridge: be amended as fol'lows:
BY STRIKING OUT THE DESI&NATION RESIDENCE C-1 ANP SUBSTITUTING IN A
PLA&E THEREOF THE DESIGNATION RESIDENCE A-2_INSOFAR AS SAID ZONINGA.
MAP RELATES TO THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED AREAS OF LAND:

.Premises of the following parcels as designated on Assessors'

[y

Plat #224; even numbers 14 through 46 Parker Street; and which

4 incluude 'ell"of parts. of: ‘lots numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 as shown

- on Assessors Plat #224

Premlses of the following parcels as designated on Assessors

' .f'-qAPlat' #22’5; odd numbers 21 through 59 Parker Street; even numbers
C4 _throuoh 34'.Hea1ey Street; odd numbers 3 through 33 Healey Street;

,eVen'-f numbers 80 and 86 Buckingham Street; and which include all or

éarié of lots numbered 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18,
27, 28 29 30, 31, 32,733, ‘34, 35, 36, 42; 43,744, 46, 47 48, 49,
50',‘ 51, 52 55 56 and whlch are bounded and descrlbed as follows.

"Beginning at a point said po:.nt being the 1ntersect10n'of a line

- 100 .feet distant from and parallel to‘the southwestern street line -

‘.of Concord Avenue and the centerline of Buckingham Street;

Thence runnlng southeasterly along a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern street line of Concord Avenue,
650 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection

with the southeastern lot line of lot number 8 Assessors' Plat #224;




-~

Thence running southwesterly along the southeastern lot line of
‘lots numbered 8, 7, 6, 5, 4, 3, 2 as shown on Assessors' Plat #224,
' 5405 feet more or less to a point said point being the intersection
w1th the southwestern lot llne of lot number 2 Assessors' Plat #224;
| Thence running northwesterly along the southwestern lot line-
'bf lot number 2 Assessors' Plat #224 and its extension'l25 feet -
more or less to a p01nt sald point being the intersection with the
.centerllne of Parker Street; )
" Thence.runnlng southwesterly along the centerllne of Parker

Street 135 feet more or less to a point said pornt being the inter—

sectlon w1th the extension of the northeastern lot line of lot:

2',h 3number 26 Assessors . Plat #225-

- é

Thence runnlng northwesterly and northerly along the northeastern

L4

. and eestern lot line and their extensions of lots numbered 26, 49,

. f-fh?,jZZ, 53, 19,.20, 45 on Assessors' Plat #225, 520 feet more or

,:1ess to a point said point being the intersection with the center-
';1rne'of Buckingham Street; | | |

“_ Thence running northeasterly along the centerline of Buckingham
-Street,.GO feet more-.or less to -the point of origin; end,which T

A : . .
comprises an area Qf 165,500 square feet more or less. -~

Name _':' ' Address

26 Healey Street

‘ﬂﬂlu&h,uﬁ. ()LULU}GQA Cambrldge, Massachusetts

Thomas W. Annin
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o | . PETITION

of Thomas W. Annlnger, et al.

. /
Améndment of Zom.ng Ordlnance ’

‘\ B
3
3

No.

June 6, ' 19: 74

| IR /e%ﬁymy
o | e Aepoar-

In qm,v ponncxl, | oo 1%
' Remn-ed to the Committee on

R A . Attest:

© ity Clerk. .~
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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

PLANNING BOARD

ciTY H.ALL ANNEX, 57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 39

No&ember 20, 1974

The Honorable, the City Council
City Hall
Cambridge, Mass. 02139

SUBJECT: Petition to Rezene Healey Street Area
Dear Councillors:

In accordance with Chapter 40A of the General Laws, the Planning
Board held a public hearing on October 1, 1974, on a petition by
Thomas Anninger et al tc rezone land bounded generally by a line

100" from and parallel to the southeastern streetline of Parker Street,
by a line 100' from and parallel to the eastern streetline of Buckingham
Street and by a line 100' from and parallel to the southwestern street-
line of Concord Avenue from a Residence C-1 District to a Residerce

A -2 District. '

On the basis of the ‘céstimény presented at the public hearin'g and infor-
mation provided by the Community Development Department staff, the

‘Planning Board recommends that this petition be approved.

1. The Character of the Healey Street Neighborhood

In this low density neighbert:ood (one and two family dwelling units
predominating) traffic is light and parking is not a major problem.
The residents are primarily families with children. The proximity
of Harvard Square and various institutional properties makes this
area attractive for high density development.

