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April 10, 1989

- 'Cambridge City Council
. c/o City Clerk

City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
- Cambridge, MA 02139

IN HAND
Re:  Vehicle Trip Reduction Program
Dear Members of the Council:

' - I am submitting this comment on the above-noted
proposal on behalf of Martignetti Brothers Realty Trust. By
-way of . background, Martignetti Brothers owns an approximately
. '8 acre tract of land on Concord Turnpike, (Route 2 East).

- Said property is currently occupied by a nightclub/restaurant
'building, a motel and a bowling center. While no plans for
'said property's change or development presently exist, the
‘potentlal for same is evident. Accordingly, Martignetti
Brothers hereby voices its objection to the plan because it
is inconsistent with the City's desire to upgrade the area in
- which Martignetti Brothers' property is located and because
. . said plan's objectives are misdirected when said property's
;'fSituation*is examined closely.

: .. As you are aware, the City of Cambridge has made a
concerted effort to upgrade the use of the land owned by
'Martlgnettl Brothers and others along Route 2 East. Indeed,
the ‘area's zoning has been changed to 0-2 and the area has
" been designated as part of the Parkway Overlay District.

- ~ Rather than compliment this effort, however, the
proposed traffic mitigation plan operates as a disincentive
for Martlgnettl Brothers to change the use of or develop its

“property. Institution of the proposed program would make
development a less attractive alternative because it would
add more time and expense to the process. Moreover, the
restrictions set by such a program would severely limit the
" feasability of a potential development's success by limiting
its most important attribute, i.e., adequate parking. This
is particularly true with respect to Martignetti Brothers'

- uniquely situated property.
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Having operated various businesses and owned
several parcels of real estate in the City for years, our
family has developed a keen appreciation for the prestige
attached to a prominent Cambridge address. We are similarly
aware that any potential off ice development we may undertake
on,our Route 2 property would be uniquely perceived as a

"suburban" development located in the City. Located at
'Cambrldge s western most edge, a potential off ice development
on Martignetti Brothers' Route 2 property would stand apart

~from other developments and would be ideally situated for the
residents of the western suburbs who would most likely
comprise the bulk of its occupancy. Limited public

- transportation options provided to the western suburbs demand
adequate parking facilities to insure such a development's
success. Unlike properties located in the heart of the City
or those located closer to Boston, Martignetti Brothers'
Route 2 location is ill-served by public transportation.
Consequently, institution of the plan would allow Martignetti
Brothers to develop the same amount of square footage allowed
under present zoning ordinances but unfairly dictate that
Martignetti Brothers could no longer provide the parking
facilities presently allowed and deemed necessary for such a
development s economic viability.

: . Moreover, due to the unique location of Martignetti
Brothers' Route 2 property, its potential off ice development
would not contribute to Cambridge's traffic woes. Located
well before the traffic problems encountered along Alewife
Brook Parkway and beyond, automobiles travelling to a
potential development on said property would depart from the
"Alewife Corridor" long before the point where they would
negatively -impact on the City's transportation system.
Application of the proposed plan in this case unfairly
sacrif ices the success of such a potential development
without apparent reason or justification.

Summarily, the proposed plan obstructs the
realization of the full potential of Martignetti Brothers'
Route 2 property without correspondingly contributing to the
stated goals of the proposed traffic migration plan.

. " Thank you for this opportunity to make this
comment.

Sincerely,

B AR L N

Joseph A. Mart1gnett1

JAM:ck
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Comm. from Joseph A. Martignetti, Martignetti
Brothers Realty Trust, in opposition to the
petition to amend the Zoning Ordinances by
adding a Section 11.400 entitled "Traffic
Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictiomns'.

i

In City Council,

April 24, 1989
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RECEIVED BY
S OFFICE OF C TY CLERK

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION SUB g%ﬁgp BY UNFI LOR FRANCIS H. DUEHAY
. M 16

CAMBR 18&5 MA.

APRIL 4, 1989

Date

" Councillor Duehay has notified the City Clerk of his intention to move
fReconslderatlon of ‘the vote of the City Council taken on Monday, April 3, 1989
to. refer back to the Committee on Ordinances for further study the petition

. of the City Counc11 to amend the Zoning Ordinances by adding a new Section 11.400

'17",:ent1t1ed "Trafflc Mltlgatlon and Parking Supply Reéstrictions" .

J

Signature
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AMEND THE TEXT OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE AS FOLLOWS:

A.;”Add*a New~Sectiqn'11.4oo - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply

~ Restrictions to read as follows:

11.400

11.401

~1TRAFFIC'MITIGATION AND PARKING SUPPLY RESTRICTIONS

PURPOSE AND INTENT

The purpose of this Section 11.400 is to reduce the traffic
‘ 'andaair»quality impacts caused by new development in the City
~"'the]:'e'by insuring the health, safety, welfare and economic
.,well belng of the citizens of Cambridge as mandated pursuant
.,.to Chapter 40A, Massachusetts General Laws. Moreover, this
.fArtlcle will promote the goals contained in the

Tfansportation Control Plan for the Metropolitan Boston
Interstate Air Quality Control Region as promulgated by the

fUnited.States Environmental Protection Agency and the

Massachusetts 1982 State Implementation Plan for Ozone and

‘carbon Monoxide reduction.
 APPLICABILITY

zWith the exqéption of developments authorized in Article
'14.000, Article 15.000 and Article 16.000, all new buildings,

additions.tp existing buildings or a change in use of an

 -,existihg building, encompassing 15,000 square feet or more of
‘ gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-res1dent1al/non-1nst1tut1ona1 uses, and hotels and motels

 1,;§[Section 4.31 i (1) and (2)], shall be permitted only upon

issuance of a Special Permit from the Planning Board, subject
to;the requirements of this Section 11.400 when the project

'ajis;proppsed to provide other than the minimum parking

;gf:rsquirsq-by'Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading
~ Requirements.
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V..11;403:'

TRAFFIC_MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS FOR iSSUANCE OF A SPECIAL

PERMIT .

ﬂ57hp§iieantfs,for all projects covered by this Section 11.400
~ shall prepare and submit a Traffic Analysis and Mitigation

“Report in conformance with the "Guidelines for Submission -

. Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Report" as most recently
,;:;apprpﬁeafby the Planning Board and made a part of this
~,f‘SeCt£6n}Ii;4oo by reference. The Traffic Analysis and

v‘Mitigatien5Report'shall demonstrate how the following

' requirements shall be satisfied.

11.403.1
' . P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the proposed

Maximum Vehicular Trip Generation - The number of A.M. and

project'(eXCept for Retail uses and Hotels and Motels) shall

~ be limited to rates which are: (1) 35 percent of the rates
~“pnbliShedvin.the latest edition of the Institute of

TransportatiOn Engineer's (ITE) report, "Trip Generation" for

L prOJects w1th1n 1300 feet of the entrance to the Harvard,

Central and Kendall MBTA Red Line Stations; (2) 55 percent

.~ of the ITE rates for projects within 1300 feet of an entrance
f;-to the Alewlfe, Davis and Porter MBTA Red Line Stations and
. the Lechmere MBTA Green Line Station; and (3) beyond 1300
:»afeet the percentage of the ITE generation rate shall increase

- by 1.5 for each 100 feet further away from an MBTA station

f:*entrance, to a maximum of 75 percent. All distances shall be

- -5 measured from the nearest transit entrance to the nearest

'“employee entrance for each building.

" For Retall uses and Hotels and Motels, the number of peak

_hour A. M. and P.M. vehicle trips generated by the proposed

'k”'j;prOJect shall be limited to rates which are 75 percent of the
'.ﬂlatest ITE rates.
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- Traffic Mltlgatlon/New Section

‘  11 403 2 mplementatlon of Approved Traffic Mitigation Program - The
}appllcant shall develop and implement a program for vehicle

trlp generation mitigation that shall ensure that the total

1 _A M. and P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the
’:"prOJect do not exceed the amount allowed under Section

11.403.1.

',The'Planning Board shall approve all aspects of the

j3]5hifi§ation program and may modify or expand upon the program
© " proposed by the applicant. The approved program and its

;implementation shall be a condition of any special permit

ff;issuéd-under this Section 11.400.

11.403.3
o ~ For projects of 50,000 GSF or more, and for smaller projects

Traffic Reduction at Critical Intersections and Streets

'ﬁith'unique impacts as determined by the Cambridge Planning

Board, the applicant shall evaluate the effects of the
project?s’vehicle traffic on the City's roadway network and

',giﬁdicate mitigation which will reduce traffic congestion and

‘protéct residential neighborhoods and other sensitive areas.

.The‘Planning Board may require as a condition of the special
~permit the implementation of one or more mitigation measures
identified by the applicant or determined by the Planning
’Board to be necessary to adequately safegquard the public
'health -safety and welfare, to the extent that such

'; fm1tigat1on measures are within the capacity of the applicant
“to implement.
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| "*.;,11..404-

USE OF CHILD CARE FACILITIES FOR TRAFFIC MITIGATION

When used as part of the Traffic Mitigation Plan as required

~~vtby this Section 11.400, gross floor area up to an amount

11.405

V‘equal.to two percent of a building's total gross floor area
~ may be exempted from Floor Area Ratio (FAR) limitations

‘ applicable to the site if that gross floor area is devoted

‘ﬂexclusivély to the provision of on-site child care.

. MAXIMUM ALLOWED PARKING SPACES
 YNotwithstanding the provisions of Section 6.31 - Required

glAmOunt of Parking, the maximum number of parking spaces
'provided for any development authorized under this Section

11.400 shall be determined as follows:

a. For office and industrial uses the amount shall be the

 lesser of either the maximum parking amount identified
in Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading

f Requirements, for office and industrial uses} or that
,number of parking spaces determined by the following
formula based upon ITE data:

A.M. Peak Hour Vehicle Arrivals
divided by the
‘Parking Spaces Percent Employees Arriving

Maximum Allowed
During A.M. Peak Hour
b. One parking Space for each hotel or motel unit and, for

retail uses, the maximum parking amount identified in
Section 6.36.
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| 11.406  MONITORING COMPLIANCE

ifTo insure compliance with the mitigation criteria, the

 japp1icant for projects with 50,000 GSF or more, shall enter

into cbﬁtractual agreement with the City to ensure full and
permanent implementation of all mitigation programs and of a
monitoring program as approved by the Planning Board.

“:?ffailﬁre to implement or monitor the effectiveness of the
“,mitigation program as required by the special permit shall be
considered a violation of the special permit enforceable by
 fine or reduction in the parking spaces actually provided in
‘fhé pfoject to not less than the minimum required by Article
6.000.

_ In Arti¢le“13.000 Make the Following Changes:

. Delete Section 13.181 and add a new Section 13.181 as follows:

|  Off street parking for uses permitted in an Industry C Planned

. Unit Development shall be provided as required in Section

6.36-Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements for uses in
. ResidenceiC43, Business B, Office 3, and Industry B Districts.

~ Delete Sections 13.27, 13.272 and add a new Section 13.27 as

follows: -

Dévelopment'in a PUD-1 district shall conform to the off street
parkihg.and_loading requirements set forth in Article 6.000. Off

jstréet~parking for used permitted in this PUD-1 district shall be

'i‘p:éyiqédfésfrequired in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

x=L6adihg‘Rééuirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

v:A3,”and Industry B Districts.
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”f3._

_5De1ete.se¢tions 13.361 and 13.362 and add a new Section 13.361 as
“ffoilows:'

 ‘Qf£fstréét;p§£king.for uses permitted in this PUD-2 district shall

 _be provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

'Lbadingfﬁéquirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
:3, and‘Industry B Districts.

]ﬂiRenumber Sectlon 13.363 as Section 13.362 and Section 13.364 as
'Sectlon 13 363.

_De;étQZSectiéﬁs 13.47, 13.471, and 13.472 and add a new Section
' 13.47 as follows:

Developmehtvin a PUD-3 district shall conform to the off street

“parkinq and loading reqﬁirements set forth in Article 6.000. Off

street parklng for uses permitted in this PUD-3 district shall be

' prov1ded as requlred in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

Loadlng Requlrements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

'_;3,'and Industry B Districts.

‘Delete Sections 13.571 and 13.572 and add a new section 13.571 as
- follows: ‘

:'z1;§.0ff Streét'pa:king for uses permitted in this PUD-4 district shall

'befbroﬁidéd”asvfequired in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
-ALoading'Requirementé for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

3, and Industry B Districts.

Renumber Section 13.573 as Section 13.572 and Section 13.574 as

~ Section 13.573.
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KA:B. B

DeletétSections‘13.671, and add a new Section 13.671 as follows:

Off street parking for uses permitted in a PUD-5 district shall

be prov1ded as requlred in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

| ﬂLoadlng Requlrements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

  '3_ and Industry B Districts.

;pIn_Article 6.000 do the Following:

' Ada the following sentence to Section 6.312:

f,_Whete it is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking

\ffrequlred by subsectlon 6.36 for any non-residential development

' f_f1nc1ud1ng hotels and motels, the development shall be subject to

fthe_requlrements of Section 11.400.

'Addra;new.Section 6.351 as follows:

 6.351 The requirements of Section 11.400 have been met.

;Rénumber the existing Sections 6.351 through 6.355 appropriately.



April 24, 1989

T0: "_JOSeph’E.'Connarton
: City Clerk

. FROM:  Sally Powers, Director
.~ 7 Board of Assessors

;In:péply tQ1ibﬁr_memo dated April 20, 1989, please be
'fad§ised_that,ﬁe have, this day, forwarded to Sue Tamber,
Engineeriﬁg'Dept.; the written protest to the Traffic

 Mitigation petition.



- CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

-~ To Sally Powers Date April 20, 1989

Dlrector, Board of Assessors
me Joseph E. Connarton QAL(, Reference
Sub] Clty Clerk

ertten protest - Traffic Mitigation Petition.

e .',Encloﬁéd you will find two copies of the written protest to the
. Traffic Mitigation petition.

et L ﬁffwould you kmdly certlfy the ownership of the property and remit a
| , - copy to the Engineering Dept.

~ Your kind atteht-ion in this matter will be greatly appreciated.
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April 10, 1989

Cambridge City Council
~c/o City Clerk

.. City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

IN HAND
Re: Vehicle Trip Reduction Program
' Dear Members of the Council:

I am submitting this comment on the above-noted

. proposal on behalf of Martignetti Brothers Realty Trust. By
‘way of background, Martignetti Brothers owns an approximately
8 acre tract of land on Concord Turnpike; (Route 2 East).

Said property is currently occupied by a nightclub/restaurant
building, a motel and a bowling center. While no plans for
said property's change or development presently exist, the
potential for same is evident. Accordingly, Martignetti
Brothers hereby voices its obJectlon to the plan because it

. is inconsistent with the C1ty s desire to upgrade the area in
-which Mart1gnett1 Brothers' property is located and because
said plan's objectives are misdirected when said property s
81tuat10n is examined closely.

As you are aware, the City of Cambridge has made a
concerted effort to upgrade the use of the land owned by
_ Martlgnettl Brothers and others along Route 2 East. Indeed,
~the area's zoning has been changed to 0-2 and the area has
been de51gnated as part of the Parkway Overlay District.

- Rather than compliment this effort, however, the
proposed traffic mltlgation plan operates as a disincentive
for Martignetti Brothers to change the use of or develop its
property.: Institution of the proposed program would make
development a less attractive alternative because it would
. add more time and expense to the process. Moreover, the
restrictions set by such a program would severely limit the
feasability of a potential development s success by limiting
its most important attribute, i.e., adequate parking. This
is particularly true with respect to Martignetti Brothers'
uniquely situated property.
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- Having operated varlous businesses and owned
several parcels of real estate in the City for years, our
family has developed a keen appreciation for the prestige
attached to a prominent Cambridge address. We are similarly
aware that any potential off ice development we may undertake
on our Route 2 property would be uniquely perceived as a

"suburban" development located in the City. Located at
Cambridge's western most edge; a potential off ice development
on Martignetti Brothers' Route 2 property would stand apart

_from other developments and would be ideally situated for the

“residents of thé western suburbs who would most likely
comprise the bulk of its occupancy: Limited public

-~ transportation options provided to the western suburbs demand
adequate parking facilities to insure such a development's
success: Unlike properties located in the heart of the City
or those located closer to Boston, Martignetti Brothers'

Route 2 location is ill-served by public transportation.
Consequently; institution of the plan would allow Martignetti
Brothers to develop the same amount of square footage allowed
under present zoning ordinances but unfairly dictate that
Martignetti Brothers could no longer provide the parking
facilities presently allowed and deemed necessary for such a
'development s economic viability.

, Moreover, due to the unique location of Martignetti
Brothers' Routé 2 property, its potential off ice development
would not contribute to Cambridge's traffic woes. Located
.well before the traffic problems encountered along Alewife
Brook Parkway and beyond, automobiles travelling to a
potential development on said property would depart from the
"Alewife Corridor" long before the point where they would
negatlvely impact on the City's transportatlon system.

- Application of the proposed plan in this case unfairly
sacrif ices the success of such a potential development
without apparent reason or justification.

Summarily, the proposed plan obstructs the
realization of the full potential of Martignetti Brothers'
Route 2 property without correspondingly contributing to the

- stated goals of the proposed traffic migration plan.

‘ - . Thank you for this opportunity to make this
comment. -

Sincerely,

J%J#}—JW

Joseph A. Martignetti

JAM:ck
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In City Council April 3, 1989

L The Committee on Ordinances, co:rprlsed of the entire membership of the City

'~ Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 begimning at
63 07 p. . in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing

an amendment to the Zonmg Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and

Bi] Parklng Supply Restrictions"

o Counc1llor Wlllla.m Walsh, Chairman.of the Committee, opened the hearing and

= requested those interested individuals to come forward.

At thls tlme, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community

Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated

- that the Cammunity Development Department had conducted several meetlngs
" throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the

- submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it

~ did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
‘Furthermore,. he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning

 put simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period

automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
‘the increase in development.

" At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
"~ traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
‘the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming:from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as

N ,major roadways during peak travel time.

R:Lchard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to

|  Mayor Vellucci by stat:mg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to
50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming

: V-‘home from work.

Ny At t-hls time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the

high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department

- . should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
- employees to use public transportation.



" Speaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,

who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the

proposal.

Jodi Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that

although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. '

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.

Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

‘Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid

Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office

- and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the

Special Permit provisions.

 Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he

~ represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote
- on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he
~believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

'At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt

this .proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very serious
issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.

- Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of

control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve

- the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely
. disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
.~ and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told

by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be

initiated. The pecple, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

Councillor Duchay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommendation.

The ,md;ion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.



In City Council April 3, 1989

' .The Committee on Ordinances, conprlsed of the entire membership of the City

" Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 beglnnlng at

6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing
© an-amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and
_Pa;:kln_g Supply Restrictions".

,'-.Cotm'cil]‘.or' William Walsh, Chairman of the Committee, opened the hearing and
- requested_ those interested individuals to come forward.

V”,'At this time, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community

Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated

" that the Community Development Department had conducted several meet:mgs

~throughout .the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the

. submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
. stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it

- did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning
but simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
“automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
~the’ 1ncrease in development.

At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
" traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
‘the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
major roadways during peak travel time.

Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to

. Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to
. 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming
"~ home from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the
high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department
- should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
employees to use public transportation.
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" Speaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,
~who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
‘proposal.

" Jodi Garber, répresenﬁing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that
although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. ‘

- Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
- Group,” who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.
Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid
- Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the
Special Permit provisions. '

Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he
represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote
on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he
believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt
this.proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very seriocus
- issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.
Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely
disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
- and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told
- by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be
initiated. The pecple, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommendation.

The motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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S :Thef Committee on Ordinances, comprlsed of the entire membership of the City
. Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 beg].nnlng at
" 6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing

" 'an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and

E Par_:kmg Supply Restrictions".

o Councillor William Walsh, Chairman of the Committee, opened the hearing and
" requested those interested individuals to come forward.

At this time, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community
. Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Commitctee. He stated
- that the Community Development Department had conducted several meetings

throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he

" stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it
~ did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
‘Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning

but simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by

- the increase in development.

At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to

' traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with

the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
major roadways during peak travel time.

'Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to

. Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to
' 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming
- home - from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the

high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department

- should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their

employees to use public transportation.



: '.'Spéaking in favor of the f:roposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,
who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
proposal.

" Jodi Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that
although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
- Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. '

- Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
- Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.
‘Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

- .Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid
Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the
 Special Permit provisions. '

Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he
represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote

on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he
‘believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt
this proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very serious
issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.
Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely

- ~disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
- -and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told
by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be
- initiated. The pecple, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

| Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommendation.

“The motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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'I'he Committee on Ordinances, comprised of the entire membership of the City
- “Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 begmnmg at

” 6 :07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing

 an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and
: Pa;klng Supply Restrictions"

L V."."Oouri'cillor William Walsh, Chairman.of the Committee, opened the hearing and
. requested those interested individuals to come forward.

Atthls time, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community
 Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated
‘that the Community Development Department had conducted several meetings

‘throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it

. did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
~ Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning
. put simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
‘automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
, the increase in development.

V'At thls time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
" traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the

traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as

- major roadways during peak travel time.

Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to
Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to

~50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming
" home* from work.

‘At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the

high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department

. should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their

employees to use public transportation.
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”.‘Speéaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,

who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the

" proposal.

Jod1 Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that

although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. '

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would

- have ‘a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.

.. Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

: AJ.‘so speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid

Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the

- Special Permit provisions.

Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he

l _represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote
~on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he

believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

‘At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt

this proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very serious

B ~issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.

Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely

‘disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community

and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told

‘ by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be

initiated. The pecple, he said, are holding the City Council accountable

- for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

" Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City

Council without recommendation.

, The motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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The Committee on Ordinances, compr1sed of the entire membership of the City

Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 beglnnlng at
. 6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing

‘an amendment to the Zomng Ordinances entitled “"Traffic Mitigation and

~ Parking Supply Restrictions"

) vf'Councnlor William Walsh, Chairman.of the Committee, opened the hearing and

‘ 'requested those interested individuals to come forward.

: At this tlme, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community
 Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated
that the Community Development Department had conducted several meetlngs
throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it

~ did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.

. Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning

" put simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
the increase in development.

' At thls time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
major roadways during peak travel time.

Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to
Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to
- 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming
- -home from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the
high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he

"~ stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department
- should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
employees to use public transportation.



R

.

_ Speaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,

who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
‘proposal.

© Jodi Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that

although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. '

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.

- Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

. .Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid -

Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the
Special Permit provisions. ’

Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he
represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote
on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he

“believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt
this proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very seriocus
issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.
Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve

-the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely

‘disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told

| by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be

initiated. The people, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommeridation.

The motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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: 'I'he Committee on Ordinances, compnsed of the entire membership of the City

Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 begmnlng at

6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing

' an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and

o Pa:klng Supply Restrictions"

" Councillor William Walsh, Chairman.of the Committee, opened the hearing and

requested those interested individuals to come forward.

At this time, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community
Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated
that the Cammunity Development Department had conducted several meetings
throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
 submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
~ stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it

'did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
‘Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning
but simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
“automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
_the increase in development.

At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to

traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
major roadways during peak travel time.

Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to
- Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to

' 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming

- ‘home ' from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the
high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department
. should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
employees to use public transportation.



~ Speaking in favor of the broposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,
who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
‘proposal. :

‘ Jod1 Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that

although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. '

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum

- Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would

have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.

- Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid

Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
and- laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the
Special Permit provisions. '

 Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he

represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote

- on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he
believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt
this proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very sericus

~issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.

Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely

 disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community

and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told
by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be
initiated. The people, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

Council-_lor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommendation.

The motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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o The Committee on Ordinances, comprlsed of the entire membership of the City

Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 beglnnlng at

" 6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing
an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and
Parklng Supply Restrictions"

" Councillor William Walsh, Chairman. of the Committee, opened the hearing and

requested those interested individuals to come forward.

At this tlme‘,A Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community

. Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated

- that the Community Development Department had conducted several meetings
throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
stated that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it
- did represent a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.

- Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning
but simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period

‘automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
the 1ncrease in development.

, At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the
traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
 that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
~major roadways during peak travel time.

Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to
Mayor Vellucci by statmg that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to

' 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming

- home from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the

- high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
stated that both the Traffic Department and Community Development Department
. should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
employees to use public transportation.
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" Speaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,

who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
proposal.

’ JOdl Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that

although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter Square area, the Association does support the concept. ‘

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum

- Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
- have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.

Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid
- Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
- and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the

Special Permit provisions.

Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he

represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote

on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he

‘believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt

this.proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very seriocus
issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.
Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely

. disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
- and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told
by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be

initiated. The people, he said, are holding the City Council accountable

- for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

v,',Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City

Council without recommendation.

‘.The nbtion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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- The Committee on Ordinances, comprised of the entire membership of the City
Council conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 begimning at
~ 6:07 p.m. in the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, for the purpose of reviewing
an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances entitled "Traffic Mitigation and
- Parking Supply Restrictions".

" Councillor William Walsh, Chairman of the Committee, opened the hearing and
requested those interested individuals to come forward.

At this time, Michael Rosenberg, Assistant City Manager for Community
- Development, outlined the proposed amendment to the Committee. He stated
- that the Community Development Department had conducted several meetings
.. throughout the neighborhoods and with the Chamber of Commerce prior to the
. submission of the proposal currently before the Committee. Furthermore, he
#¥ stated ‘that although there is not total agreement among all concerned, it
. did represent-a very good beginning to regulating traffic in Cambridge.
Furthermore, he stated that the petition was not an attempt at downzoning
but simply a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak period
~ automobile use and as a way to develop some environmental controls needed by
- the increase in development.

At this time, Mayor Alfred Vellucci raised a series of questions relative to
traffic entering and existing in the City. He stated he was concerned with
the fact that not enough information has been provided regarding where the

traffic is coming from and where it is going. The Mayor also pointed out
~~ that several narrow streets within the East Cambridge neighborhood serve as
major roadways during peak travel time.

- Richard Easler, Traffic Engineer for the City of Cambridge, responded to
Mayor Vellucci by stating that recent traffic studies have indicated 40% to
. 50% of all traffic is generated from individuals either going to or coming
. home from work.

At this time, Councillor Francis Duehay stated he was concerned with the
high percentage of traffic traveling through Cambridge. Furthermore, he
- stated that both-the Traffic Department and Community Development Department
should actively work with public and private businesses to encourage their
employees to use public transportation.
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: Speaking in favor of the proposal was George McCray of 2301 Mass. Avenue,
"who stated the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee supported the
~proposal.

Jodi Garber, representing the Agassiz School neighborhood stated that
~ although she did not totally agree with the Mitigation Study in terms of the
Porter -Square area, the Association does support the concept.

