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City hospital services

(Continued from page 1)
teaching affliations with
Harvard University.

Mount Auburn has offered
to admit any and all Cam-
bridge women for deliveries
regardless of their ability to
pay, which is a key factor
because of the free care,
bad debt burden Cambridge
Hospital has had to bear

“Mount Auburn has to
take its share of the in-
digent,” Greene explained.
“This is one way to get the
hospitals to share the
burden of caring for the in-
digent instead of letting
Cambridge taxpayers pay
and pay.”

Meanwhile, a Mass
General-Cambridge
Hospital linkage would take
a different form.

Greene said Mass
General has no inpatient
obstetric unit, so it sends
the patients in its
neighborhood = health
centers to various hospitals
throughout the Boston area.

The discussions with
Mass. General center on
Cambridge doing all
deliveries while Mass
General continues doing its
pre- and post-natal care in
its centers.

For Cambridge Hospital,
an agreement with -Mass

City offers funds for paint
For the third year, the

Cambridge Historical Com-
mission is offering grants to
assist North Cambridge
homeowners paint their
houses. Funded by an
allocation from the North
Cambridge Stabilization
Committee, the grants will
pay $750 or 50 percent of the
cost of painting, whichever
is greater.

In the pervious two years,
the Commission has helped
forty homeowners with this
serious  maintenance
responsibility. The program
has especially benefitted
the elderly by providing not
only financial assistance,
but also guidance and
supervision of the work by
the Historical Commission
staff. One homeowner wrote
that the grant “had truly
lifted a heavy financial
burden from me'" and
another said that the grant
allowed her “to carry out
other home improvements
long neglected because of
tight money.”

To be eligible for
assistance, homeowners
must have resided at least
one year in their
Neighborhood 11 home, an
area which extends on both
sides of Massachusetts and
Rindge Avenues from
Porter Square to Arlington,
and have an income which
qualifies as low or moderate

1 LT

under the City’s Home Im-
provement Guidelines.

For instance, a single per-
son may earn up to $17,250
or a family of four may
make up to $24,650 and be
considered income eligible.
First priority will be given
to wood frame buildings
with original clapboards or
shingles. Buildings with ar-
tificial siding which need
paint only on the trim will
qualify for a straight 50%
grant.

In addition to this finan-
cial support, the Commis-
sion will provide technical
assistance in choosing a
reliable contractor, ensur-
ing proper preparation and
execution, and selecting
paint colors. Interested
homeowners should contact
the Historical Commission
to arrange a visit to_your
home to an aj
plication.” After approval
and upon agreement with
the Commission on the work
to be done and color of
paint, work may begin.

Owners must have their
houses painted this sum-
mer, so act now. Applica-
tions are now being ac-
cepted. For more informa-
tion or to apply for a grant
contact Paul Bockelman at
the Cambridge Historical
Commission, City Hall An-
nex, 57 Inman Street, or call

FAMILY COOKOUT—Linden Park Homes
celebrated its first family cookout and block party

last weekend on Wel
memoralive Way, named

lington-Harrington . Com-
in:honor.of the‘community

group which helped make the 54-unit townhouse
development possible. Star Market and Anheuser

Busch provided refreshm
community providing a
Shown from the left are

ents, with members of the
wide array of foodstuffs.
Rui Goncalves, Richardo

Vasquez and Auto Goncalves

AVE $16.00
ON EVERY FILL-UP
24 Hour Burner Service

uality You Can Trust
QU2 1% G v
notice.

Port Oil Corp.
926-3500

Over 30 yrs. in business
WE TAKE CALL!
24 HOURS 7 DAYS

General could mean 270 to
300 births a year, Greene
said, and such numbers
would give the facility's
utilization woes a shot in the

®
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Again, though, the talks
are still in the early stages.
“It's  very,  very
preliminary,” said Martin
Bander, a Mass. General
spokesman. ‘“We're talking
to a number of hospitals on
a number of things. This is
nowhere near reality.”

In addition, as the talks
progress, other - obstacles
must be considered. For the
city’s part, Greene said the
city council and the Health
Policy Board must give
their blessings

The city must also come
to terms with Mount Auburn
and the private hospital’s
$45 million Determination
of Need (DON) application
for expansion and moder-
nization of its facilities
Greene said the city will
want to know how the pro-
ject, if approved, will im-
pact on Cambridge’s ability
to attract patients.

Mount Auburn, too, has to
win the approval of its own
board of directors, accor-
ding to Lynch. Moreover,
state regulatory agencies,
such as the area Health Ser-
vices Agency, must view
any joint venture favorably,

be it an arrangement bet-

ween Cambridge and Mount
Auburn or Cambridge and
Mass General.

Greene said Cambridge
Hospital also looked at
possible arrangements with

p- the Harvard Commiinity

Health Plan, Harvard
University Health Services,
and MIT Health Services,
but the finitial diseussions
were “not fruitful®
—ANTHONY BALDO

Camp Rainbow e new

registration
begins

Camp Rainbow is a
recreational summer pro-
gram for mild to moderate-
ly developmentally disabled
youngsters. The program is
sponsored by the Recrea-
tion Division of the Cam-
bridge De?arl ent of
Human Services| nd some
spaces are still available.

Activities include swimm-
ing, track and field, sports,
games, arts and crafts
photography and weekly
field trips. The Camp Rain-
bow fee is $10 per week,
which includes all camp ac-
tivities, field trips, lunch
and - transportation each
day.

For more information or
a Camp Rainbow applica-
tion, call Paul Ryder,
Recreation Director, at
498-9028
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CAMPOREE—Boy ‘Scouts from the Cambridge Council, Boy Scouts of
America, recently attended the aniual council wide camporee. Scouts from
15 Cambridge Scout Troops attended the Camporee that was held at Camp
Resolute in Bolton. Activities at the Camporee included signalling, cooking,
tracking, and camp living. The three-day event was highlighted by the camp-
fire held on Saturday evening.