~ Despite pressures in and around the area for high density development,
-until recently there has been little redevclopment. Redevelopment has
been kept to a minimurn because; there is almost no vacant land and
the parcels are small, making land assembly dii{ficult; many owner
oc_cupahts are reluctant to sell to developers, despite high offers;
relatively high permitted densities have led to conversions which in
turn have satisfied some of the increased housing demand in the area.



2, The Logic of A-2

There are currently 66 dwelling units in this zone, distributed over
sixteen one and two family dwellings and seven multi-family dwellings.
Of the existing multi-family dwellings, only one provides for more
than four units. All of these buildings are two or three story wooden
framedwellings.

The present C-l1 designation, if fully developed, would allow a total

of 116 dwelling units, an increase of 50 units, or 76%, in an area
which contains only 3.2 acres of land. Such additional development
would lead to congestion in the streets, overcrowding of land, and
undue concentration of population, all of which the Zoning Ordinance

is expressly designed to prevent., Three building:s with a total of 44
units are now under construction in this zone cr immediately adjacent
to it. Another development of this magnitude would destroy the present
character of the neighborhood, against the wishes of the neighborhood's
owner occupants. Further, the existing C-1 density would allow the
erection of large,- bulky buildings, in discord with the other homes in
‘the neighborhood. '

Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance the area was an integral part of the
large residential (R-4) zone in western Cambridge. The 1943 and 1962
ordinances introduced zoning distincticns into the neighborhood which

did not correspond to existing patterns and which provided for potential
development not in keeping with the residential character of the neighbor-
hood. The effects of such differential zoning could drastically change
structural types in the neighborhcod and discourage family occupancy.

3. The Property Value Issue

A complex issue in any "down-zoning' is the impact on property values.
Some owners will argue that the loss of development potential will
reduce property value -- meaning the value of the lard for redevelop-
ment is adversely affected., On the other hand, the protection afforded
a residential neighborhood by zoning that preserves existing character
1s also translatable into 'property value' -- particularly in Cambridge
where speculative, redevelopment pressures are at work in many
neighborhoods. The Board feels that these forces will tend to cancel
out one another; in other words, property values will not be .substan-
tially affected in either direction., The other issues involved in the
proposed zoning change are, in the Planning Board's mind, more
significant.

4, Recommendation

The Board feels that the preservation of family environments should



be a principal objective of Cambridge. They represent a scarce com-
modity that the City cannot afford to lose. The existing density vs.

the potential density of this area, is at variance with the Board's

policy of maximum protection of older established neighborhoods suitable
as family environments, The proposed rezoning from C-1 to A-2 will
reinforce this policy. ' '

The attendance and evidence presented at the public hearing indicated
that discussion of the zoning change was extensive within the neighbor-
hood: Only one owner occupant in the neighborhood did not sign the
petition for zone change, and that was due to illness. No one in
attendance at the public hearing spoke in opposition to the petition.

The Planning Board recommends that this petition be APPROVED,

o 2T
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4.

Petition to rezone Healy Street areao
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MRrs. RicHARD W. SIMMERS

ﬁwm% 2f, 1998
38

62 BUCKINGHAM STREET, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 021
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YEA NAY ABSENT PRESENT

.Mrs. A‘ckermanﬁ ) ' /
.Mr. Clinton )
| Mr, Danehy
Mr, Duehay
Mrs. Graham |
Mr. Russell

Mr. Vellucci

Mr. Wylie

Mayor Sullivan
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OEDINANCE NO. 813+ |
Final Publication No. 1825. First publication in the Chronicle = Swm February 6, )

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Seventy-five

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an Ordinance entitled: "Zoning Ordinanee of the City
of Cambridge." :

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

The Zene Map accompnaying ordinance passed to be ordained
February 13, 1961 entitled: "Zeming Ordinanee of the City of Cambridge"
is hereby amended by striking cut the designaticn Residence C ~1 and
substituting in place therecf the designation Residence A=2 insofar as
said zoning map relates to the following described areas of land:

Premises of the fellowing parcels as designated on Assessors!
Plat #224; even numbers 14 through 46 Parker Street; and which include
all of parts of lots numbered 2, 3, 4 5, 6, 7, 8 as showm en Assessorst
Plat #2243 , '