Speaking in opposition to the proposal was Robert Jones of the Athenaeum
Group, who stated he believes this proposal, should it be adopted, would
~have a disadvantageous effect to the City in terms of its financial impact.
Furthermore, he stated the proposal lacked needed traffic flow information.

- Also speaking in opposition was Mr. Haley, representing the Polaroid
Corporation, who stated he believed the proposal was geared toward office
- and laboratory development. Also, he said Polaroid was concerned with the
Special Permit provisions.

. Also speaking in opposition was Robert Heroux, who stated that although he
represents the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber had not taken a formal vote
on the proposal; he believes they will vote not to support it. He stated he
believed traffic should not be controlled City-wide but in specific areas.

At this time, Councillor Duehay stated he hoped the City Council would adopt
this proposal because it is the first attempt to address a very serious
issue which is generated, in part, by all the new development in the City.
Furthermore, he stated that many people believe development is out of
~control in the City and that not enough controls are in place to preserve
the quality of life of its residents. He further stated he was extremely
disappointed with the opposition to this proposal by the business community
and the Chamber of Commerce. He said he believed the City will soon be told
by the State and Federal government that controls on parking will have to be
. initiated. The people, he said, are holding the City Council accountable
for the far reaching developments occurring throughout the City.

Councillor Duehay moved that the petition be referred to the full City
Council without recommendation.

. The ‘motion prevailed.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.
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Comm. from Joseph E. Connarton, City Clerk,
transmitting the report of Councillor William
"H. Walsh, Chairman, Committee on Ordinances,
without recommendation Re: petition of the
'City Council to amend the Zoning Ordinances

by adding a new Section 11.400, "Traffic Miti-
gation and Parking Supply Restrictions"
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AMEND TPE TEXT OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE AS FOLLOWS'

“'Add a- New Sectlon 11. 400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply
Restrlctions to read as follows*.

RAFFIC}MITIGATION,ANQVPARKING SUPPLY RESTRICTIONS

' 11.401 PURPOSE AND INTENT

ifThefpﬁrpese of this Section 11.400 is to reduce the traffic
and air quality impacts caused by new development in the City

fthereby 1nsur1ng the health, safety, welfare and economic

weil belng of the citizens of Cambridge as mandated pursuant

"to Chapter 40A, Massachusetts General Laws. Moreover, this

_"Artlcle will promote the goals contained in the

f.~Transportatlon Control Plan for the Metropolitan Boston

:TInterstate Air Quality Control Region as promulgated by the
Unitedestates Environmental Protection Agency and the
'MaSSachﬁsetts 1982 State Implementation Plan for Ozone and
vACarbohTMohoxide reduction.

11.402  APPLICABILITY

.. With the exception of developments authorized in Article
>7114 000 Article 15.000 and Article 16.000, all new buildings,
':addltlons to existing buildings or a change in use of an
: fex1st1ng building, encompassing 15,000 square feet or more of
. gross. floor area devoted to any combination of

:T7fnon-resxdent1al/non-1nst1tut10nal uses, and hotels and motels

| [Sectlon 4.31 i (1) and (2)], shall be permitted only upon

issuance of a Special Permit from the Planning Board, subject
’:teethe reqﬁirements of this Section 11.400 when the project
 is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking

| ‘2frequiredTby Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading

‘'Requirements.
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TRAFFIC MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS FOR ISSUANCE OF A SPECIAL

"'TQ;PERHIT=“‘

tbApplieentﬂs for all projects covered by this Section 11.400

'shall prepare and submit a Traffic Analysis and Mitigation

"ﬂRepOrt in‘eonformance with the "Guidelines for Submission -

L. rafflc Analysxs and Mitigation Report" as most recently

fT_approved by the Planning Board and made a part of this

:TSectlon 11.400 by reference. The Traffic Analysis and

T}iMltlgatlon Report shall demonstrate how the following

"L;}requlrements ‘shall be satisfied.

111.403.1

Maximumlvehicular Trip Generation - The number of A.M. and

P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the proposed

'";prOJect (except for Retall uses and Hotels and Motels) shall

’; be 11m1ted to rates which are: (1) 35 percent of the rates

upubllshed in the latest edition of the Institute of

Transportatlon Englneer s (ITE) report, "Trip Generation" for

'_prejects"w1th1n 1300 feet of the entrance to the Harvard,
",central and Kendall MBTA Red Line Stations; (2) 55 percent
 of the ITE rates for projects within 1300 feet of an entrance

to the Alewife,'Davis and Porter MBTA Red Line Stations and

the Lechmere MBTA Green Line Station; and (3) beyond 1300

kfpffeet the percentage of the ITE generation rate shall increase
"?iby~1.5 for each 100 feet further away from an MBTA station

‘entrance, to a maximum of 75 percent. All distances shall be

. measured from the nearest transit entrance to the nearest

'feempleYee7entrance for each building.

For Retaii uses and Hotels and Motels, the number of peak

‘rhour A.M. and P.M. vehicle trips generated by the proposed
‘ prOJect shall be limited to rates which are 75 percent of the
‘,l'latest ITE rates.
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*Hﬁappllcant shall ‘develop and implement a program for vehicle

"trlp generatlon mitigation that shall ensure that the total

:A M. and P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the

- ,;MprOJect do not ‘exceed the amount allowed under Section
",ET‘T11 403. 1.~.v

| 4_,Thé Planning Board shall approve all aspects of the

‘mitigation program and may modify or expand upon the program

'7g‘proposed by the applicant. The approved program and its
'flmplementatlon shall be a condition of any special permit

11,403.3

1ssued_under ‘this Section 11.400.

Traffic Reductlon at Critical Intersections and Streets

____________________..___—__———-_-—-————————

‘ For projects of 50,000 GSF or more, and for smaller projects

w1th‘un1que:1mpacts as determined by the Cambridge Planning
Board, 4the'applicant shall evaluate the effects of the

~'pr03ect's vehicle traffic on the City's roadway network and

;1ndlcate mltlgatlon which will reduce traffic congestion and

protect;resxdentlal neighborhoods and other sensitive areas.

,TnejPlanning'Bqard may require as a condition of the special
'pérmitffhe'implementation of one or more mitigation measures
'identified'by the applicant or determined by the Planning
_éoard to be neéessary to adequately safeguard the public

~nnéalth;nsafety and welfare, to the extent that such

mitigation measures are within the capacity of the applicant

to implement.
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’ 11;404;

,11;405f{

 USE OF CHILD CARE FACILITIES FOR TRAFFIC MITIGATION

‘ fwﬁeﬁlﬁéeﬁfeeipart of the Traffic Mitigation Plan as required
',Lby thls Section '11.400, gross floor area up to an amount

equal to two percent of a building's total gross floor area

‘:;may be exempted from Floor Area Ratio (FAR) limitations
'Tapplicable to the site if that gross floor area is devoted
'exclusively to ‘the provision of on-site child care.

MAXIMUM ALLOWED PARKING SPACES

 NotVithstahding the provisions of Section 6.31 - Required
'1Amount of Parklng, the maximum number of parking spaces

"‘lhprov1ded for any development authorized under this Section

11 400 shall be determlned as follows:

\~a}7_‘queoffice'and‘industrial‘uses the amount shall be the

'"f"leeser of either the maximum parking amount identified
i ih”Sebtion 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading
'”ﬁRequiremeﬁts, for office and industrial uses, or that
L numberiofjparking spaces determined by the following
- formula based upon ITE data:

. A.M. Peak Hour Vehicle Arrivals
Maximum Allowed =  divided by the
fxﬂﬁerkiﬁgfspecesv s Percent Employees Arriving
T ‘ During A.M. Peak Hour

b, One parking space for each hotel or motel unit and, for

. retail uses, the maximum parking amount identified in
- Section 6.36. |
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© '11.406  MONITORING COMPLIANCE

"“Q:Toiinsure,compliance with the mitigation criteria, the
épplicant for projects with 50,000 GSF or more, shall enter
into contractual agreement with the City to ensure full and
 pgrmanent implementation of all mitigation programs and of a
i57{5 "1hthtoring program as approved by the Planning Board.

 fFai1ure to implement or monitor the effectiveness of the
_:_mitigation program as required by the special permit shall be

f?fé@ﬁsidered a violation of the special permit enforceable by
Tffihefér reduction in the parking spaces actually provided in

_"Ehe ptoject to not less than the minimum required by Article
. 6.000.

a;In;A;ticle 13.000 Make the Following Changes:

Delete Section 13.181 and add a new Section 13.181 as follows:

‘L“Off street parking for uses permitted in an Industry C Planned
_._Unit'Develbpment shall be provided as required in Section

6.36~Schedu1e of Parking and Loading Requirements for uses in

. 'Residence C-3, Business B, Office 3, and Industry B Districts.

-Deleteléeqﬁions 13.27, 13.272 and add a new Section 13.27 as
- follows:

 *uDevé1opment<in a PUD-1 district shall conform to the off street

 pérkingjandAloading requirements set forth in Article 6.000. Off

street parking for used permitted in this PUD-1 district shall be

" provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

' fL6adih§ Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
::3;vand*Ihdustry B Districts.
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1Delete Sections 13.361 and 13.362 and add a new Section 13.361 as
:;follows'-;’

:ffOffustreet'parking for uses permitted in this PUD-2 district shall
'fbevpfovidéd as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
3?fLoad1ng Requlrements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
'€f3,.and Industry B Districts.

x,Réhumbérhséction’13.363‘as Section 13.362 and Section 13.364 as
. Section 13.363.

fDéletefSéctions 13.47, 13.471, and 13.472 and add a new Section

f“13.47,as§follows:

De&éidpmént‘in a PUD-3 district shall conform to the off street

parking and loading requlrements set forth in Article 6.000. Off
 .street parklng for uses permitted in this PUD-3 district shall be
’prov1ded as requlred in Sectlon 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

Load;nngequlrements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

"3;_ahd*In§ustry_B Districts.

.DéléteﬁSeqtions 13.571 and 13.572 and add a new section 13.571 as

OffIStréet'parking for uses permitted in this PUD-4 district shall

. %¢be prov1ded as required 1n Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

VWmLoadlng Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

'71'3,¢andvIndustry B Districts.

. Renumber Section 13.573 as Section 13.572 and Section 13.574 as
~ Section 13.573.



P . '

 January 5, 1989
- Traffic Mitigaiton/New Section

Page 7 ’

'fahia;’fpeieteWSections 13.671, and add a new Section 13.671 as follows:

-Off street parking for uses permitted in a PUD-5 district shall
be provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
1'L6ading Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
" 3,*énd'Industry B Districts.

'c. In Article 6.000 do the Following:

1. Add the following sentence to Section 6.312:

; Q?Wherefit is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking

" grequired by subsection 6.36 for any non-residential development
 _igc1uding hotels and motels, the development shall be subject to
the requirements of Section 11.400.

2. Add a new Section 6.351 as follows:

. 6.351 ‘The requirements of Section 11.400 have been met.

- Renumber the existing Sections 6.351 through 6.355 appropriately.
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INTRODUCTION

- This traffio,mitigation process is not an attempt at downzoning nor is

Cit a substitnte for other appropriate growth management programs. It

is rather a mechanlsm for controlling the amount of weekday peak

perlod automoblle use and associated impacts resulting from projects
_permltted by the use and density sections of the Cambridge Zoning

| :Ordlnance.

3 _Tnelpufpose of;this process is to analyze the impacts on the City's

AtfansportatiOnnsystem generated by new construction and the
‘rehabilitation of existing structures. The Traffic Analysis and
AMitigation Report should present a thorough evaluation of vehicle and
’ pedestrian’treffic, parking, transit usage, site circulation, loading,
and'conetruction-related activity. The report should include the
following components: (1) a thorough transportation impact analysis,
: (2) a proposed'package of mitigation measures, and (3) procedures and
' »nechanism_for monitoring the implementation of the mitigation
measures. The last two sections will be used as a basis for issuing
“the conditions under which a Special Permit will be approved.

Objectives B
With avdevelopment boom now underway in Cambridge and the rest of the

region, the detrimental impact of traffic has become a serious issue.
The_objectives of the Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Program are:

b'e-'yk to provide factual transportation information on the proposed
| 'H' project;
'7!1'¥;1 ' to. insure that new development is properly and adequately
$J "7seryed by transportation facilities;
-  'to determine the impact on residential neighborhoods and
S otheroSensitive areas;
.,f-A fto.identify appropriate traffic mitigation measures; and
;‘-’: to identify proper monitoring mechanisms to ensure that

needed mitigation measures will be implemented and their
: effect;veness measured.



e

a5 Whatoprojects require a Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Report?

{TraffichnalYSis and Mitigation Reports are required for all
fnon-res1dential and non-institutional projects (whether new
"construction, rehabilitated buildings or a change of use and including
-hotels.and motels) of 15,000 gross square feet or larger if the

parkingoproposod to be provided is in an amount other than the minimum

'dréquired;uhder provisions of Article 6.000 of the Cambridge Zoning
 Ordinance.

- Whot is the process for submitting the Report?

f This’dooumeﬁt provides guidelines for preparing a Traffic Analysis and
!oMitigation Réport. These are general guidelines; not every component

of -an impact stﬁdy listed below will apply to every project. However,

“the flnal report must incorporate the components relevant to the
1kpr03ect under review, as determined in the scope approved by the
' ﬁCambrldge Departments of Community Development and Traffic and
'f:Parking.' In‘genéral, the larger the project, the broader the scope of
;ﬂahalysis which will be required. Thus, for most projects of less than
'50,000 Qross_square feet the proponent will only be required to
undertake an analysis of vehicle trip generation and be committed to
'implement‘the’resulting mitigation plan. Proponents of larger
f prbjéctéﬁWiil;also be required to perform a roadway impact analysis

and possibly commit to additional mitigation.