Superintendent search

; Public Schools sirice 1977. She was an in-
(Continued from page 1) structor at Northeastern University and
of the Year by the Mass. Chapter of the universities in Wisconsin and lowa. She
American Society for Public Administra- has led workshops in curriculum and staff
tion in 1976 development and other areas throughout
Carl Sewell is superintendent of €om.  muchof the U.S. and Canada, and has done
munity School District 17 in Brooklyn, New . both teaching and counseling, She has an
York, a system more than three times' Ed.D. degree in counseling psychology
larger than Cambridge’s. He has taught at  from Boston University
California State University and Peppeys _ Edward Feeney is superintendent of
ane e worked s ah oducatiual Schools for Prince George's County Public

tltant for numerous firms incldihg: Schools in Upper Marlboro, Maryland. He
the Rand Corporation, taught secofidary ~bas taught elementary school and held
school in Los Angeles, and served as direc-  Several administrative positions in Prince
tor of Rev. Jesse Jackson's PUSH for Ex- ~ George's County, and has been an instruc-
cellence program in Los Angeles, He has a tor at George Washington University, He
Ph.D. in urban school administration has an Ed.D. degree in general, ad,
Louise R. Thompson has been assistani/MInIStAtion ~ from George Washington
saperintendent for curricolum and jn- _University in Washington, D.C
struction and guidance for Brookli y ~JACK HAYES

Coop'book Teview Winners named

The Harvard Coop this' by the New England the region’s. bookstores,
week announced the win- Bookseller's Association schoolsy and libraries
ners of its 1984 Book Review Results of the effort will be
Contest, co-sponsored by  The a Book Review studied to determine the
England Contéét was a pilot project ~feasibility of expanding the
Bookseller's Association. sponsored by the New contest in future years

Winners are: Grades 1-4; England  Booksellers within the New England
Linda Warren, 8, for her /Association and involved region and on the national
review of ‘‘Anastasia the extensive cooperation of scene
Again” by Lois Leowry,
Cambridge Friends School,
home room teacher Helen
Mcellroy; Grades 5-8: g
Srinivasu Meka, 10,for her
review of ‘‘Beware the
Fish”" by Gordon Kormon,
Bridge School, home room
teacher Mrs. Baker;
Grades_ 9-12: Tanya D.

lurbw, 15 for hef Teview -
of ““Yves St. Laurent” by
Yves St. Laurent, cam-
bridge School of Weston,
home room teacher Holly
Hickler-Adv. Stolurow was |
also selected for a regional
“Igor Reader” cash award B

epville Moose . . .
nelit of the Sparts Committee
315 Highland Avenue

. Powmerville, Mass.
TEIRITIRT
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School musicians to play at

hospitals, nursing homes

The Music Department of ~spect Street Nursing Home, Putnam Square Elderly
the Cambridge Public Windsor House for Elderly, Apartments, Robert
Schools will present Otis Street Hospital, Weaver Apts. for Elderly
musical performances at Margaret Fuller House, and J. F. K. Nursing Home.
several nursing homes,
hospitals, and homes for the
aged during the month of
June.

Musical groups from .
kindergarten through high
school perform at almost
300 civic, community and
school programs during the
school year. Students given
the opportunity to present &3
public performances during
their school years grow not
only educationally and
socially but also develop a
sense of responsibility to the
community.

The following is a list of
performances

June 14: L B J Apart-
ments for Elderly; Flag
Day, Morse School, Jean-
nine Jenei, instructor.

June 15: Neville Manor
Nursing Home, Tobin
School Chorus, Maria
Agnos, instructor. + 4

June 20: Cambridge Nur-
sing Home (Russell St) Fit-
zgerald School - L. d’Entre-
mont, instructor.

June 20: Sacred Heart
Elderly Center, Harrington
School, J. Borenstein, in-
structor. .

June 21: Miller River MOVING DAY—Bettina A. Norton, director, and M.
Apts. for Elderly, Harr- David Samson, resident fellow, of the Hooper-Lee-
ington School, H. Guenther,Nichols House at 159 Brattle St., usher in some fur-
instructor. e niture which the historic house recently borrowed

June 25: Jane Elizabeth from the Essex Institute in Salem. The Cambridge
&‘;&'lngchﬂz:‘eb Ag:;i'rz Historical Society has been enhancing the period
i rooms of its house, which dates from the late 17th

Final dates sare still century, with furniture and other decorative items.
unscheduled for the follow- The house is open for tours on Tuesdays, Thursdays
ing: Norfolk St. Congregate and Sundays, from 2 until 5 pm throughout the
Housing_for Elderly, Pro- summer.
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for the tops in commercial air conditioning
people and products, call on...

Stoneham

0.

Fuel
9g°
L ] c.0D.

$65.00 for 50 gals.
SALE SERVICE

INSTALLATIONS
(24 Hour Burner Servicel
PRICES SUBJECT T0
CHANGE WITHOUT NOTICE

665-3100

fiosgesici 0 1201 yseld @ogiofion o

Koby

)

"'WHen you calt on olur company for ypun comatercian, .+
sir'conditioning eeds, your projectwill undoubted!y.
come under the care of every member of our staff.

We've been solving commercial air conditioning

problems for years, That says a lot about our
abilities.
i T Our staff has made us air conditioning leaders in

our community. Call us. You'll see why

Creative Portraits
Resume & Pubicity
Pholographs

Instant Color Passports

\Carier

FLEET REFRIGERATION

Harvard Square

8 Jehn FKemedy i & AIR CONDITIONING
Cambridge 31 Canal Street West Medferd, MA
547-7552

666-1843

{ | 7:00PM. Yo 12:00 PM.
ANIMAL CLINIC || Blagk ack -Poker «Dice
440 Camb. St. am;

y-
DOES NOT APPLY TO SPECIAL RATES
| SPECIAL DAILY & WEEKEND ﬂ
| DISCOUNTS ALSO AVAILABLE

exees JULY 21, 1984

REGULAR DAILY
RENTAL RATES

)

1

!
ME

:Rutonantol

.

MYSTIC AVENUE
DFORD, MA 02155

391-3220

f Donation 310
AIRCONDITIONED 3100 Y J

ther Fun G.
4927563 || Tt Denation 150

“THE CROSBY SCHOOL -
SUMMER DAY CAMP

Ahilugton
(A program of the Scbols for Children, Inc.)

A Place To Eplore Boston

INSIDE |ND OUT

—

next dental isit

ELIMINATE FEAR OF DENTISTRY

Today dental treatment can be accomphished in comfort and free from anxietys Cdnscious
sedation wising nitrous oxide (laughing gas) can relieve the apprehension associated with your

CALL FOR A FREE CONSULTATION
INSURANCE & MEDICAID ACCEPTED

PETER L. GOLDSTONE D.D.S. P.C.
JAMES A. GRIECO D.M.D.

126 Inman St. at Inman Sq.
Evenings & Saturday by appointment

Family & general dentistry
Dentistry for children & adolescents

491-1403

Weekly and sumrer rates available.

CALL 6(1-2424 J
Also ask about our OpelHouse, Thurs., June 14,
6:3{7:30

Child cards available.

o

“This is your last charice

to- somethi
atgfallgalthworks.g

Before anyone loses a
pound at Healthworks,
you can gain up to $150.

with help from Dickson
Bros. nsect 5p

traps. moth balls. fly
swatters and fly rbbons
g for the

2
discnmmating host

Dickson
Bros.
Co.

{
INSURAN 3

! BRICK = FRAME
) $50,000 $175 $193
60,000 211 234
$70,000 247 274
} $80,000 284 315
$90,000 321 356
$100,000 358 398
$110,000 398 441 {
$120,000 438 485
$150,000 7 618

55
Major insurance carriegicludes $100,000 liability coverage

Just by joining before our Grand Opening.