Premises of the fellowing parcéls as designated cn Assessors!
Plat #2253 odd numbers 21 through 59 Parker Street; even numbers 4
through 34 Healey Street; odd numbers 3 through 33 Healey Street; even
numbers 80 and 86 Buckingham Street; and vhich include all or parts ef
lots numbered 3, 4 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33y 34y 35, 36, 42, 43, Lhy L6, 4T, k8, L9y 50, 51, 52, 55,
56 and which are bounded and deseribed as fellowss

: Beginning at a point said point being the intersection of a line
100 feet distant from and parallel to the seuthwestern street line of
Concord Avenue and the centerline of Buckingham Street;

Thence running southeasterly along a line 100 feet distant from
and parallel to the southwestern street line of Concord Avenue, 650 feet
more or less to a point said point being the intersection with the south-
eastern lot line of lot number 8 Assessors' Plat #224;

Thence running southwesterly along the southeastemm leot line of
lots numbered 8, 7, 6, 5, Ly 3, 2, as shown en Assessors' Plat #22l, 405
feet more or less to a point said point being the intersecticm with the
southwestern lot line of lot number 2 Assessors! Plat #2243
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Thence running northwesterly along the southwestem lot line
of lot number 2 Assessors' Plat #224 and its extension 125 feet more
or less to a point said point being the intersection with the centemr=
line of Parker Street;

Thence running southwesterly along the centerline of Parker
Street 135 feet more or less to a point said point being the inter-
section with the extension of the nertheastern lot line of lot number
26 Assessors*' Plat #2253

Thence running nerthwesterly and nertherly along the north =
eastern and easterm let line and thelr extensiens of lots numbered
269 49, 47, 22, 53, 19, 20, 45 on Assessors' Plat #225, 520 feet more
or less to a point said peint being the intersection with the center=-
line of Buckingham Street;

Thence running nertheasterly along the centerline of Buckingham
Street, 60 feet more or less to the point of origin, and which comprises

an area of 165,500 square feet mere or less.

In City Council February 24, 1975.

Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay votes Yeas 8§ Nays O3

Absent 1l
James L. Sullivan, City Manager

ATTEST: -~ Paul E. Healy,
City Clerk.



A ORDINANCE NO. 643, '
Publication No. 1825, First publication in the Chroniclo = Sun Fobiuary by . .

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Sevcnty=five

AN ORDINANCE

In omcndment to an OMinarice entitled: "Zoning Oxdimence of the City
of Cambridgce” -

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

The Zone Map acconpnmaying ordinance passcd to be ordaincd
February 13, 1961 entitleds “Zoming Ordinancc of the City of Cambridgo®
is hercby emended by strildng out the designation Rosidenee € =1 and
substituting in placc thercof the desipnation Residence A=2 ingofar o
said zoning mop relates to the folloving deserdbed arcas of lends

Premiscs of the following parcels as dosignatcd om Assecsorgt
Plat #2243 oven numbers 1/ through 46 Parker Stroct; and which inelude
all of parts of lots numbered 2, 3, Ly 5, 6, 7, & a5 ghovn on Asscssors!
Plat 22l '

Premiscs of tho following parcils as designated on Asgessorg?
Plat #225; odd numbers 21 through 59 Parker Street; cvem numbers A
through 34 Hoaley Strect; odd numbers 3 through 33 Healey Strocty even
nuzbers 80 and 86 Buckingham Street; end which include all or parts of
lots numbored 3, &4y 5, 7, 8, 9y 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 27, 26, 29,
30y 31, 32, 33, 34y 35, 36, k2, U3, Lky LS, L7y LBy L9y 50, 51y 52, 55,
56 end which are bounded and deseribed as followss

l
Begimning at a point said point being the intorscetion of a line
100 feot distont from and parallel to the southueostern street linme of
Concord Avenus and the centerline of Buckingham Street

Thence running southeasterly alomg a line 100 foot distamt from
erd parallel to tho southuestern strect line of Concord Avenvs, 650 feet
more or less to a point said point being the inteorscetion with the southe
castorn lot line of lot numbor 8 Assossors! Plat 722l

Thence rumning southucsterly along the southeactern lot line of
lots numbered 8, 7, 6, 5, Ly 3y 2, as shovn on Assessors® Plat 224, 405
feet more or less to a point said point being the interscetionm with the
~southwestern lot line of lot number 2 Assessors' Plat #22L3
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Thence running northwesterly along the southuestern lot line
of lot number 2 Assessorg! Plat #224 and its extersion 125 feet more
or less to o point said point being the intersection with the centor-
linc of Parlker Street;