’Thé'Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Report itself should also be

; _submittéd to both the Community Development and Traffic and Parking

53rDepartments as a draft for review. The report will be reviewed for

' 5lcompleteness and accuracy, and mayArequlre further information and
’fcorrect;ons as appropriate. The report should not be finalized until
:,staff'reviéw is completed. The final Traffic Analysis and Mitigation

Report is to. be submitted to the Cambridge Planning Board and will

'*i;?become the basls for 1ssu1ng traffic mitigation requirements as part
. of the Spec1a1 Permlt Process.

ii



N Public input is brovided at two stages. First, an open scoping

session will be held for each proposed project whereby questions and
' comments can be made by the general public. Secondly, copies of the
_ fina1=rep9rt’wi11 be made available to the general public before the

s Planhipngdardﬁpuplic hearing on the project so that informed

~ testimony can be presented at the hearing.

'.Pleaséidiréct_all correspondence related to Traffic Analysis and
~ Mitigation Reports to:

.'The‘Cambridge Planning Board
c/o The Cambridge Community Development Department
, 'j$7‘1nman Street
|  7Cahbridge,?Méssachusetts 02139

iii



REPORT GUIDELINES

 These guidelines describe the form of a Traffic Analysis and
Mitigation Report. The scope prepared by the project proponent will
fiﬁclude elements from this outline.

A,

B

vProject Summary

~ This section should contain the following background information

about the proposed project.

Project name and street address;

Project location including adjacent intersections;

Project proponent's name, address, telephone number, and name
of contact person;

Anticipated construction starting and completion dates;
Current zoning designation of the project, and minimum zoning
requirements with regard to parking and loading bays; and
Required Federal, State and City permits, variances, and
licenses.

Prbject description

This section should describe the proposed project's use, size, and

transportation facilities as follows:

3 1A
' retail, hotel,). For each use, provide the following

Identify the anticipated uses for the project (e.g. office,
information, as appropriate.

- Gross floor area (square feet) for each use;
- Number of hotel rooms;

.=  Building height and number of stories;

- Floor-area ratio (FAR); and
- Desired number of on site parking and loading spaces.



~ Submit an 8-1/2 by 11 inch map (or maps) showing the project

lpcation, surrounding streets, and their circulation pattern
and identify nearby bus and rapid transit routes and stops

and public parking facilities including on street spaces.

- Q The'boundaries of the study area should be well defined and

include at least the two closest traffic congestion points or

' bottlenecks to the site and a minimum of three (3) to four
(4) critical intersections for analysis. For projects above
50,000 square feet, approximately two (2) intersections

:  shou1d be added for each additional 50,000 square feet of
'deVeiopment. Other sensitive areas, such as residential

’neighborhoods, historical or recreational sites,

- institutions, pedestrian concentrations, etc. which are
v‘wlikely to be affected by site traffic should also be
"~ ‘identified.

. Supplemental written material may be included with this
section of the report.

Submit a 20 or 40 scale site plan for the project indicating

 _pedestrian and vehicular circulation patterns; project

entrances and exits, drop-off and pick-up locations and taxi

~stands (if applicable); and curb cut widths. Dumpster
~IOCations, loading docks, and their storage and receiving
' fareaS”should also be identified.

ﬂ fP:ovide7a 20 scale plan that describes the physical layout of
'1ahy proposed parking facility. Include the following

information.
FIT”;if'\Number of spaces on each level;
s ' Location and dimension of parking spaces, ramps, aisles,
- ceiling heights, turning radii and curb cuts;
- "Queuing space and location of entry/exit gates; and
.= . . Location of carpool, vanpool, handicap and bicycle
" spaces.



A

c .,

1.

Existing Conditions Analysis

' Roadway Network - Indicate the jurisdictional responsibility
‘fofAeach roadway within the study area.

‘Traffic Volumes - A traffic flow map should be developed
’.covéring the entire study area. Average annual weekday

volumes should be shown for 24 hours and the AM and PM peak

1 hoﬁrs;inAall cases. Volumes that are factored to base year

levels should be no greater than two (2) years old measured
from the date of report submittal. Any adjustment factors or
grOWth rates used should be cited and sourced. Turning
movement counts should be supplied for critical

. . intersections.

Accident History - Indicate accident rates (particularly for

:;intérsections) based upon a minimum of the three (3) most
~ recent years available for problem locations. Accident

diagrams summarizing police reports may be required.

FCapacity and LOS Analysis - An existing conditions capacity

and level of service analysis must be computed for the
critical intersections identified for this project. The
performance indicators, delay, v/c ratio and queue length,

Veté.;mQSt be documented in this section. These analyses must

be pefformed using the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual, Special

v]RépcrtQZOQ,Aand/or Circular 212, both published by the
 Transportation Research Board.

”;,Vehic;gfzgip“ceneration and Mitigation

Ptojeétibns,of a projects impact on the City's roadway system is

-‘based on the amount of vehicle trips generated by the project.

This sectiQﬁ indicates how these trips are to be caped at a

'~af~féas¢nab1e 1ével.



ITE Trip Generation Rates - As an initial step, the
unadjusted Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) average trip

‘generation rates must be used to generate the number of
'<“vehi¢1es traveling to and from the project site during both

‘7, thegmorning and evening peak hour under unmitigated

'conditions. Trip Generation, 4th Edition (1987) or
psubséquent updated editions, published by ITE must be used

- for all land use codes. If ITE rates are not available or

thgféample size is prohibitively small, other transferable

~ empirical research shall be cited, sourced and fully

justified.

‘Traffic Mitigation Rates - Based upon the need to reduce
xzftfaffiq and air quality impacts of new development, the City
' hasAestablished maximum peak hour vehicular trip generation
o rates for the City based upon the quality of MBTA public
'[traﬁSPOrtation service. Vehicle trips generated by the
fpr¢p§Sed project except for Retail uses and Hotels and

Motels, shall be limited to rates which are 35 percent of the
latest ITE published rates for projects within 1,300 feet of
the nearest entrance to the Harvard, Central and Kendall MBTA

Red Liné»stations as measured from the closest MBTA station

entrance to the closest Public entrance to each building in
the project, and 55 percent of the ITE rates for projects

. within 1,300 feet of an entrance to the Alewife, Davis and
Porter MBTA Red Line Stations and the Lechmere MBTA Green
*{Line,ététion. Beyond 1,300 feet the percentage of the ITE

generation rate shall increase by 1.50 for each 100 feet

further away from an MBTA Station entrance to a maximum of 75

. percent.

’1'For'Retail uses and Hotels and Motels, the number of vehicle

trips generated by the proposed project shall be limited to

 rates Whiqh are 75 percent of the latest ITE rates.



B T .

.Trip Generation Mitigation Program - The difference between
‘the number of vehicle trips generated using the unadjusted

ITE rates and the Cambridge Mitigation rates represents the

proponent.
lfor vehicle trip generation mitigation that will ensure that
the total AM and PM peak hour vehicle trips generated by the

‘magnitude of the mitigation required of the project

The proponent must develop and present a program

project do not exceed the amount allowed using the Cambridge

a.

.Tfaffic Mitigation Rates. The type of mitigation to be
_;ﬂ¢onsidered by the proponent shall include but not be limited
. _to the following techniques:

Traffic Management and Encouragement of Transit Use

Establish a commuter mobility program for employees,

including provision of support staff or participation in

area-wide Transportation Management Association

(TMA) : The program would include the following elements:

Formulate rideshare program:;

Sell MBTA passes and provide route and schedule
information on-site;

Subsidize MBTA passes;

Encoufage flexible work hours by providing
utilities off-hours at no premium;

Reserve parking spaces for high-occupancy vehicles;

- Operate shuttle services to remote parking
.facilities, transit stops, and/or tenant employee

residences; and
Provide discount parking spaces for rideshare
vehicles.

Parking Management

Provide a differential parking rate structure to

~encourage short-term use as proposed to commuter
‘parking;



- . Reserve parking spaces for neighborhood residents at
- night and on weekends; and
- No early-bird rates or all-day discounts.

c. ?fénsit Improvements
%V; ijnstruct transit shelters at bus stops adjacent to
. project; and

= - Provide direct connection to rail stations.

d. Pedestrian Amenities

- Provide increased pedestrian capacity by constructing
. arcades (with design approval);
- Grant public pedestrian easements through building plaza
' . and/or lobby; and
' :?  , Ephance pedestfian environment with benches, plantings,
. ete.

f. Capital Improvement

- Contribute cash for signal improvements, streets or
' intersection geometric changes;
= Participate in a Transportation Management Association
~ for area-wide-planning and/or infrastructure
iﬁprovements; and

f[r,-  - Pquide on-site child care for employees.
g. ~1Costs
" §?1' The costs of these measures and the parties responsible

‘ fdr«implementation should be discussed in this section,
as should funding mechanisms.

-Z_;”.Thefprojectaproponent must indicate the amount of vehicle trips

Lt - (percentage) that will be mitigated by each of the techniques



: prbpésed in the Trip Generation Mitigation Program. This analysis
':and'tabulation'shall include the percentage of trips that are
‘ assumed:t6 use MBTA public transportation service before any other
- mitigation takes place.

'fRdaaw§g Imgac£_Ahalzsis and Mitigation

This.section of the report must evaluate the effects of the

: projeCt's_vépicle traffic on the City's roadway network.

" No-build Condition - Using the target year for full project

occupancy, add future AM and PM peak hour trips to the
roadway hetwork volumes based upon trip tables developed for

‘ °f*pr9je¢t§iin'the study area with State approved DEIR's or

FEIR?S¥and/or Cambridge approved Traffic Analysis and
Mitigation Reports. Future year background volumes for trips

‘1f madegbetweeh points outside of the study area should then be

 added to produce "no-build" traffic volumes.

Build Cbhdition - Using ITE procedures for peak period
directional flow, add the AM and PM peak hour trips which
were developed using the Cambridge Traffic Mitigation Rates

~to the no-build condition to generate build traffic volumes
- for the roadway network. For retail projects these volumes

should be adjusted for linked trips diverting from one
roadway to another to reach the site and linked trips

9 enté;ing the site directly from the traffic stream on an
””fédfadeht,roadway.

__'Future Traffic Conditions and Analysis

o a.j,"Future Roadway Network - Make adjustments to the roadway

netwdrk'capacity analysis based upon roadway improvement
projects that will be completed by the target year for
- full project occupancy.



b.  Level-of-Service Analysis - The level-of-service for
both the no-build and build condition should be
'determined. The performance indicators as documented
above in the Existing Conditions Section of the report

'?gshculd again be computed and depicted in tabular form.

C. Summary - Present a tabular summary comparing base-case
to,future year no-build and build scenarios. This
:sshould include potential future increases/decreases in
roadway safety.

”c'é;“'Mitigative Measures

.Ihdicate traffic mitigation which will reduce traffic
congestlon and protect residential neighborhoods and other
sen51t1ve areas from the traffic impacts of the proposed
*pro;ect.u The effectiveness of this mitigation must be
‘clsariy_stated. This is particularly important for critical
intefsection with a projected level-of-service of D, E, or F
- for the future no-build condition.

Delive;zfand Service Vehicle Analysis

,’This:section should analyze the supply demand relationship for

delivery and service vehicle parking. It should differentiate

~large size trucks from small sizes and indicate the
"’{"parklng/loadlng spaces provided for both groups to ensure trucks
’ do not occupy adjacent streets.

- Péd}'i  >‘ hd'Bic clist Amenity Program

'.Thelréport°must:s£ipulate a program of amenities, both capital and

non-capital, which will encourage bicycle use and provide a

‘pleasant and safe env1ronment for walking as principal mode of

 ftravel as well as a part of a trans1t trip.



Construction Management Program

The report must include the submission of a construction
ménagement program, detailing the construction period impacts.

";Thefprcgram1éhould contain a discussion of construction management
‘VfiSSﬁeSfand'a list of mitigation measures to deal with them. These

 may include but not be limited to the following;

P ﬁ ;-  ;iDéve1op_new truck routes;

I.

'”5ﬁj;bj“fprovide satellite parking and shuttle buses for construction
, ~ workers;
- 'USQ of off-site locations for storing construction equipment
. and materials;
| ";dff'fstore”¢dnstruction equipment on-site; and
‘? » ‘Providé‘¢overed walkways for pedestrian safety.

<MaXimﬁm Allowed Parking Spaces

- The number of vehicles traveling to the project in the morning
peak hour (see Section E.2.) will be used to determine the maximum

number'of parking spaces for the office and industrial components

' of the project. Since about 45 percent of the employees will
 artive during this period, the number of AM peak hour arrivals is
- divided by 0.45 to produce the allowed number of spaces. However,

thisknumbér can never exceed the maximum number allowed by Article

~ 6.000. Parking,for the retail part of the project is capped at the
'“,maximum;allpwed by Article 6.000 and at one space per room for

'iﬂhdiélsmahd motels. The total parking allowed for the entire

'.'prdjectfis the sum of all three components.