Healthworks is the largest women’s fitness
facility in the area, with: Free parking » Full line of
women's Nautilus equipment ¢ 3 large exercise
rooms * Motorized treadmill  Computerized bicycles
* Individualized fitness and diet programs e Slimnastics
and Aerobic Exercise classes (nearly 100 classes
weekly, in all)  Professional staff ¢ Babysitting
Steamroom, sauna, showers, whirlpool, tanning beds,
and much more.

Put Healthworks to work for you. Call
497-4454 today. Pre-opening hours: M-F 10 AM~7 PM,
Sat.9 AM-4 PM. Hours upon opening: M-F 7 AM-9 PM,
Sat. 9 AM-4PM.

HEALTHWORKS

Porter Square Shopping Center - T "Mass, ave.. C: ¢
qi pping Center /”ij Mass, Ave.. Cambridge. MA (617 49™-445;

Jeenlel)
/(')ft}/,l[)ﬂltﬂ .
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HONORABLE MENTION in color work went to Hiroko Maybury-Lewis.

MERIT WINNER David Hebden.

MERIT WINNER John Brothers (photo reproduced from a slide)
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MERIT WINNER Sylvia Whitman

MERIT WINNER Ann Sullivan.

MERIT AWARD winner Stephen Zoller (photo reproduced in black and ihite
from a slide)
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ONE CALL

TV REPAIRS
* MISCELLANEOUS

DOES IT ALL

Interior — PAINTING — Exterior

CARPENTRY — GUTTERS

ROOFING — SUSPENDED CFILINGS

All Work Guaranteed

ARIFRSWIER

S

623-7323

{s & s accousTicaLl!

CEILINGS
10x8 room $70.00

Including labor & material
For frae estimate
Call 648-9225

H.F. FENOCHETTI

Culpen!er Contractor

icense
Remodeling - Additions |
Porches - Repairs
V164356 Estimates
646.8356 6468356
bl O oot
(DT
T.V. SERVICE

M.S.
CLEANING SERVICE

‘Don’t Come Hume
foit ALL
Give “Ms."
Cleaning Service
CALL
COMMERCIAL|
| AND HOME
CLEANING
396-3293

INSURED

PRO
PLUMBI

Bathrooms, Kitchens,

e

V. C. R. SERVICE CENTER
AIAKISERVIGE ...

PR

T.V. SALES

SERRA’S

1G85 WASS. AVE. CAl

SERVICING ALL BRANDS .
*SONYeRCA*PANASONICeSYLVANIA

& SERVICE

TV-VIDEO

. CAMBRIDGE
Between Harvard & Porter Squares call$92-2661

Steve Feeley
Plumbing
Heating &

Gasfitting
Heating ystams, o Water

Heaters, Complete Kitchen
& Bath Remodeling

Call 484-8881

Free Estimates Insured

GENERAL
CONTRACTOR

Exterior - Interior
REMODELING
RENOVATIONS
REPAIRS
ADDITIONS
RESIDENTIAL
COMMERCIAL

1. P. Puopolo, Inc,|
643-5926

33 YEARS EXPERIENCE
LIC. - INSURED

CAMBRIDGE (MASS.) CHRONICLE

Gutters
Porches

Fully insured

ROOFING
“LEAK SPECIALISTS”

SIDING

Free Estimates

776-6666 ——

Chimneys
Jacking

& guaranteed

ROBERT L. PANN'CO,, INC.

[RESIDENTIAL
Robert L. Pann

“GAS FITTING
REPAIR —REMODELING

Mechanic on duty-24 hr service

207 Prospect St., Camb.
- i

HOUSE REPAIRS

PAINTING-CARPENTRY-ROOFING
PLUMBING-ELECTRICAL-WALLPAPERING
TILE-FLOORS-MASONRY-HOT.TOP

COMMERCIAL
Michael 5. Pann
astor Pumber
No. 8626

THURSDAY. JUNE 14, 1984

EXPERT
BATHROOM
REMODELING

BY LICENSED PLUMBER
Plumbing — Heating
Carpentry —Tie & Electrical
—Complete Job—
Master Plumbers Lic. No. 7392 |
Esfimates Cheerfully Given
BOILERS and

David A.
Khoubesserian
Licensed
Electrician

#E25574
Residential & commercial
Also Fire &
Burglar alarms
Free Estimates

484-4765

HOUSE

; PLASTERING

Cell)ngs patched

T
TJ. NAUGHTON

& SON

INT. PAINTING exr.
CARPENTRY-
GUTTER-ROOFING
REPAIRING ROOF
LEAKS CHIMNEYS
Financing Available
3-5-10 yrs. to pay

625-4725

FREE ESTIMATES

SALES & SERVICE

V C R Special,

Complete

Check & Clean-up
ALL MAKES TV REPAIRED
ZENITH QUASAR SONY

L EMERSON & PHILCO
Video Recorders and Stereos

FRANKLIN TV INC.

2304 Mass. Ave., Cambridge

Bench,

139"

Lic. No. 89

864-8466

FOR HOME SERVICE

PLUMBING
HEATING
& GAS FITTING

SERVICE

Remodeling & Repairing
Agpliances Installed
Drains Sewers & Water Pipes
insfalled & Repaired

648-5239 4 861-0:

In Home w J .
Estimate $9.95 HW. Heaters, etc. . PA’NT’NG 2 Price G&G
24 hrs. i Roceo poiine
VORVDR-LASER || ** Bsser25"5| | McDONOUGH _ \ %60 ROOFING CO.
Firme  $14.95 776:2795 FENCE Interior & Exterior g} NEW ROOFS ROOF REPAIRS:
TOMKENTRONICS Curite matston 8 resrren] [ CarpENtry-Roofing J FERREIRA | | Smerscimters.
Solid Stete Elect. Specilist GIURLEO 2 R T Complete UPHOLSTERY SHOP 40 STO0 SHAL
Phone e 6280679 | [ Insurance Coverage | gl g i
PCC L. Waster Toeh No.2041 CONSTRUCTION INC. 628-4524 Free Eclimates 1 Sumng oo GIVEUSAC
e Specializing in C——— Call Tom 623-1055 ,‘;‘;z 52 =4 666-9325
Remodelling
v +ADDITIONS
R

CARBONE PLUMBING
& HEATING CO.

Installation of hot water heaters al
pecially.
Lic. No. 19204

Call 623-1769

SFOUNDATION
LWATERPROOFING
<CONCRETE £ BRICKWORK

Complete Kitchen & Bath

Work Gusranteed

776-8963

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE
COMMISSIONERS

Notice is hereby given under

General Laws, Chap'e( 138, as.
amended, that IInH 'u
“business s Little
DeMars, Manoger, o applled o

license to sell Wines and Malt n.l.gmmam u.n“ Lodetto
Defen

beverages as o restaurant ot 465

| Concord Avenve, a1k o-héaring has %m vwmmzd‘ efoan, |
been sef on said opplication for ¥4

Tuesday evening, Jube 26, 1984, at
&30, In the Baborg Ackermarn
fruom, fceom 7240, Gty

follows: Dining room, wa
and kitchen on the first floor.