Thencz running southuwesterly clonz the ceaterline of Parker
Strecet 135 feot more or less t0 o point said point boing the intore
geetion with the extension of the northeacterm lot linc of lot mumber
26 Ascessorst Plat #2253

Thence running northwesterly and northerly along the north =
castern and eastern lot line and thelr extensions of lots nunhercd
26, 19, LT, 22, 53, 19, 20, L5 on Assessors' Plat 225, 520 feet moro
or less to a point said point being the irteruscetion with the centor-
line of Buckingham Street;

Thence rmning northeasterly alemg the cenferline of Ducldngham

Strect, 60 feet more or less to the point of origin, end vhich comprises

an arca of 165,500 sguore feet more or lesse.

In City Couneil February 2L, 1975

Pagoed to be ordained by a yoa end noy votcs Yeas 83 Noys 03

Abgent 1.
Jomes Le Sullivan, City lianager

ATTESTs = Pcul E. Healy,
City Clerke.



First Publiecation No. 1823,

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Seventy-five

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment 0 an Ordinence entitled: "Zoning Ordinamee of the City of
Cambridge."

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

The Zcne Map acccmpanying ordinance passed to be ordeined February 13,
1961 entitled: "Zcning Ordinance of the City of Cambridge" is hercby amended
by striking out the designation Residence C=1 and substituting in place
thereof the designaticn Residence A=2 in sofar as said zcning map relates to the
follcwing deseribed arcas of land:

Premises of the follcwing parcels as designated ¢n Assessors®
Plat #2245 even numbers 1k through 46 Parker Street; and which include
all of parts of lots numbered 2, 3, Ly 5, 6, 7, 8 as showm on Assessors?
Plat #224;

Premises of the fellowing parcels as designated on Assessorst
Plat #225; odd numbers 21 through 59 Parker Street; even numbers L
threugh 34 Healey Strects odd numbors 3 through 33 Healoy Stroect; even
numbers 80 and 86 Buckingham Street; and which include all cor parts of
lots numbered 3, 4y 5, 7, 8 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 3ky 35, 36, 42, U3, Lky Lby LT, L8y L9, 50, 5L, 52, 55,
56 and which are bounded and described as follcuss

Beginning at a point said polnt being the interscetion of a lime
100 fect distant from and parallel to the southwestern street line of
Coneord Avenue and the centerline of Buckingham Streets

Thenee running southeasterly aleng a line 100 feet distant frem
and parallel to the southwestern street line of Conecord Avenue, 650 feet more
or less to a point said point being the intersecticn with the scutheastern
lot line of lot number 8 Assessors®! Plat #224;

Thence running scuthwesterly along the southeastern lot line of
lots numbered 8, 7, 6, 5, 4y 3, 2, as shown on Assessors?! Plat #224, 405 feet
more or less to a point said point being the interseetion with the south—
western lot line of lot number 2 Assessors® Plat #2243
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Thence running northwesterly along the southwestern lot line of
lot number 2 Assessors! Plat #22L and its extenstion 125 feet more or less

tc a peint said point being the intersection with the centerline of Parker
Streets

Thence running southwesterly along the ecenterline of Parker
Street 135 feet more or less to a point said point being the interseection
with the extension of the northeastern lot line of lot number 26 Assessors!?
Plat #2253

Thenece running northwesterly and northerly alcng the northeastern
and eastern lot line and their extensions of lots mumbered 26, 49, 47, 22,
53y 19, 20, 45 on Assessors'! Plat #225, 520 feet more or less to a point
said point being the intersection with the cemterline of Buckingham Strects

2 Thence running northeasterly along the centerline of Buckingham
Street, 60 feet more or less to the point of origin, and which ccmprises
an area of 165,500 square feet more or lesse

Passed to a second reading at a meeting of the City Couneil held
cn February 3, 1975 and on or after February 24, 1975 the question may be
on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:= Paul E. Healy,
City Clerk.



REPORT FROM. CHAIRMAN OF ORDINANCE COMMITTEE
TO CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL ‘
February 3, 1975 .