'Td'insufe compliance with the mitigation criteria, the proponent

of projects with 50,000 square feet or more, will enter into

icontrgétuél agreement with the City to ensure implementation and

' ‘continuance of all mitigation programs, carry out a monitoring



programiland,agree to enforcement penalties. At the time when the
_project~oooupancy reaches the 80 percent level and at regular

iifintervals thereafter, developers must submit reports detailing the

~ AM and PM vehicle trip generation as well as general information
- ‘about. trip distribution, model choice, vehicle occupancy, parking

.f;space utilization, etc. Survey forms must be approved by the City

- for the documentation of these items. The monitoring program must
- be rev1ewed by both the Community Development and Traffic and

f:“ﬁrParking Departments and approved as part of the Special Permit.

IThe administration and monitoring of mitigation programs will
require ong01ng efforts. An individual must be designated who
iw111 be respon51ble for responding to City inquiries about
“compliance with- the elements of the Special Permit, and for
(Submitting monitoring reports.

'_The project shall be in violation of the Contract if either the AM
' or PM peak hour vehicle trip generation is more than five percent

"~above,that allowed by the Special Permit and shall be subject to

anyvmonetary penalties allowed by Chapter 40A. In addition if
either the AM or PM peak hour vehicle trip generation is 10
'percent’or more above that allowed by the Special Permit, the
amount of parking above the minimum allowed by Article 6.000 shall
_be reduced’by that calculated percentage until the project is in
‘oompliance} However, the amount of parking shall never be reduced
 to less than the minimum required by Article 6.000 of the
o Cambridge'zoning ordinance.

-10-
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NORTH CAMBRIDGE STABILIZATION COMMITTEE

March 28, 1989

HTo The Honorable, The City Council,

- After listening to the presentation made by the Community
Development staff and our review of related written material,
the North Cambridge Stabilization Committee voted at its February 22
meeting to support the Traffic Mitigation Zoning Proposal now before
the City for adoption. We realize that acceptance of this zoning
~ change will not solve all our traffic problems but we are pleased
- that the City has taken this first step in an attempt to control
the impacts of new development.

l

Sincerely,

“4’7" 7

George McCray
Chair
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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS AND MITIGATION REPORT

; o : R Guidelines for
b TR R Preparation and Submission

City of Cambridge

_Li‘ E R N Proposal Draft
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INTRODUCTION

'This,traffic‘mitigation process is not an attempt at downzoning nor is
it a subStitute/for other appropriate growth management programs. It
‘is rather a mechanism for controlling the amount of weekday peak
pefiod‘automobile use and associated impacts resulting from projects

‘ permltted by the use and density sections of the Cambridge Zoning
‘Ordlnance. ‘

The pﬁrpose of this process is to analyze the impacts on the City's
vgtransportatlon system generated by new construction and the
_‘rehabllltatlon of existing structures. The Traffic Analysis and

Mitigation Report should present a thorough evaluation of vehicle and
.pedestrlan trafflc, parking, transit usage, site circulation, loading,
_‘and constructlon-related activity. The report should include the
following components: (1) a thorough transportation impact analysis,
(z)ea'proposed package of mitigation measures, and (3) procedures and
mechanism for monitoring the implementation of the mitigation
measures.= The last two sections will be used as a basis for issuing
' the conditions under which a Special Permit will be approved.

Objeotives
<Withne development boom now underway in Cambridge and the rest of the

region, the‘detrimental impact of traffic has become a serious issue.
‘The objectives:of,the Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Program are:

- to provide factual transportation information on the proposed
_ ‘ progect,, .'
“fet,#e»;fto insure'that new development is properly and adequately
: k :‘served by transportation facilities;
- - to determine the impact on residential neighborhoods and
| i _;Mmother sensitive areas;
'E;jfffto 1dent1£y appropriate traffic mitigation measures; and
Aeé’b,.to identify proper monitoring mechanisms to ensure that

needed mitigation measures will be implemented and their
effectiveness measured.



- What grojects«reggire a Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Report?

‘Traffic Analysiskand Mitigation Reports are required for all
Anon-res1dent1a1 and non-institutional projects (whether new

v constructlon, rehabllltated buildings or a change of use and including
“hotels and motels) of 15,000 gross square feet or larger if the
-gparking propdsed to be provided is in an amount other than the minimum
requlred under ‘provisions of Article 6.000 of the Cambridge Zoning
Ordlnance.

 What is the process for submitting the Report?

This dccument provides guidelines for preparing a Traffic Analysis and
MitigationFReport., These are general guidelines; not every component

- of an iﬁpact study listed below will apply to every project. However,

the final.report must incorporate the components relevant to the
project under review, as determined in the scope approved by the
vCambridge Departments of Community Development and Traffic and
Parking; *In“general, the larger the project, the broader the scope of
analeis‘which‘will be required. Thus, for most projects of less than
50,000 gross square feet the proponent will only be required to
‘undertake an analySis of vehicle trip generation and be committed to
1mplement the resulting mitigation plan. Proponents of larger
'prOJects will also be required to perform a roadway impact analysis

. and p0551b1y ‘commit to additional mitigation.

't The Traffic'Analysis and Mitigation Report itself should also be
submitted to both the Community Development and Traffic and Parking
Departments as a draft for review. The report will be reviewed for
ffcompleteness and accuracy, and mayvrequlre further information and

' correctlons as approprlate. The report should not be finalized until
. staff rev1ew is completed. The final Traffic Analysis and Mitigation
'Report is to be submitted to the Cambridge Planning Board and will

'fiﬁkbecome the ba51s for issuing traffic mitigation requirements as part

~ of the Special Permit Process.



" Public ihpﬁt is provided at two stages. First, an open scoping
v-séssioh”will be held for each proposed project whereby questions and
‘comments can be made by the general public. Secondly, copies of the
final,réport‘will‘be made available to the general public before the
Planning Bqard_public hearing on the project so that informed
téstimonyvéan be presented at the hearing.

Please diréct,ali»cOrrespondence related to Traffic Analysis and
Mitigation Reports to:

‘The Cambridge Planning Board
’fc/hohé Cambridge Community Development Department
,'57'Inmah'streét

'vﬁCambfidge,‘MasSachusetts 02139

e
[N
[



REPORT GUIDELINES

'_'These:guidelines describe the form of a Traffic Analysis and
-MitigatiOnfReport. The scope prepared by the project proponent will
include elements from this outline.

AL Prqjedt Summary

i  This éection should contain the following background information
about the proposed project.

- Project name and street address;

Project location including adjacent intersections;

5_,Peréct proponent's name, address, telephone number, and name
~of contact person;

Anticipated construction starting and completion dates;

' Current zoning designation of the project, and minimum zoning
' reduirements with regard to parking and loading bays; and

' Required Federal, State and City permits, variances, and

- licenses.

B. Project description

 vThis7sectiOn should describe the proposed project's use, size, and

1transporta£ion facilities as follows:

1.

~Identify the anticipated uses for the project (e.g. office,

retail, hotel,). For each use, provide the following

‘information, as appropriate.

‘= Gross floor area (square feet) for each use;
= Number of hotel rooms;

‘:7,1;;leuilding height and number of stories;

= Floor-area ratio (FAR); and
- = . Desired number of on site parking and loading spaces.



Submit an 8-1/2 by 11 inch map‘(or maps) showing the project

location, surrounding streets, and their circulation pattern

and identify nearby bus and rapid transit routes and stops

and’pub}ic parking facilities including on street spaces.
The boundaries of the study area should be well defined and

include at least the two closest traffic congestion points or

"bottlenecks to the site and a minimum of three (3) to four

" (4) ¢ritical intersections for analysis. For projects above
. 50,000 square feet, approximately two (2) intersections
'should be added for each additional 50,000 square feet of

development. Other sensitive areas, such as residential

‘neighborhoods, historical or recreational sites,
institutions, pedestrian concentrations, etc. which are

f ‘“1iké1y to be affected by site traffic should also be

identified.

. Supplemental written material may be included with this

section of the report.

'1;Submit a 20 or 40 scale site plan for the project indicating

pedestrian and vehicular circulation patterns; project
entrances and exits, drop-off and pick-up locations and taxi

stands (if applicable); and curb cut widths. Dumpster
f‘loéatipﬁs, loading docks, and their storage and receiving
"areaS'Should also be identified.

VVProvide a'20 scale plan that describes the physical layout of

any propbsed parking facility. Include the following

information.
= Number of spaces on each level;
- Location and dimension of parking spaces, ramps, aisles,

,vcei;ing heights, turning radii and curb cuts;

 3’3;fgfﬁQﬁéuing space and location of entry/exit gates; and
= 'Location of carpool, vanpool, handicap and bicycle
. spaces.



c

.1.

»VExisting Conditions Analysis

VRoadway Network -~ Indicate the jurisdictional responsibility
for each roadway within the study area.

Traffic Volumes - A traffic flow map should be developed
covering the entire study area. Average annual weekday

7 jvo1umes should be shown for 24 hours and the AM and PM peak

hours in all cases. Volumes that are factored to base year
levels should be no greater than two (2) years old measured

;fjfrOm/the.date of report submittal. Any adjustment factors or
~gfowth fates used should be cited and sourced. Turning

movement counts should be supplied for critical

. intersections.

Accidént History - Indicate accident rates (particularly for
intersections) based upon a minimum of the three (3) most
recent years available for problem locations. Accident

.diagrams’summarizing police reports may be required.

Capacity and LOS Analysis - An existing conditions capacity

and level of service analysis must be computed for the

"critical intersections identified for this project. The
~ performance indicators, delay, v/c ratio and queue length,

etc. must be documented in this section. These analyses must

be performed using the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual, Special
Report 209, and/or Circular 212, both published by the

- Transportation Research Board.

 79Véhic1é;Trié»Generation and Mitigation

Projections‘of a projects impact on the City's roadway system is

'j~based on the amount of vehlcle trips generated by the project.

This" sectlon ‘indicates how these trips are to be caped at a

| reasonable level.



COMPREHENSIVE
'REZONING PLAN

- Cambridge Community Development Department

Cambridge Vehicle Trip Reduction Program Summary

- -Survey conducted at Alewife and Harvard and Lechmere Squares.
- Results showed vehicle trip generation rates to be substantially
below national averages (ITE).
- -“Peroehtage of trips by automobile was:
' . '80% for Alewife
‘40% for Harvard Square
70% for Lechmere Square

- Special Permit required for all non-residential projects of 15,000
or more GSF if developer proposes to build other than minimum
requlred parking.

- Vehicular trip generation rate is restricted to 35% of national
average (ITE manual) for the Harvard, Central and Kendall Square
areas, and 55% for the Alewife, Porter Square and Lechmere Square
areas, with the restriction eased to a maximum of 75% as the
distance from the project to the closest MBTA station increases.

- Proponent must develop a mitigation program and monitoring plan to
ensure compliance. :

- Additional mitigation programs will be required for the following

' econcerns: ; .
' Impacts to neighborhoods and other sensitive areas:
Impacts during construction;
Delivery and Service Vehicle Impacts; and

- , Making the area more amenable to pedestrians and bicyclists.

= - This zoning package was filed with the City Council for adoption

- in early January.

- Contract with CARAVAN FOR COMMUTERS, INC. to provide a "Commuter
i ”‘Coordinator" who will work exclusively in Cambridge to:

‘ Encourage commuters to use transit, high occupancy vehicles and
other transportation alternatives to the single-passenger car
for their trip to work: and

Work with employers and developers to facilitate implementation
B ~of such programs at work sites.

T Implemenﬁation*of this program will begin this month,
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can be. quantlfned more accurately. The Trip Gen-
eration Data Collection Form reflects this addmon

of data.
“The average automobile occupancy has been mea-

_sured at 1.2 persons per car, 1.1 to 1.2 persons for

work purposes and 1.6 persons for other purposes.

(50, 51) The buildings measured for trip generation

were either not served by public transportation or

" no information was available concerning such ser-

AVERAGE WEEKDAY TRANSIT TRIP
ENDS

No data available.

SOURCE NUMBERS

2,5, 20, 21, 51, 563, 54, 72, 88, 89, 92, 95, 98, 100

vice.
Table 1
General Office Building Trip Generation
: Vehicle Trip Ends (Two-Way Volume)
Independent Variable—Trips per 1,000 Gross Square Feet Building Area
A.M. Peak Hour ~ P.M. Peak Hour
; , o Average Weekday (1 Hour Between (1 Hour Between

Gross Square Feet ~ ___Vehicle Trip Ends 7-9 AM.) 4-6 PM.)
(Thousands) © - Rate. Volume Rate Volume Rate Volume
10 : - 24.39 244 277 . 28 291 29

50 16.31 816 2.21 110 2.21 110
100 13.72 1372 2.00 200 1.97 197
150 - 12.40 1860 1.89 284 1.84 . 276
200 . B 11.54 2307 1.82. 364 1.75 350
300 ’ - 10.42 3127 1.72 516 1.63 490
400 o 9.70 3880 1.65 660 1.55 622
500 9.17 4587 1.60 800 1.50 749
600 ‘ 8.77 5259 1.56 936 1.45 871
700 8.43" 5904 1.53 1068 1.41 990
800 & Over 1 . 8.16 1.50 1.38
Source: Trip Ge}neratio_n Equations

Table 2

General Office Building Trip Generation
Vehicle Trip Ends (Two-Way Volume)
Independent Variable—Trips per Employee

' A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour
' Average Weekday (1 Hour Between (1 Hour Between
'Number of .- Vehicle Trip Ends . 7-9 AM.) 4-6 PM.)