The officers and directors of said
corporation are: Thomos D.C, Chen,
President and Director; Fumiko M.
Chen, Treasurer and Director;
Nabuko M. DeMars, Clerk and Direc-
tor; Normon L. Kaufman, Director.

ry . Colnan

Anthony G. Paolillo

Thomas V. Scott

License Commission
(©)unel4 g
COMMONWEALTH OF

4 Hour Eleclnc Snrvm

vons sp-cuuy
Lic. No. A6507

ELECTSR?E LszéRVICE

132 Columba St, Cambridge
3842174

OF
MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex ss. Probat

e Court

Summons by Publication
Peter J. Ladetto
Plnimm

has begh presented fo
it Cnun by your spouse, Pefer J.
Lodetto, sesking onnulment

Yo ¥ Rnied 10 sare s
v J. Lodetto plaintiff - pro se,

ibed o
ing room ste oddress is |0 Administration

Rood, Bridgewoter Moss.  yeor
answer on or before September 10,
1984. I you fail 10 do 50, the Court
will proceed
|udrmnnn
required to file a copy of your
answer in the office of the Register
of this Court at Cambridge.

Witness Sheila E. McGovern, Esg.,
First Judqe of said Court of Cam-
bridge.

Poul J. Cavanaugh
er of Probate

(C)June 14,21,28

LAND COURT DEPARTMENT
OF THE TRIAL COURT
(sesl) Case No. 113654
To €. Lansing Fair, os he is
General Portner of Phase Il Partner-
ship, 0 Mossachusetts Limited Part-
nership, of Cambridge, Middiesex
County; First Fidelity Service Corp.,
a duly existing corporation having an
usuol place_of business in Lowel
Middlesex County; and Fresh Por
Place Association, Inc., 0 duly ex-
isting corporation having an usual
place of business in Cambridge, Mid-
dlesex County; all of soid Com-
monwealth: and 10 all persons entitl-
ed to the benefit of the Soldiers’ and
Sailors' Civil Refief Act of 1940 os
amended
Commonwealth _Federol chlm
Bank, formerly known s
‘monwealth Federal Savings and hln
Association, o duly existing corporo-
fion having an usual ploce of
business in Lowell, Middlesex Coun-
ty, and said Commonwealth; cloim-
ing o be the holder of o mortgoge
covering real property in said Cam-
bridge, Units 47, 48, 55 and 56 of
Fresh Pond Place Con-
dominiom,  numbered 680 Huron
Avenue, together with the undivided
interest of said units in the con-
dominium and oll rights ond eose-
ment oppurtenant thereto, given by
C. Lonsing Fair, General Partner of
Phase Il Partnership, o
Massochusetts Limited Partnership
to Commonwealth Federal Savings
and Loan Associalion, now kiown s
Commonwealth Federal Savings
Bonk, doted May 26, 1982, record-
ed with Middlesex County (Southern
District) Registry of Deeds, Book
14622, Poge 416, as omended by
Madification fo Mortgage-Security
Agreement doted November 26,
198E  recditd wifth Middlesex
Coun (Southern Distict) Registry
of Dids, Book 1539, Page 198,
‘hass fed with said court o comploint
for crhority fa forecase said mor-
1gag in the monner following: by
srtrand pisdan and exercise of
pow of s
Vikere emmm o the benefits
of & Solders' ond Sailors’ Civil
Reli Act of 1940 os amended ond
yousject tosuch foeclosure you or
y oua -t torney shoul file o written
apprance and answer in said court
at k+on on o befire the sixteenth
Aoyf July 1984, or you may be
forer bared fron doiming that
sud oreclsure is mold under said
ct
O emess, Willon!. andel, Cht
Sure of wid Cart s tvety-
Thicday of oy 1984

Jobn G. Kelleher
Recorder

(Cave 14

LEGAL NOTICE

70: Frank King and Lucanda King

The below listed Order of Notiee
s ssued by th NuriciplCour of
the City of Boston concerning o
pending ogainst both Frark King o
Luvenwu Ning 10 Which you must file
answers, otherwise o judgment for
default may be rendered against you
for the relief demanded in the Com-
plint, the original of which is on fle
at said Court.

COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
MUNICIPAL COURT OF
THE CITY OF BOSTON
FOR CIVIL BUSINESS
Suffolk, ss. Civil No. 023703
The |l

Defendant
ORDIR OF
NOTICE
Cﬁv 227

To the ubove mmcd defendants':

Whereas it appeors from the of-
ficer's return on process issued
therein that after dilligent search he
can find no one upon whom he can
lowfully moke service, ond ofter
hearing, it is ordered by the Court
that the following summons issue for
service upon you:-

You are hereby summoned ond re-
qulred fo serv

R o Sireat, Boston, M.
02109, a copy of your answer o the
complaint which is herewith served
upon you, within 20 doys after ser-
vice of this summons, exclusive of
the doy of service. You are also re-
quired 1o file your answer o the
complaint in the Office of the Clerk
of this Court either before service
upon plaintiff’s attorney, or within 5
doys thereafter. If you fil fo meet
the above requirements, judgment
by default may be rendered ogoinst
You for the relief demonded in the
comploint
Unless otherwise provided by Rule
13(a), your answer must state as
countercloim and claim which you
‘may have against the plaintiff which
arises out of the transaction or oc-
currences thot is the subiect matter
of the plaintitf’s cloim or you will be
barred from making such clim i any
other action
Witness, Theodore A. Glynn, Es
quire, at Boston, the Thirtieth doy of
May in the yeor of our Lord one
thousand nine hundred ond Eighty-
Four
Donald F. Mackinnon
Assistant Clerk
(C)une14,21,28

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE
COMMISSIONERS
Notice s hereby given that
o Restaurant, Inc., Bruce

I
license to sell wines & malt
beverages os o restouront ot 798
Main Street, has applied for permis-
sion fo_extend the premises 10 in-

“clude 798 Main Street,

he premises are described os
follows: Two dining, rooms, kitchen
and weiing lounge on Sirst Ao,
Premises will seat 70 customers

The hearing on this application il
be held on Tuesdoy evening, June
26, 1984, at 6:30, in the Barbora
Ackermann Room, Room 200, City
Hal,

Mary E. Calnon
Thomas V. Scott
Anthony G. Paolillo
License Commission
(C)une14

CAMBRIDGE
HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Notice is hereby given that o
public hearing will be held on Thurs-
day, June 28 of 4:00 P.M. in the
third floor conference room at the
City Holl Annex, 57 Tnman Street o
considr.on appcaton for o ca:

Case 183; 50 Follen Stros
struction of o penthouse visible from

Cambridge Common,
y Robert 6. Neiley
Choirmon
(Cuulﬁ 4,21
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF
ONING APPEAL

‘The Boord of Z ppeal will
hold o public hearing on Thursday,
June 28, 1984 in Room 200, City
Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.
The following cases will be heord:

7:00 P.M.