Page 2

RE: _Rezoning 3.2 acres of land on Parker and Healey Streets

This petition is to rezone a small area of 3.2 acres of land

on Parker Street and Healey Street from C-1 designation to

A-2, The petition has been brought by the owners of 80% of

the land in the zone. No one spoke at the hearing in opposition
to the petition. Approximately 25 neighbors in the area attended
the hearing and spoke in favor of or indicated by show of hands
that they favored the petition. The Planning Board recommends
that the Council adopt the change. There are currently 66
dwelling units in the area but under the present zoning, the
number of units could almost double to 116 dwelling units.

This would clearly be at the expense of the present predominante
of one and two familv dwellings. Three new apartment buildings
with a total of ‘44 units are now under construction in

the zone or immediately adjacent to it and the neighborhood
fears that further development of this magnitude will destroy
the character of the neighborhood.

Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance, the area was part of a large
residential zone, but in 1943 and 1962, amendments were made
which permitted apartment development. Clearly the persons
living and owning property in the area would prefer to return
to the stability of a low density residential zone.

. In wview of the total absence of oppositién to the petition
and strong neighborhood support in favor, the Ordinance Commit-
tee recommends that the petition be approved. '



REPORT FROM CHAIRMAN OF ORDINANCE COMMITTEE
TO CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL

February 3, 1975 ’

Page 2

RE: _Rezoning 3.2 acres of land on Parker and Healey Streets

This petition is to rezone a small area of 3.2 acres of land

on Parker Street and Healey Street from C-1 designation to

A-2. The petition has been brought by the owners of 80% of

the land in the zone. No one spoke at the hearing in opposition
to the petition. Approximately 25 neighbors in the area attended
the hearing and spoke in favor of or indicated by show of hands
that they favored the petition. The Planning Board recommends
that the Council adopt the change. There are currently 66
dwelling units in the area but under the present zoning, the
number of units could almost double to 116 dwelling units.
This would clearly be at the expense of the present predominante
of one and two familv dwellings. Three new apartment buildings
with a total of ‘44 ' units are now under construction in

the zone or immediately adjacent to it and the neighborhood
fears that further development of this magnitude will destroy
the character of the neighborhood.

Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance, the area was part of a large
residential zone, but in 1943 and 1962, amendments were made
which permitted apartment development. Clearly the persons
living and owning property in the area would prefer to return
to the stability of a low density residential zone.

. In view of the total absence of oppositiodon to the petition
and strong neighborhood support in favor, the Ordinance Commit-
tee recommends that the petition be approved. :
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REPORT FROM CHAIRMAN OF ORDINANCE COMMITTEE
TO CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL :
February 3, 1975 . :

Page 2

RE: _Rezoning 3.2 acres of land on Parker and Healey Streets

This petition is to rezone a small area of 3.2 acres of land

on Parker Street and Healey Street from C-1 designation to

A-2, The petition has been brought by the owners of 80% of

the land in the zone. No one spoke at the hearing in opposition
to the petition. Approximately 25 neighbors in the area attended-
the hearing and spoke in favor of or indicated by show of hands
that they favored the petition. The Planning Board recommends
that the Council adopt the change. There are currently 66
dwelling units in the area but under the present zoning, the
number of units could almost double to 116 dwelling units.

This would clearly be at the expense of the present predominante
of one and two familyv dwellings. Three new apartment buildings

~with a total of - 44 - units are now under construction in

the zone or immediately adjacent to it and the neighborhood
fears that further development of this magnitude will destroy
the character of the neighborhood.

Under the 1924 Zoning Ordinance, the area was part of a large
residential zone, but in 1943 and 1962, amendments were made
which permitted apartment development. Clearly the persons
living and owning property in the area would prefer to return
to the stability of a low density residential zone.

. In view of the total absence of opposition to the petition

and strong neighborhood support in favor, the Ordinance Commit-
tee recommends that the petition be approved. .



City of Cambridge

"~  In City Council... February 3, 1975 . .. .

The Ordinance Committee

to which was referred the petition of Themas We Anninger et 2l for an amendment to
the zoning map accompanying the zoning ordinances of the City of Cambridge and
the text of the Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge by striking out the
designation Residence C-~1 and substituting in place thereof the designaticn A=2
ingscfar as said zcning map relates t(o the area bounded by Concord Avenue, Healgy,
Parker and Bunckingham Streets.

Reports, that after the hearing held cn Tuesday,
Januvary 28, 1975 in the City Council Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, that the
petition should be approved as submitted by the petiticnerse

For the Ccamittee,

- aNA

Councillor David Ae. Wylie,
Chairman.
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