Employees “Rate Volume Rate Volume Rate Volume

50 472 236 0.53 27 0.51 25

100 4.31 431 0.53 53 0.50 50

+200 i 3.94 788 0.52 104 0.49 99

.80 - 374 1121 0.51 154 0.49 147

.. 400 360 1440 0.51 205 0.49 195

S0 . 350 1749 0.51 255 0.48 242

600 - 342 2049 0.51 305 0.48 290

. 800 3.29 2632 0.50 404 0.48 384

1000 320 3196 0.50 503 0.48 480

200 812 3746 0.50 601 0.48 572

- 1600 & Over 301 0.50 0.47

s Trib Generation, September 1987/institute of Transportation Engineers



AMEND'THE TEXT OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE AS FOLLOWS:

- A. adad a New Section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply

Restrictions to read as follows:

11.400 | TRAFFIC MITIGATION AND PARKING SUPPLY RESTRICTIONS

11.401

PURPOSE AND INTENT

- The purpose of this Section 11.400 is to reduce the traffic

and air quality impacts caused by new development in the City
thereby insuring the health, safety, welfare and economic

- well being of the citizens of Cambridge as mandated pursuant

11.402

'ito Chapter 40A, Massachusetts General Laws. Moreover, this

Article will promote the goals contained in the

'Transportatibn Control Plan for the Metropolitan Boston

Interstate Air Quality-Control Region as promulgated by the
United States Environmental Protection Agency and the

Massachusetts 1982 State Implementation Plan for Ozone and

Carbon Monoxide reduction.

APPLICABILITY

: With'the exception of developments authorized in Article

14.000, Article 15.000 and Article 16.000, all new buildings,

additions to existing buildings or a change in use of an

existing buiiding, encompassing 15,000 square feet or more of
gross floor area devoted to any combination of

"non—residential/non-institutional uses, and hotels and motels

[Section 4.31 i (1) and (2)], shall be permitted only upon

. issuance of a Special Permit from the Planning Board, subject
~to the requirements of this Section 11.400 when the project

is‘prdpésed to provide other than the minimum parking
required by Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading

'Requirements.
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Traffic Mitigation/New Section
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11.403

TRAFFIC MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS FOR ISSUANCE OF A SPECIAL

VPERMIT

Applicant'S‘for all projects covered by this Section 11.400
shall prepare and submit a Traffic Analysis and Mitigation

Report in conformance with the "Guidelines for Submission -

Traffic Analysis and Mitigation Report" as most recently

g approved by the Planning Board and made a part of this

11.403.1

Section 11.400 by reference. The Traffic Analysis and

Mitigation Report shall demonstrate how the following
‘requirements shall be satisfied.

Maximum Vehicular Trip Generation - The number of A.M. and

‘P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the proposed

project (except for Retail uses and Hotels and Motels) shall
be limited to rates which are: (1) 35 percent of the rates
pubiished in the latest edition of the Institute of
Transportation Engineer's (ITE) report, "Trip Generation" for
projects within»1300 feet of the entrance to the Harvard,
Central and Kendall MBTA Red Line Stations; (2) 55 percent
of the ITE rates for projects within 1300 feet of an entrance

' to the Alewife, Davis and Porter MBTA Red Line Stations and

the Lechmere MBTA Green Line Station; and (3) beyond 1300

feet the percentage of the ITE generation rate shall increase

‘ by'1.5 for each 100 feet further away from an MBTA station

entrance, to a maximum of 75 percent. All distances shall be

-measuréd from the nearest transit entrance to the nearest

employee entrance for each building.

For.Retail uses and Hotels and Motels, the number of peak

~ hour A.M. and P.M. vehicle trips generated by the proposed

project:shall be limited to rates which are 75 percent of the
latest ITE rates.



January 5, 1989
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11.403.2 Implementation of Approved Traffic Mitigation Program - The

applicant shall develop and implement a program for vehicle
trip géneration mitigation that shall ensure that the total
A.M. and P.M. peak hour vehicle trips generated by the
project d6 not exceed the amount allowed under Section
11.403.1.

?The Planning Board shall approve all aspects of the
‘mitigation program and may modify or expand upon the program
-proposed by the applicant. The approved program and its

;_»implémentation shall be a condition of any special permit

11.403.3

issued under this Section 11.400.

Traffic Reduction at Critical Intersections and Streets

" For projects of 50,000 GSF or more, and for smaller projects

with unique impacts as determined by the Cambridge Planning

" Board, the applicant shall evaluate the effects of the

project's vehicle traffic on the City's roadway network and

- indicate mitigation which will reduce traffic congestion and
protect residential neighborhoods and other sensitive areas.

The Planning Board may require as a condition of the special
permit the implementation of one or more mitigation measures
identified by the applicant or determined by the Planning
Board to be necessary to adequately safeguard the public
health, safety and welfare, to the extent that such
mitigation measures are within the capacity of the applicant
to implement.
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11.404

~11.405

- USE OF CHILD CARE FACILITIES FOR TRAFFIC MITIGATION

When used as part of the Traffic Mitigation Plan as required

- by this Section 11.400, gross floor area up to an amount

equal to two percent of a building's total gross floor area
may be exempted from Floor Area Ratio (FAR) limitations

- applicable to the site if that gross floor area is devoted

exclusively to the provision of on-site child care.

7‘HAXIMUM ALLOWED PARKING SPACES

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 6.31 - Required

Amount of Parking, the maximum number of parking spaces
provided for any development authorized under this Section
11.400 shall be determined as follows:

a. For office and industrial uses the amount shall be the
lesser of either the maximum parking amount identified
in Ssection 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading
Requirements, for office and industrial uses, or that
number of parking spaces determined by the following
formula based upon ITE data:

A.M. Peak Hour Vehicle Arrivals
Maximum Allowed = divided by the
Parking Spaces Percent Employees Arriving
’ During A.M. Peak Hour

.;b. v One parking space for each hotel or motel unit and, for

retail uses, the maximum parking amount identified in
- Section 6.36.
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11.406 MONITORING COMPLIANCE

To insure compliance with the mitigation criteria, the
applicént}for projects with 50,000 GSF or more, shall enter
into contractual agreement with the City to ensure full and
permanent implementation of all mitigation programs and of a
monitoring program as approved by the Planning Board.

Failure’to implement or monitor the effectiveness of the
mitigation pfogram as required by the special permit shall be
considered a violation of the special permit enforceable by
fiﬁe or reduction in the parking spaces actually provided in
the project to not less than the minimum required by Article
6.000.

In Article 13.000 Make the Following Changes:

. Delete Section 13.181 and add a new Section 13.181 as follows:

Off street parking for uses permitted in an Industry C Planned
Unit Development shall be provided as required in Section

f6.36-Schedu1e of Parking and Loading Requirements for uses in

Residence C-3, Business B, Office 3, and Industry B Districts.

Delete Sections 13.27, 13.272 and add a new Section 13.27 as
follows:

Deveibpment in a PUD-1 district shall conform to the off street
_‘pa:kipg‘and loading requirements set forth in Article 6.000. Off

street parking'for used permitted in this PUD-1 district shall be
provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
Loading Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office

1vf 3, and Industry B Districts.
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3.'

Delete Sections 13.361 and 13.362 and add a new Section 13.361 as
follows: '

Off street parking for uses permitted in this PUD-2 district shall
be pfbvided as reduired in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
Leading Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
3, and Industry B Districts.

. Rehumber Section 13.363 as Section 13.362 and Section 13.364 as
‘ Section 13.363.

‘ belete Sections 13.47, 13.471, and 13.472 and add a new Section

13.47 as follows:

Deveiopment in a PUD-3 district shall conform to the off street
parking and loading requirements set forth in Article 6.000. Off
street parking for uses permitted in this PUD-3 district shall be
provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and
Loading Requirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
3, and Industry B Districts.

~ Delete Sections 13.571 and 13.572 and add a new section 13.571 as

follows:

Off street parking for uses permitted in this PUD-4 district shall

be provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

'beadinngequirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
3, and Industry B Districts.

: Renumber Section 13.573 as Section 13.572 and Section 13.574 as

Section 13.573.
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- Delete Sections 13.671, and add a new Section 13.671 as follows:

Off street parking for uses permitted in a PUD-5 district shall
-be provided as required in Section 6.36-Schedule of Parking and

Loading Réquirements for uses in Residence C-3, Business B, Office
3, and Industry B Districts.

L Ianrticle»6.000 do the Following:

Add the following sentence to Section 6.312:
- Where it is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking

féquired by subsection 6.36 for any non-residential development
including hotels and motels, the development shall be subject to
the requirements of Section 11.400.

Add a new Section 6.351 as follows:

- 6.351 The requirements of Section 11.400 have been met.

Renumber the existing Sections 6.351 through 6.355 appropriately.



Example of Traffic Mitigation Calculation’s
v Trlp Generation and Parking (AM Peak Hour)

1,000,000 and 100,000 square foot office
‘Developments within 1300 ft. (1/4 mile) of Alewife
MBTA Statlon

:“hletlgatlon Tr1p Generation Rate is 55% of ITE Rate

Rate for 1,000,000 Project = 0.55 (1.5 trips/1,000 sf *) =

0.825 ,

. ‘Rate for 100,000 PrOJect 0.55 (2.0 trips/1,000 sf *) = 1.100
ﬁFrom ‘ITE Data, 74% of Trips need parklng

~ From ITE Date, 45% of Employees arrive in Peak

' ‘Max. Veh. Tr19s~
EUR. ~For 1,000,000 sf Dev.: 1,000 (0.825) = 825 Trips

'For 100 000 sf. Dev.; 100 (1.100) = 110 Trips

-Max, Parking equals AM Peak Veh. Trip (% need Parking)

% Emp Arrive in Peak Hour

“:For 1,000,000 sf Dev.; 825 (0.74) = 1357
’ : : 0.45
= 1.4 spaces/1,000 sf

‘For 100,000 sf Dev.; 110(0.74) = 181

0.45
= 1.8 spaces/1,000 sf

 *BaséjITE’Trip Generation Rate



ITE Trip Generation Rates - As an initial step, the

uhadjusted Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) average trip

‘generation rates must be used to generate the number of

vehicles traveling to and from the project site during both
' che,ﬁorhing,and evening peak hour under unmitigated

conditiohs, Trip Generation, 4th Edition (1987) or
subsequent updated editions, published by ITE must be used

.Lfor all land use codes. If ITE rates are not available or

the sémple size is prohibitively small, other transferable

-vt empirica1 research shall be cited, sourced and fully
Justified.

-~ Traffic Mitigation Rates - Based upon the need to reduce
: traffiC’and‘air quality impacts of new development, the City

.~ has established maximum peak hour vehicular trip generation

rates for the City based upon the quality of MBTA public
transportation service. Vehicle trips generated by the

- proposed project except for Retail uses and Hotels and
- Motels, shall be limited to rates which are 35 percent of the
‘latest ITE published rates for projects within 1,300 feet of

the nearest entrance to the Harvard, Central and Kendall MBTA
Red Line Stations as measured from the closest MBTA station

- entrance to the closest Public entrance to each building in
| the-project, and 55 percent of the ITE rates for projects
 wi£hiﬁ 1,300 feet of an entrance to the Alewife, Davis and
~Porter MBTA Red Line Stations and the Lechmere MBTA Green
:Lihe.Station. Beyond 1,300 feet the percentage of the ITE
generation rate shall increase by 1.50 for each 100 feet

further away from an MBTA Station entrance to a maximum of 75

. percent.

,"Fbr Retail uses and Hotels and Motels, the number of vehicle
' _trips generated by the proposed project shall be limited to
'rates which are 75 percent of the latest ITE rates.



Trip Generation Mitigation Program - The difference between

‘the number of vehicle trips generated using the unadjusted

ITE rates and the Cambridge Mitigation rates represents the

"pfoponent.

' magnitude of the mitigation required of the project

The proponent must develop and present a program

for vehicle trip generation mitigation that will ensure that

a.

A'theitotal AM and PM peak hour vehicle trips generated by the
 5 project do not exceed the amount allowed using the Cambridge
' Traffic Mitigation Rates. The type of mitigation to be
considered by the proponent shall include but not be limited
- to the following techniques:

Traffic Management and Encouragement of Transit Use

- Establish a commuter mobility program for employees,
including provision of support staff or participation in

area-wide Transportation Management Association

(TMA) :The program would include the following elements:

Formulate rideshare program;

Sell MBTA passes and provide route and schedule
information on-site;

Subsidize MBTA passes;

Encourage flexible work hours by providing
utilities off-hours at no premium;

Reserve parking spaces for high-occupancy vehicles;
Operate shuttle services to remote parking
facilities, transit stops, and/or tenant employee
residences; and

Provide discount parking spaces for rideshare
vehicles. '

Parking Management

Provide a differential parking rate structure to
encourage short-term use as proposed to commuter
parking;



S Reserve parking spaces for neighborhood residents at
. night and on weekends; and
- No early-bird rates or all-day discounts.

c. . Transit Improvements

‘- construct transit shelters at bus stops adjacent to
| project; and
=~ Provide direct connection to rail stations.

- d.  Pedestrian Amenities

- Provide increased pedestrian capacity by constructing
' ~  arcades (with design approval) ;
- Grant public pedestrian easements through building plaza
' and/or lobby; and
- ~ Enhance pedestfian environment with benches, plantings,
etc.

£. Capital Improvement

= _  Contribute cash for signal improvements, streets or
; | -intersection geometric changes;
e Participate in a Transportation Management Association
for area-wide-planning and/or infrastructure
improvements; and

- Provide on-site child care for employees.
g; Costs
- The costs of thesé measures and the parties responsible

for implementation should be discussed in this section,
as should funding mechanisms.

-The broject proponent must indicate the amount of vehicle trips
‘(perqentage) that will be mitigated by each of the techniques



 '}5pfoposéa in.the Trip Generation Mitigation Program. This analysis

and‘tabulatiohfShall include the percentage of trips that are

assumed to use MBTA public transportation service before any other

mitigation takes place.