Case No. 5120: 324 Rindge

Ao, Industry A-1 Zone Edward

. Special Permit 10 allowa:

messngz estoblishment. ~Article

4.000, Section 4.35(p) of the Zon-
ing Ordinance.

7:20 P.

iﬁn' Residence C 1 Zone; Charles
Warner and Alice
tmu. “Variance: Subdivision of the
t 5 000, Section 5.31
(Table: ional Requirements);
Section 5 ‘5 (snbdmsmn), Article
6.000, Section 6.361(g) of the Zon-
ing Ordinance.
7:40 P.M.
oo Yo 512 242 ll-nodllu

zun s u owits.
Variance: Subdivision of 'hl Int Ar-

g

sional Requirements) of the Zoning
Ordinance.
800 P.M.

ase 5123: 142

Street, Residence B Zone; Marshall
E. and Gwen D, Simpkins, Variance:
Conversion of o one-story building,
presently used as an art studio, info
o one-bedroom opartment. Article
4.000, Section 4.21 (1) (conversion
of occessory building); article
5.000, Section 5.31 (Table Dimen-
sional Requirements); Article 8.000,
Section 8.22e (alferation of o non-
conforming building) of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Case No. 636 Green
Street, Resience C-1 Zone;
Lowrence A. Linder and Sandra M.
Baptie. Special Permit: Reduction of
required parking for a new urit which
is being added to the rear of the ex-
isting house. Article 6,000, Section
6.35 of the Zoning Ordinance.

ileen McGaughey
Secretory

(Cliune 14,21

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT

Sealed proposols wil be received
at_the Office of the Purchasing
Agent, Room 303. City Hall, Cam-
bridge, Mass., unfil 11:00 o'clock
a.m. Thursday, June 28, 1984 ot
which fime and place they will be
publicly opened and read for fur-
nishing the following to the City of
Cambridge:

Paper Producrs

Soafioposal fortid ookith

The: City of Combridge reserves
the right 1o waive ony informalifies
or 10 rsject any or all proposals

|y ecicatons may b otained

Office of the Purchasing Agent,

mm 303, City Holl, Combridge,

Mass.

ach proposol must be in o sealed
envelope plainly marked *“Proposal
for ‘Designate Item’, and oddress-
ed 1o Barbaro L. Duffy, Purchasing
Agent, City Hall, Combridge
Massachusetts.

Barbara L. Duffy
Purchasing Agent
(CHune 14,21
COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
sex, 55, Probate Court

Summons by Publica
Manvel Erinna
Plaintiff

To the above-named Defendant:

Acomploint hos been presented 1o
this Court by your spouse, Monuel
Erinno, seeking o divorce upon the
grounds of desertion,

You ore reduired fo serve upon
Winston Kendoll, plaintiff
plaintiff’s attorney, whose address
is 134 Warren Street, Roxbury, Mo.
02119 your onswer on or before
10th. September, 1984, If you fail
10 do 5o, the Court will proceed fo
the hearing ond adjudication of this
action. You are also required o file o
copy of your answer in the office of
the Register of this Cour of Cam-

bridge

Witness, ~Sheila E. McGovern,
sq., First Judge of said Court at
Cambridge.

11th. May, 1984
Paul J. Covonaugh
Register of Probate
(©Moy3 Jone7 14
THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC UTILITIES
June 6, 1984
D.P.U. 84-112F
Petifin of Canbridge lctric

tight C

ol an U!Ilﬁu .1 'h

pmm
Company’s

and applicable mn-.. w
the Energy Conservation Service Pro-
grom for the period July 1, 1984,
through June 30, 1985. Such ap-
proval s requested pursuant to
Chaster 465 of the Acts of 1980 and
220 CM.R. 7.00.

The Department of Public Utilities
will hold o public hearing on the
above-entitled matter in its offices,
Twelfth  Floor, 100 Combridge
Street, Boston, Massachusetts
02202, on Wednesday, June 20,
1984 at 2:30 p.m. Petitioner’s pro
posed budget is ovailable for inspec-
tion ot the Deportment’s offices in
Boston

Petitioner, CGombridge Electric
Light Company, s required 1o give
notice of said hearing ot least seven
(7) days prior to the hearing date in
the Combridge Chronicle and Boston
Globe ond 1o moke return of service
and publication ot the fime of the
aforementioned hearing.

By Order of
the Deportment.
Mory L. Cottrell,

Secretar

(C)lune14

DRIVEWAYS-PARKING LOTS

FREE ESTIMATES 776-9676
CLYDE CONSTRUCTION & ASPHALT 0.

CITY o
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT
Seled prgposals will be oceived
ot the Office of the Purchasing
Agent, Room 303, City Holl, Com-
brdg, Moss, ul 11,00 o'ock
A M. Thursday, June 21, 1984 ot
which time and place they will be
oul

rising tre fllowng to the City of
Cambridge:

smu Test Monitar

Reagents & Consvrmabies

See proposal for bid deposit

The City of Cambridge reserves
the right o waive ony informalities

or to reject any o al proposals.

Specifiedtions may be obtained at-
the Office of the Purchasing Agent,
Room 303, City Holl, Combridge,
Mass.
Each proposal must be in a seoled
lnve\up' ‘plinly morked “Proposol
or “Designote Item”, and oddress-
ed 0 Basbara L. Duffy, Purchasing

Agent, ity Hall, Cambridge,
Massachysetts.
: Barbara L. Duffy
Purchasing Agent
(©une 7,14

DEPARTMENT OF
TRAFFIC & PARKING

By force of the power vested in

my by Speciol Act of the Legislature

of 19614 (Chapter 455), | hereby

amend the Troffic Regulations of the

City of £ombridge by odding the
following'regulation.
JLATION NO. 84-6

Regulation No. 66-1 Schedule 6A
“"Parking Prohibited At Al Times On
er les Of Certoin Streets, Tow

Away Zepe’ is hereby amended by
adding the following
Broadwoy, south side, from

Portland Street to Main Street

And is further omended by strik-
ing out the following:

Broodway, south side, from R.R
tracks east of Hampshire Street, to
Main Street

= This regulation shall take effect |
il

luly
PROMULGATED

Jlme 6,1984
Gearge Teso
Troffic Director
{C)uneld 21,28

CITY OF CAMBRI
H0ARD OF LICENSE
COMMISSIONERS
Notice is hereby given under
General /Lows, Chopter 138 as
amended, that Ruggles of Harvard
Square, doc., Kevi M. Pedersen,
Manager has applied for a license to
sell wines & malt beverages as o
cestauront ot 1436 Mossachusetts

z

The officers and directors of soid
corporation are as follows: Jefirey
B. Starfield, President, Treasurer
and Director; George W. Thibeault,
Clerk and Director; ond Patricia D.
Starfield, Director

The premises ore described os
follows: Diring room and kitchen on
first floor with cellor for office and

The hearing on this application has
been set for Tuesday evening, June
26, 1984, ot 6:30, in the Barbaro
Ackermann Room, Room 200, City
Hall

Mary E. Calnan
Thomas V. Scott
Anthony G. Paalilo
License Commission
(Clunela

37¢|
Residential, Commercial

SIMPSON BROS.
OVERS

Low Rates - Over 50 Years Exp.
Professional Reliable Service

RUBBISH REMOVAL-Yards & Cellars
Cleaned DEMOLITION-Garages
Bars, House Paiirg, Porches, Gut.

BATHROOMS

Completely Installed

mbing. ceramic te & caroentry
Al material &labor guarantee. Free
estimates. J 4B Constructon Co. W
Som. Establsned over 30 years

_ DELTA PAINTING
~COMPANY.~

A

Painting - Int. & Ext

General Carpentry
c. in

Red Cedar Shingles

Gutters - Roofing

Licensed & Insured

(617) 776-2934

ers
g 64365588 | DUMP TRUCK RENTAL
0PU 7%
1-14;
CorTHE SHERFFSSALE
OFFICE OF THE
SCHOOL COMMITTEE The Commonweaith
456 Broadway of Massachusetts
Cambridge, Ma. 02138 Middlesex, ss.
Sealed proposals will be received pril 2, A.D. 1984

at the Office of the Manager of Pro-

curement, 159 Thorndike Street,
Cambridge, Ma. 02141, until July 3
1984 ot 11:00 A.M. at which time
they will be publily opened ond read
for

Evalvation-of alf Physical Educa-
fion Equipment

Spcifications aed forms of pro-

posals wil be available ot the Office

of the Manager of Procurement on
and offer Friday June 14, 1984

William C. Lonnon

Superintendent of

Schools

(C)unela, 21

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE

COMMISSIONERS

Notice is hereby given under
General Laws, Chopter 138, as
amended, that 6 & G Cafe, Inc.,
d/b/o Glymn Gary Cafe, Garrett

Griffon, Manager, has applied for o
of its license to sell all
alcoholic beverages as o restaurant
ot 111 Scioroppa St. & 242-246
Hurley St. to William Smith and Son,
Ine. d/b/a Smitty’s Neighborhood
Cafe, William E. $mith, Jr., Manoger
at said address

The premises_are described as
Follows: Two dining rooms and a kit-
chen on the first floor; with o cellor
for stor

The officers and directors of said
corporation ore: William E. Smith,
President, Treasurer and Director;
Willom €. Smith, Jr., Clerk ond
Director,

The hearing on this transfer will
be held Tuesday evening, June 26,
1984, at six-thirty, in the Borbara

ckermann Room, Room 200, City
Hall, Cambridge.

ry E. Colnan
AmhonyG Paolilo
Thomas V. Scott
License Commission
(©)uneld

COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS .
Probate Court
No. 539056
OF

NoTi
FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT

To all persons interested in the
estate of Elizabeth Hurd Gregory
(Late) of Combridge in said county.
You are hereby notified pursuant
1o Mass. R. Civ.P. Rule 72 thot the
first ond finol account of BayBank

{Fiduciory) of sad esote hos been
presented to said Court for
allowance,

If you desire o preserve your
right 1o file an objection 1o said oc-
count(s), you or your atforney must
file o written oppeorance in said
Court at Cambridge on or before the
third doy of July, 1984, the retura
day of this citation. You may upon
written request by registered or cer-
tified mail to the fiduciary or to the
attorney for the fiduciory obtain
without cost o copy of said
account(s). If you desire 1o object fo
any ‘item of said account(s), you
must, in addition 1o filing o written
appearance as oforesaid, file within
thirty doys ofter said return day or
within such other time os the Court
upon_motion may order o written
stotement of each such item
together with the grounds for each
obiection thereto, o copy o be serv
edupon the fiduciary pursuont to
Mass. R. Civ.P. Rl

Witness, Sheilo E. McGovern, Es-
quire, First Judge of said Court fhis
Tt day of June 1984.

Paul J. Cavanaugh
Register
(©)lunerd

all-the right.. title and interest
Stophen

the ~ buildings ond
thereon situated in Cambridge, Com:
monwealth of Massachusetts being
shown on a plan of lond entitled
(T of Lo o cmhu'-, Mass.,
dated June 3 [

Newport Apmmm o
by Allen
Engineers and land Surveyors,
Boston,
Soid porcels of land are further
bounded and described os follows

Token on execution and will be

sold by public auction, on Wednes-

day, the twenty ay of June
A.D. IVN at n(ln:kPM ot
my irst Street.in Com.-
b(idge in soid Cnunfy ol Middlesex,

b, Trustee, of Newport
rust of

s0d Couny of Middiesex, hag (o1
exempt by low from attochment or
levy on execuion) on the second day
of April A.D. 1984, at nine o'clock
and no minutes, a.m., being the fime
when the some wos foken on execu-
tion in and 10 the following described
real estate, o wit

Two certain porcels of lond with
improvements

& Demuriian, Inc.,

" recorded herewith.

The land containing No. 1775

Massachusets Aence ond Biding
1

3, 5, and 7 Newport Road:
“We erly by Massochusetts

Avenve as shown on_said_plan
itydound 507100 84 501

Imhnly by Newport Road s

shown on said plan two hundred and
M'y -five and 30/100 (255.30)

nmhmum by the curve of said

Newport Road as shown on said by
four lines measuring five ond
20/100 (5.20) feet, 70/100 (0.70)
feet, three and 96/100 (3.96) feet,
and 70/100 (0.70) feet respective-

lyi

Easterly by said Newport Rood
seventy-five and 83/100 (75.83)
feet; and

Southerly by the southerly line of

o passageway four feet wide as
shown_on
sixty-four 00100 (264) feet.

lon two_ hundred

Containing about  twenty-two

thousand two hundred sixty-one and
4/100 square feet according to soid
lan.

Soid premises are conveyed

together with ond subjet 10 rights  og
of way in common and appurtenant

10 the lots shown on said plan on the
southerly side of Newport Road in,
o and over the passageway four
feet in width.