Roadwéxfimpact‘Analxsis and Mitigation

 This section of the report must evaluate the effects of the

ptoject's vghicle traffic on the City's roadway network.

"v'1j>i_N6-bﬁild Condition - Using the target year for full project

occupancy, add future AM and PM peak hour trips to the
roadway network volumes based upon trip tables developed for
-projedtéﬁih.the study area with State approved DEIR's or
" FEIR's and/OrFCambridge approved Traffic Analysis and
‘Mitigation Reports. Future year background volumes for trips
_‘ madé between points outside of the study area should then be
'. addéd to produce "no-build" traffic volumes.

”2f Build Condition - Using ITE procedures for peak period

directional flow, add the AM and PM peak hour trips which
were devglbped using the Cambridge Traffic Mitigation Rates
_to the no-build condition to generate build traffic volumes
 for the roadway network. For retail projects these volumes
. should befadjusted for linked trips diverting from one
| féadway'to another to reach the site and linked trips
'entefing the site directly from the traffic stream on an
adjacent roadway.

. 3.-[1Fﬁture.Traffic Conditions and Analysis

”a. _Future Roadway Network - Make adjustments to the roadway
network capacity analysis based upon roadway improvement
prdjects that will be completed by the target year for

| full project occupancy.



-f:i'b;,  Level-of-Service Analysis - The level-of-service for
' both the no-build and build condition should be
determined. The performance indicators as documented
"above in the Existing Conditions Section of the report
‘ éhould again be computed and depicted in tabular form.

e. Summary - Present a tabular summary comparing base-case
: - to future year no-build and build scenarios. This
should include potential future increases/decreases in
roadway safety.

4. Mitigative Measures

‘Indicate traffic mitigation which will reduce traffic
HcoﬁgeStion and protect residential neighborhoods and other
sensitive areas from the traffic impacts of the proposed
project. The effectiveness of this mitigation must be
clearly stated. This is particularly important for critical
intersection with a projected level-of-service of D, E, or F
for the future no-build condition.

.Delivery and Service Vehicle Analysis

'Tﬁié_séction~ShOuld analyze the supply demand relationship for

deliVéty[and,se:vice vehicle parking. It should differentiate

large size_tfucks from small sizes and indicate the

parking/loading spaces provided for both groups to ensure trucks
do not occupy adjacent streets.

;;Pedestrién an& Bicyclist Amenity Program

Thé‘réport'must stipulate a program of amenities, both capital and
_bnonéCapital, which will encourage bicycle use and provide a
 pleasant3and safe environment for walking as principal mode of
travel as well as_a part of a transit trip.



: cOhstruCtion Management Program

'The report must include the submission of a construction
'management program, detailing the construction period impacts.

The program should contain a discussion of construction management

 issues and a list of mitigation measures to deal with them. These
" may include but not be limited to the following;

- = Develop new truck routes;

- ‘;FErqvide satellite parking and shuttle buses for construction

- workers;
= Use of off-site locations for storing construction equipment
 and materials;
- Stdre-cdhstruction equipment on-site; and

-  Provide covered walkways for pedestrian safety.

,Maximum*Ailowed Parking Spaces

Theinumber of vehicles traveling to the project in the morning

- peak hour (see Section E.2.) will be used to determine the maximum

number of parking spaces for the office and industrial components

- of the project. Since about 45 percent of the employees will

arrive during this period, the number of AM peak hour arrivals is
divided by 0.45 to produce the allowed number of spaces. However,

~‘this number .can never exceed the maximum number allowed by Article
' 6.000. Parking for the retail part of the project is capped at the
‘maximum allowed by Article 6.000 and at one space per room for

hotels and motels. The total parking allowed for the entire
project is the sum of all three components.

'Mbnitoriﬁg and Enforcement Penalties

_ToAinsure.compliance with the mitigation criteria, the proponent

";Of‘projeéts with 50,000 square feet or more, will enter into

chtractual agreement'with the City to ensure implementation and
continuance Of_all mitigation programs, carry out a monitoring



_ lprégram,'and'agree to enforcement penalties. At the time when the
‘;iproject oc¢upéndy reaches the 80 percent level and at regular
intervals thereafter, developers must submit reports detailing the
AM and PM vehiéle trip generation as well as general information
~about trip distribution, model choice, vehicle occupancy, parking
- space utilization, etc. Survey forms must be approved by the City
fot the documentation of these items. The monitoring program must
be reviewed by both the Community Development and Traffic and
Parking Departments and approved as part of the Special Permit.

;The'adminiStration and monitoring of mitigation programs will
' reqﬁire éngoing efforts. An individual must be designated who
~ will be responsible for responding to City inquiries about
cbmpliance'with the elements of the Special Permit, and for
submittihg’monitoring reports.

~ The prdjectbshall be in violation of the Contract if either the AM
or PM peak hour vehicle trip generation is more than five percent
~ above that allowed by the Special Permit and shall be subject to
any monetary penalties allowed by Chapter 40A. 1In addition if
'éither‘the AM or PM peak hour vehicle trip generation is 10
lA'percent or more above that allowed by the Special Permit, the
;am¢uht:of'pérking above the minimum allowed by Article 6.000 shall
“vBe;réducéafby that calculated percentage until the project is in
:éoﬁpiianCéQi,However, the amount of parking shall never be reduced
bnto‘iessfthan the minimum required by Article 6.000 of the
jCambfidge'Zoﬁing Ordinance.

-10-
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S PUBLIC NOTICE
S RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity nof ambridge

MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

~~_ Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter.40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
~and -amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
- Chamber, ‘City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

'v"City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
- -This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
~buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

square feet -or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

"",non-reSidential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the

- development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

_ 'Copiés of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

"7fCity Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

SR 'Allfpeféons'interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. - -

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambridge

MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
- This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
© 'square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
- non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
‘proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 = Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development.” This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

: ' Copies'of this}betition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. :

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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S PUBLIC NOTICE

RELATIVE TO ZONING.

- @ity of Qambeinge
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

‘of,Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan

Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

~proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would ‘be .required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

- Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

'City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

ALl persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. )

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



’ R S PUBLIC NOTICE
cc1o8 - : - n RELATIVE TO ZONING.

‘ @ity of Qambringe

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

. 'Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
‘of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
- and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
... hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
. Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
‘City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
‘new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
- This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. .‘buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
- proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of -Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
. would be ‘required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
. -Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
~Residence, Office and Business District.

~ Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Ha}l, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

v :A11 bér§6ns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. . =

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



| SR - " PUBLIC NOTICE
eci0e o RELATIVE TO ZONING.

- @ity of Qumbridge
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

_ Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
*  hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
- Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. -buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
‘proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
~would be required to undertake specific’ traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

o ~ Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

“.All'pefsdns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. =

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



TR R PUBLIC NOTICE
Ceces RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambringe

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

' Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
~and amendments theéreto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
- hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
~Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This: text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
- would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
- Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
~ Residence, Office and Business District.

: "Copies of this petition are on fiie in the Office of the City Clerk,
- City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

o  ,fAI1‘pers6ns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
‘be heard." :

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



: L L , PUBLIC NOTICE
c.c 108 L R : RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qambringe
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

- Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
~of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
.- hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
~ Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the-Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
- buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~ square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
- Residence, Office and Business District.

- Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

, j,A11~per$6ns‘interested in this matter may appear at this time and
- be heard. =

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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" PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qambridge
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

: ,'of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised

of the entire membershlp of the City Council, will hold a public

hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

- City Council to. amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.

This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
_buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 = Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

@ detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Offlce and Business District.

Copies of thlS petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts.

: All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard.v‘~

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambridge

MASSACHUSETTS
- Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

~of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public

hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
-City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance-by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing

~ buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~ square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

- proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

~ Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
Clty Hall - Cambridge, Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and

be heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



S R PUBLIC NOTICE
c.c, 108 - RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qambridge
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
_hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
- This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
~buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
.6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

: Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

_ :ﬁ All pérsdns~interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. o

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of @amhringe
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

~ Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan

‘Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

- proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments

~would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

- Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

‘All persdns interested in this matter may appear at this time and

be heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



R T - PUBLIC NOTICE
c.cio8 RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambridge

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
-~ of ‘the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
- hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
- Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or’ changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
. square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
~ 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

o Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
Clty Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be’ heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qamhrioge
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

o Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membershlp of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Nednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, ‘Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

.« City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.

This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

~square feet or ‘more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
~ non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
- would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

'Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall Cambridge, Massachusetts.

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

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



B : PUBLIC NOTICE
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_,v-‘.~.,‘(11ity nf ambringe
o . . MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

- Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
- of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
“hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
_Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
: new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
- This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
-non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

‘Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

: "All personS'interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. o

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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c.c 108 ‘ RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity nof Qambridge
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

: Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
_of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence,; Office and Business District.

, ‘ Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
. City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

All persdns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. :

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



B 1 TR PUBLIC NOTICE
ccres RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambridge
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

. - Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
-of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
-+ This text .section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
-~ buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
- City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

- All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. '

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



c.c. 108 -

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

Jity of Qambringe

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

thice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
- .and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
- of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
- ‘hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan

Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning -Ordinance by adding a

‘new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.

This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing

~buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

- non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
- proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

"All,persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and

'be heard. B

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



C.C, 106 .

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

| A‘(llitg of ambringe

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

- Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public

- ~hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
- Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
~City Council to. amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
~ buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
" square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

. proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the

~development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
- Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

Residence, Office and Business District.

- Copies of thisipetition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge; Massachusetts.

All persons 1nterested in this matter may appear at this time and

be heard.n_

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



i : PUBLIC NOTICE
c.e.r08 o A RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of @Qambridge
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

, Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
“and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
- of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
-hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
- Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
‘City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. -bu11d1ngs or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~ square feet or ‘more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
" non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
~ 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific’ traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
~ Residence, Offlce and Business District.

Coples of th1s petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts.

“AlTl persons 1nterested in this matter may appear at this time and
- be heard. B

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



R e PUBLIC NOTICE
coes. RELATIVE TO ZONING.

Uity of Qamhbringe
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

- Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
~ of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
- and -amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Nednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
-Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. ‘buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by .Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development.: This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall -Cambridge, Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
‘ be heard.v :

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



‘ B S PUBLIC NOTICE
c.cro8 RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qambringe

MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

; ‘Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
- hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
- buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
- Square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
~ non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
~a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
-development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

R Copies-of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

= Al persbns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



ST e . PUBLIC NOTICE
c.cros. RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of @Qambridge
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

. Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
- hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
. City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
. new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
~buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
‘square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
_ non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
- development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
~Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

: Copieé of ‘this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
. City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

PR Aii;pérsdnsfinterested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. = S
. For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



c.c 106

~ PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

- @ity of Qambringe
MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.
Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membershlp of the City Council, will hold a public

. -hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a

new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

:'square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

-a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the

development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

. Cambrldgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

Coples of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

ci.;C1ty Hall, Cambrldge Massachusetts.

All persons 1nterested in this matter may appear at this time and

Vbe heard._

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



© €.C 106

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

- @ity of Qambridge
| MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

~ Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire-membership of the City Council, will hold a public

| ~hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

City Council.to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing

. buildings or:changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

- square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

- non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the

development. ~ This section.11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

- Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

" Residence, Office and Business District.

ﬁAfCopies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

‘City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

v ;AlI]pérsdns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. S

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



R . 3 , PUBLIC NOTICE
c.c.1o6 o ‘ RELATIVE TO ZONING.

|  ‘ (ﬂitg nof Qambringe
. MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Lo Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
~ of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
- and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membershlp of the City Council, will hold a public
-hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
_ Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
~City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
- new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
~ buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~ square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
‘non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
 development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
‘Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Re51dence Office-and Business District.

o Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
”C1ty Hall Cambrldge, Massachusetts.

All persons 1nterested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



AR S AT PUBLIC NOTICE
ccos e : RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Qambringe
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

. : Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
;of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
- of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
. new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
~ This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~ square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
" non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

B COpiés of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
'ACity»Hall.-Cambridge Massachusetts.

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

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



e S "PUBLIC NOTICE
c.c.loe | . RELATIVE TO ZONING.

| @ity of Qumbridge
: MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

R Notlce is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
‘ of Chapter- 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
“hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
City Council to amend ‘the text of the  Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing
. buildings or: changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
~square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section
6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specificl traffic analyses and commit to
a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Re51dence, Office and Business District.

Coples of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
.City Hall, Cambrldge Massachusetts.

- - - All persons interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. . .

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



C. G, 106 .

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

Olttg of Qlamhtthge

 MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.

Notice 1S hereby given that in accordance with the provisions

: of‘Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition

and -amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membershlp of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan

 Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

City Council to amend ‘the text of the Zoning -‘Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing

'bu1ld1ngs or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000

~ square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of

" non-residential/non- institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
_proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments

-~would be required to undertake specific: traffic analyses and commit to

- a detailed traffic mitigation. plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the

development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point

fRe51dence Office and Business District.

" Coples of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,

- -City Hall, Cambridge Massachusetts.

: All persons 1nterested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard s

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.



PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

@ity of Cambridne
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

~Notice is hereby given that in accordance with the provisions
of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the General Laws, Tercentenary Edition
and amendments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances, comprised
of the entire membership of the City Council, will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. M. in the Sullivan

Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the

City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance by adding a
new section 11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions.
This text section would apply to all new buildings, additions to existing

buildings or changes in use of an existing building encompassing 15,000
square feet or more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
‘non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
~ proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by Section

6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific. traffic analyses and commit to

a detailed traffic mitigation: plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the
Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
Residence, Office and Business District.

~ Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of the City Clerk,
City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

- All persdns interested in this matter may appear at this time and
be heard. '

For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
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RELATIVE TO ZONING.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk
Notice is hereby given that in accordance with
the provisions of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the
General Laws, Tercentenary Edition and amend-
ments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances,
comprised of the entire membership of the City
Council, will hold a public hearing on Wednesday, .
-*March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P.M. in the Sullivan-
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on-
a petition of the City Council to amend the text of
the Zoning Ordinance by adding a new section’
11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply
Restrictions. This text section would apply to all
new buildings, additions to existing buildings or
- changes in use of an existing building encompass-
ing 15,000 square feet or more of gross floor area
devoted to any combination of non-residential/non-
institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is
proposed to provide other than the minimum park-
_ ing required-by Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking
and Loading Requirements. Such developments
. would be required to undertake specific traffic
analyses and commit to a detailed traffic mitigation
plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the develop-
ment. This section 11.400 does not apply to the:
MXD District, the Cambridgeport Revitalization
Development District or the North Paint Residence,
Office and Business District.
* Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of
" the City Clerk, City Hall, Cambridge,

" Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appear

" at this time and be heard.

For the Committee,
Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.

(C)Mar.9,16
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk

Notice is hereby given that in accordance with
the provisions of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the
General Laws, Tercentenary Edition and amend-
ments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances,

~ comprised of the entire membership of the City
Council, will hold a public hearing on Wednesday,
March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P.M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on
*"a petition of the City Council to amend the text of
. the Zoning Ordinance by adding a new section
11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply
Restrictions. This text section would apply to all
new buildings, additions to existing buildings or
changes in use of an existing building encompass-
ing 15,000 square feet or more of gross floor area-
devoted to any combination of non-residential/non-
institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is.
proposed to provide other than the minimum park-
ing required by Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking
~and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be. required to undertake specific traffic
analyses and commit to a detailed traffic mitigation
plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the develop-
ment. This section 11.400 does not apply to the
MXD District, the Cambridgeport Revitalization
Development District or the North Point Residence,
Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Cambridge,
Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this matter may appea

- at this time and be heard.
For the Committee,
Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.

(OMar,16
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk
Notice is hereby given that in accordance with
the provisions of Chapter 40A, Section 5 of the
General Laws, Tercentenary Edition and amend-
ments thereto, that the Committee on Ordinances,
comprised of the entire membership of the City
Council, will hold a public hearing on Wednesday,
March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P.M. in the Sullivan
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on
a petition of the City Council to amend the text of
the Zoning Ordinance by adding a new section
11.400 - Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply
Restrictions. This text section would apply to all
new buildings, additions to existing buildings or
changes in use of an existing building encompass-
ing 15,000 square feet or more of gross floor area
_devoted to any combination of non-residential/non--
institutional uses and hotels and motels where it is

.. proposed to provide other than the minimum park-

ing required by Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking
~and Loading Requirements. Such developments
would be required to undertake specific traffic
analyses and commit to a detailed traffic mitigation
plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the develop-
‘ment. This section 11.400 does not apply to the
MXD District, the Cambridgeport Revitalization
Development District or the North Point Residence,
Office and Business District.

Copies of this petition are on file in the Office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Cambridge,
Massachusetts.

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

For the Commiitee,
Councillor William H. Walsh,
Chairman.
(C)Mar.9,16






- CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
 INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

" To Sally Powers B ' Date March 17, 1989
. D1rector Board of Assessors
i}-,v'me Joseph E. Connar‘ton((q,c’ Reference
' Clty Clerk ‘
Sub]ect

ertten protest - Trafflc Mitigation and Parklng Supply Restrictions.

;iEnclosed’you'w1ll f1nd two copies of the written protest to the
petition relative ‘to Trafflc Mitigation and Parking Supply
' lRestrlctlons.,, :

. f;would you k1nd1y certify the ownership of the property.and remit
~-a copy to the Engineering Department.

o !Please refer to the memo I sent to you dated March 14, 1989 which
. _fcontalned the chart out11n1ng the time period for this petition.

'.A'Your_klnq.attent;on in this matter will be greatly appreciated.




TRy Commonwealth Energy System
T CLERI One Main Street
Post Office Box 9150
R 17 M40 1S Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142-9150
! Telephone (617) 225-4000

cAMBRIDGE MA.

March 14, 1989

- Mr. Joseph R. Connarton

City Clerk

- City of Cambridge

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Ma. 02139

Dear Mr. Connarton:

The Cambridge land owners listed below oppose the changes to the

- Cambridge Zoning Ordinance as proposed by adding a new Section 11.400
- Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restrictions which would apply to all new

buildings, additions to existing buildings or changes in use of an existing

- building encompassing 15,000 square feet or more gross floor area devoted to

any combination of non-residential/non-institutional uses and hotels and motels
where it is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking required by
Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading Requirements.

As such, We do hereby respectfully file a written protest pursuant to Chapter

40A, Section 5 of the Massachusetts General Laws. Massachusetts General

Laws Chapter 40A, Section 5, states generally that no zoning ordinance can be
adopted except by a two-thirds vote of the City Council. For Cambridge, this
would mean six (6) councillors. However, the statute further provideds that if a

‘written protest is filed prior to final approval of a change to the ordinance, stating

the reasons for the protest, signed by the owners of twenty percent (20%) or

- more of the land proposed to be included in such change, or of the area of the

‘land immediately adjacent extending three hundred feet (300') therefrom, then

a three-fourths vote (7 councillors) would be necessary for the ordinance to be
enacted. As land owners of real estate which will be affected by the proposed
changes, we now so file such a protest.

We oppoSé the proposed amendment to the Cambridge Zoning Ordinance

“because it does not serve the best interests of the City of Cambridge or the

- people who live and work here. We believe that the current regulation is

The name "Commonwealth Energy System” means the trustees for the time being (as trustees but not individually) under a Declaration of Trust dated December 31, 1926, as amended. whichis
hereby referred to, and a copy of which has been filed with the Secretary of The Commonwealth of Massachusetts. Any agreement, obligation or liability made. entered into or incurred by or on

sufficient and that the proposed regulation will only decrease the value of our

behalf of said System binds only the trust estate, and no shareholder. director, trustee, officer or agent assumes, or shall be held to, any liability by reason thereof.



’

£l

property. Please refer to Schedule A attached for a detailed listing of our land
holdings adversely impacted by the proposed zoning petition.

Please placé this written protest into the official records of the City.

Sincerely,

COMMONWEALTH ENERGY SYSTEM

oy

i
Vice

Cambridge Electric Light Company
Commonwealth Gas Company
COM/Energy Research Park Realty
- Darvel Realty Trust

Enclosure



SCHEDULE A

- COMMONWEALTH ENERGY SYSTEM

- Cambridge Land Holdings Impacted

by the
, e Proposed Zoning Petition

"Address = Owner Square Ft.

364 Third St. COM/Energy Research Park 397,530

-~ . One Main St. - ' Darvel Realty Trust 68,520

~ 101 Main Street Darvel Realty Trust 84,784

~ 12 Charles St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 3,500

- 273 First St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 168,000

364R Third St. . Cambridge Electric Light Co. 84,784

27 Potter Park - Cambridge Electric Light Co. 4,200

. 209 Otis St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 13,899

179-185 Broadway  Cambridge Electric Light Co. 11,853

187-189 Broadway Cambridge Electric Light Co. 4,840

- 315 Vassar St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 9,100

-1 Waverly St. ' Cambridge Electric Light Co. 1,029

126 Amory ‘St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 9,131

- 188-190 Hampshire Cambridge Electric Light Co. 3,620

259 Prospect St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 32,575

-~ 330 River St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 38,919

379 Putnam Ave Cambridge Electric Light Co. 91,543

219 Putnam Ave Cambridge Electric Light Co. 14,717

24 Blackstone St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 109,944

45 Blackstone St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 29,271

8 ‘Mellen St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 2,930

7 Edmunds St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 3,377

. 4 King St.- Cambridge Electric Light Co. 3,788

52 Walden St.” Cambridge Electric Light Co. 2,191

23 Healey Cambridge Electric Light Co. 5,223

~ 54R-56 Aberdeen Cambridge Electric Light Co. 2,249

.50 Wheeler St. - Cambridge Electric Light Co. 36,173

43 Smith PI. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 7,500

503 Concord Ave Cambridge Electric Light Co. 26,500

112 Sherman St. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 10,000

| 199R_Conco‘rd Turn. Cambridge Electric Light Co. 3,200
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© 14 Cameron Ave
31 Potter Pk.
43 Brookford St.
330 Third St.
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Cambridge Electric Light Co.

Commonwealth Gas Co.
Commonwealth Gas Co.
Commonwealth Gas Co.
Commonwealth Gas Co.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

" The Planning Board of the City of Cambridge will hold a public

" hearing on Tuesday, March 21, 1989 at 8:00 p.m. at the Community

Development Conference Room, third floor, City Hall Annex, 57

Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a petition of the
Cambridge City Council to amend the text of the Zoning Ordinance
by adding to a new section 11.400 - Traffic Migitagation and
Parking Supply Restrictions. This text section would apply to
all new buildings, additions to existing buildings or changes in
- use of an existing building encompassing 15,000 square feet or

more of gross floor area devoted to any combination of
non-residential/ non-institutional uses and hotels and motels
. 'where it is proposed to provide other than the minimum parking

' required by Section 6.36 - Schedule of Parking and Loading
'Requirements. Such developments would be required to undertake
specific traffic analyses and commit to a detailed traffic
‘mitigation plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
development. This Section 11.400 does not apply to the MXD
District, the Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District
or the North Point Residence, Office and Business District.

Copies.of this petition are on file in the Office of the City
‘Clerk, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts. Questions concerning

the petition may be addressed to Richard Easler, Lester Barber or
~ Liza Malenfant at 498-9034.
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.7 Notice is-hereby glven thatﬁln accordance w1th the prov151ons

of Chapter 40A;. .Section 5 of ‘the General: Laws, Tercentenary Edition .

_and -amendments :thereto, ‘that the Committee ‘on Ordinances, comprlsed

,.of the nglre membershlp of the Clty :Council, will“hold a public ".j"
L , v-wednesday, March 29, 1989 at 6:00 P. ‘M. in ‘the Sullivan L
i r, City Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts on.a petltlon of the -
-'U~;C1ty§ ouncil

Cnew” sectlony L.

400 - Traffic: M1tlgat10n -and: Parklng Supply: Restrlctlpns._} '
- This text section. would apply to all new .buildings, additions to ex1st1ng~f1
L) bu1ld1ngs or changes 1n ‘use: of an’ ex1st1ng bu1ld1ng encompa551ng 15, 000

"proposed to- prov1de other than the m1n1mum parklng required by Sectlon

. 6.36 - ‘Schedule ‘of - Parklng and Loading. Requ1rements. Such developments
_,{;wouId be" required to ‘undertake: specific  traffic analyses and commit to
. ‘a detailed traffic nntlgmnone plan to limit vehicle trips to and from the
- . development. This 'section. 11.400 does not apply to the MXD District, the

-+ 'Cambridgeport Revitalization Development District or the North Point
»'Re51dence, Offlce and Bu51ness Dlstrlct. ;r PR

TTTITTTIIT T [ B

e "*fﬁ°Cop1es of thls pet1t10n are on. f11e in the Offlce of the City Clerk,
L Clt”?Hall Cambrldge, Massachusetts.

) :q.;gAll persons 1nterested 1n thls matter may appear at thls t1me and
beheard. o T |

For the Commlttee

RS S e .f"’ Counc1llor William H. walsh
B B SO P RS Chalrman. -

“to- amend~the text ‘of the Zonlng Ordlnance by add1ng a AN






CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
TeL. 498-901 1

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
'ROBERT W. HEALY
City Manager

' RICHARD C. ROSSI January 23, 1989

Deputy City Manager

To the Honorable, the>City Council:

, With respect to Awaiting Report Items No. 8 and No. 9, I am herein
transmitting for City Council consideration a recommended new section of the
~Zoning Ordinance entitled "Traffic Mitigation and Parking Supply Restric-
tions". This proposed new section has been developed by the Planning Board
--and- the Community Development Department as a central element of the compre-
- ‘hensive rezoning program requested by the Council to provide a moderate,
~ sensible, and equitable framework within which the development community can
work cooperatively with the City to address the increasingly serious traffic

and air quality. consequences of new development.

" Traffic congestion and deterioration of air quality are serious
. regional concerns; this proposal is a responsible local response to those
‘concerns and demonstrates, should the Council choose to adopt the amendment,
the willingness of the City of Cambridge to do its fair share to find solu-
" tions to those vexing problems. We as a community are constantly faced with
the need to strike a balance between an economically healthy city and the
maintenance of the essential qualities of life that make Cambridge such an
appealing place to live. This proposal strikes that balance equitably to

the benefit of present and future residents.

Very tr iz/&ours,
Robert W. Hea1§:=*§7/£://///

City Manager

RWH/mbf
Enc.



- T S ~~~Agenda *Item No+-6f -.,.,} 0_/9

Re: response to Awaiting Report Items 8&9
on a new veview process for all new develop-

" ments & transmitting a proposed. amendment to
the text of the Zoning Ordinances by adding
a. new Section 11.400 entitled "Trafflc Mltlga—
tion and Parklng Supply Restrlctlons :
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In City Council,

January 23, 1989
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