Terms: CASH

Alfred L. Jacobson
Deputy Sheriff
(CMoy3), June7, 14
COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
THE TRIAL COURT
THE PROBATE AND
FAMILY COURT
DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division
Docket No. 842972
NOTICE OF

rnsm of vMI

Administratio
Withthe Wil Annexed
Without Sureties
Estote of Abraham Keshnor
late of Combridge
in the an(vy of Middlesex

NOTICE

A petition hos been presented in

the above-coptioned mafer praying
that o certain instrument purporting
10 be the lost will of said decesed
may be proved and allowed ond that
Cynthia B. Kashnor of Brookline in
the County of Norfolk be appointed
administratrix with the will annexed
without giving surety on her bond

If you desire fo object to the
allowance of soid petifion, you or

your atforney must file o written op-
pearance in soid Court ot Cambridge
on or before 10:00 in the forenoon
on July 16, 1984.

In addition you must file a written
statement of objections to the peti

fion, giving the specific grounds
therefore, within (30) doys after the
return doy (or such other time as the.
court, on motion with notice o the

petitioner, may ullvw) in accordance
wl'h Probate Rule 2/

Witness shwlui McGovern, s

're ‘Firstdustice of said. Court ot
brmg. the Fifth day of June in
l e0r of our Lord one thousand
e (ke o eighty-four
Paul J. Covonaugh
Register of Probae
(©)lunels

DEPARTMENT OF
TRAFFIC & PARKING
By force of the power vested in
me by Speciol Act of the Legisloture
of 1961 (Chopter 455), | hereby
amend the Traffic Regulations of the
City of Cambridge by odding the
following regulation.
REGULATION NO. 84.7
Regulation No. 66-1 Schedule 6D

Mlng Puill -d At All Times On
Certair Certain an, Tow
Away 1 Persons

2 isabled Voterams) it hereby
amended by striking out the follow-

Brookline Street, east side, 180
north of Granite Street to 205" north
of Gronite Street.

Thls vegulu'mn shall take effect 5

PROMULGAY[D
DATE
June 11, 1984
George Teso
Traffic Director
(C)une14,21,28

COMMONWEALTH OF

MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex, ss. Probate Court
No. 524976

NOTICE OF
FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT

To all persans inerested in the

estate of Anthe Cassimatis -late- of

Combridge, in said County, deceas-

You are hereby nofified pursuant
10 Mass. R.Civ.P. Rule 72 that the
first ond finol occount of M. Em-
manuel Cassimatis ond Domnette C.

wiors {ihe fiduciaries)
of the will of said deceased hos been
presented o said Court for
allowance.

If ‘you desire to_ preserve your
right 1o file an objection 1o said oc-
count, you or your atforniey must fle
@ written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the twenty-
seventh doy of June, 1984, the
return day of this cifation. You may
upon writfen request by registered
or certified mail o the fiduciaries, or
to_the attorney for the fiduciaries
obtain without cost a copy of said
account. If you desire o object fo
any item of said account, you must
in addition to filing o written ap-
pearance as oforesaid, file within
hirty days ofter soid return doy or
within such other fime o the Court
upon motion may order o written
statement  of each such  item
together with the grounds for each
objection thereto, a copy 10 be sery
ed upon the fiduciaries pursvont fo
Mass. R Civ.P. Rule 5

Witness, Sheila £ McGovern, fs-
quire, First Judge of said Court, this
23rd day of Moy, 1984

Paul J. Covanaugh
Register.
{C)unel 4

HEATING JOBS
GAS FITTINGS

ALEWIFE C0. INC.
864-2550

ROOF REPAIRS
% DICK RABOIN %
Slate-Flat-Shingles
Chimneys-Skylights
Gutters-Drainpipes
20 Yrs. Exp. Work Guar.

666-8756

CALL
b ANYTIME

|
We acceot Master Charge and Visa
‘ Save $5 with this ad & It call.

| Color TV Reg. 19.95 Now 1495 |
' BW. Reg. 14.95 Now 9.95 ‘

Inhome Computers and Mcrowave

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Purchasing Department
INVITATION TO 81D
The City of Cambridge,
Massachusetts, the Awarding
Authority invites seoled bids for
““Longfellow Open Space Project’’ in
Co g on
Documents prepared by the Com-
munity - Development  Department,
57 Inman  Street, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, 02139, Telephone
498-9034.
Constructions  consists of:

Site

ment,

oquipment. !
Location: Broadway between An-

®

Sealed bids for the General Con.
tract will be received of the office of
the Purchasing Agent, City Hall, 795
Massachusetts Avenve, Combridge,
Massathusetts 02139, until 3:00
P.M., Thurs., June 21, 1984 of
which time oll bids will be publicly

ned and reod oloud

General Bidders may obtain two
(2) complete sets of Contract
Documents o the Office of the Pur-
chasing Agent, City Hall, Combridge,
Massachusetts 02139, upon deposit
of $25,00 in the form of o check on-
Iy mode payable 1o the City of Cam-
bridge, for each complete set. Addi-
tional ‘sets may be obtained f the
cost of reproduction. Copies of the
Form for General Bid ore ovailable ot
0 cost at the same office, The full
amount of deposit will be refunded
1o all persons returning plans and
specifications in good condition
within ten days after dote of General
8id opening.

The Contract Documents may be
examined ot the Office of the Pur-
chasing Agent, Room 303 City Hall,
795 Massachusetts Avenve, Cam-
bridge, Mossachusets, at the plan
Foom of Dage Consrucron Rpars
ot the Office of the Master

Association, 383 Dov:hes'er
Avenue,.  South.  Boston,
Massachusefts.

Every general bid shall be accom-
ponied by o bid bond o a cerifed
or o treasurer's. check or
il e by a responsi-
ble bank or trust company poyable fo
the City of Cambridge in the amount
of § percei of the fofal bid price.

Attention is called fo the 10 per-
cent Minority Business Enterprise
goals s contained within the bidding -
documents.

The successful bidder will be re.
quired 1o furnish 100 percent Per-
formance Bond and also a 100 per-
cent Labor ond Materiols or payment
Bond os set forth in the specifico-
tions.

Work wil be subject to Equal
Employment  Opportunity re.
quirements ond Executive - Order
11246, The Bidder understands that
e she must not discriminate on the
grounds of race, color, religion, sex
or national origin.

Attention s called to the fact that
7o less than the minimum wage rofes
as set forth in the schedule contain-
ed in the specifications must be poid
on this project. Both Federal and
State Woge Rates are applicable and
the higher shall be paid.

The Awarding Authority reserves
the right to reject any or all bids and
10 waive any informalities in the bid
ding if it be in the public interest to
do 50, provided such rejection or
waiver be in conformance with the
General Lows, 05 amended.

No bidder moy withdraw his her
bid within 30 days after the actuol
date of the opening thereof

Bidders ore requested to attend o

pre-bid conference on Friday, June
15, 1984 ot 10:00 0.m. of the Com-
munity Development Department,

57 inman Street, Conference Room.
Attention is called to the City's
Supplemental Equal Employment Op-
portunity  Anti-Discrin ion and
Affirmative Action Program os con-
toined in the bidding documents
Barbaro L. Duffy
Purchasing Agent

Chune
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More ob

ituaries
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SUSAN THOMAS

Carlo
Fantasia

Retired machine
operator, Carlo Fantasia,
84, died June 7 in Cam
bridge Hospital fnl]nwmg a
long illness. He was a
longtime Cambridge resi-
dent.

Mr. Fantasia was born in
Gaeta Italy and leaves his
wife Maria (Reale). He was
the father of Salvatore of

\Arlington and brother of
Francesco and Anna
(Cesarale of Cambridge, Ida
{Ciano of Somerville, Maria

COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
} THE TRIAL COURT
THE PROBATE AND FAMILY
COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division
| Docket No. 84D 1818 D-1
‘ORDER FOR SERVICE
BY PUBLICATION
Wendy Amn D'Ambrose,
Plaintiff
v
John Stephen Gibb,
Defendont
Upon motion of plaintiff for an "
order directing John'Stephen-Gibb,
the defendant herein, 1o oppeor
plead or answer, in occordance with
Mass R.Civ.P. /Moss.R.Dom.Rel.P.
Rule 4, it appearing to the Court that
i is on action - fo dissolve. the
bonds of matrimony - that the soid
John Stephen Gibb cannot be found
within the Commonwealth. and  hat
his present whereabouls are
unknown; that personal service on
said defendant is therefore not prac-
able, and that said defendant has
not voluntorly appeored in this oc-
fion; it is
Ordered_that said John Stephen

respect to the complaint herein on or
before the twenty-third doy of July,
1984, or in -defoult thereof this
Court willpraceed-10.the hearing and
odjudication of this suit

Ordered that o copy of fhe sum-
mons be maled to the defendant at
bis last known address by registered

" or certified mail,

Date: May 14, 1984
Sheila €. McGovern
Justice of the Probate
and Fomily Court
(C)May31, June?,14

ORDINANCE NO. 1008
Final Publication No. 2244.

III the Year One nwul‘

“Nine Hundrad Eighty-Four
AN ORDINANCE

10 an ordinance en-
il " Zoning Ordinances of

tha Cly of onbeipe”.
it ordained by the City Council
the City of Cambridge as follows:
e Tove Map ocompanying or-
dinance possed fo be ordoined
September 26, 1979 entitled “The
Zoning Ordinances of the City of
Cambridge” is hereby amended by
replacing the current regulations
reloting 1o signs with o new com-
prehensive sign ordinance.
ATTEST.- Poul €. Healy,
ity Clerk,
NOTE: Pursuant o the provisions of
General Lows, Chapter 43, Section
23, Tercentenary Edition, being o
gart of the City Charter, the or-
dinance as oforesoid, which exceeds
in length eight octovo pages of or-
dinary book print moy be examined
of the office of the City Clerk in the
form of o printed pamphlet during
office hours on or after May 15,

ATTEST:- Paul €. Healy,

City Clerk

1o the City Coungil.June 11, 1984

Passed 10 be ordained os amended

by a yea ond nay vote:- Yeas 8;
Nays 1; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy,

City Manager.
ATTEST:- Poul E. Healy,
City Clerk

(C)une14.

ORDINANCE NO. 1009.
Final Publication No. 2245.

on April 26. 1984
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Year One

undred Eighty -
AN ORDINANCE

n omendment 1o an ordinance
formerly entitled “The General Or-

as revised in 1972 and now
designated os *“The Code of the City
of Cambridge

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

Chopter thirteen entitled Of-
fenses” is hereby amended by od-
ding after section 13-17 @ new sec
entitled “Use of
dongerous moterials in construction
of fences,” which reads as follows:

Section 13-17A. Use of dangerous
‘materials in construction of

No person shall erect or maintain
anywhere in the City a fence equip-
ped with or having rozor wire or
razor ribbon. Nor shall any person
erect or maintain  fence equipped
with or having barbed wire, spikes or
other dangerous materials, or ony
electric charge sufficient 1o couse
shock, within ten feet of the ground
level.

In City Council June 11, 1984

Passed 1o be ordained by o yea
and noy vote:- Yeas 9; Nays 0; Ab-

sent 0

Robert W. Healy,

City Manager.

ATTEST. Paul . Healy,

y ity Clerk
Chlune14

Padula of Italy, and the late
Elisa Albano. He is also sur-
vived by four grand-
children.

A funeral Mass was said
in St. Francis Church on
June 9 followed by burial in
Mount Auburn Cemetery.
Funeral arrangements
were made by A. DeVito
Funeral Home.

Donations may be made
in his memory to the Italian
Home for Children, 1125
Centre St., Jamaica Plain

M. Claire
Gurry

A funeral Mass was said
June 8 in Blessed Sacra-
ment Church for M. Claire
(McKeon) Gurry, 71, who
died June 6 in Mount
Auburn Hospital after a
short illness. She was
buried in Cambridge
Cemetery.

A native of Boston, Mrs.
Gurry made her home in
Cambridge for several
years. She was the wife of
the late William E. Gurry
and the mother of Joanne
M., Susan E., Marlan K

Gurry, and Martha Gurry-
Axtman

Funeral arrangements
were made by Daniel F.
O'Brien Funeral Home.

Donations may be made
in her memory to the
American Lung Association
or the William E. Gurry
Memorial Scholarship,
Cambridge Rindge and
Latin School, Attn. of Mr.
Henry Lukas.

Bernard

O’Neill
A funeral Mass was said

in Our Lady of the Rosary
Church in Stoughton for
Bernard L. O°Neill who died
in Brigham and Women’s
Hospital on June 5 following
a brief illness. He was
buried in North Adams

Mr. O'Neill, 70, was a
native of North Adams and
lived in Cambridge for
more than 30 years. He was
d retired registered nurse at
the Boston City Hospital
emergency room for 30
years and resident of
Stoughton for 9 years

He was the husband of
Bertha (Bourgeoise) and

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
1n the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four
ORDINANCE
In amendment 10 n ordinance formerly enfitled “The:Gedsral Ordinances
of the Gity of Cambridge™" s vevised in 1972 and now designated os " The
Code of the City of Cambridge.”
un-wb,mcnymuman.t
t Chapter Two entitled  Adminisfration, ” Article XXII it "0
fcers Genrolly, ” Secion 2:19) il st of Slries in Genera,
hereby amended by striking out the provisions of Ordinance Number 990 or-
dnmd by the City Council on December 27, 1982 providing for the salaries
the Mayor ond the City Council Members and subsituing in ploce thereof
e salary schedule which reads os follows
Eoch member shall receive fhe following solaries and are fo be paid mon-
thly or weekly, unless otherwise stated

s

Minimy Maximum

Annval Annual

Salary Salary

Mayor 519,432
City Council Member $18,129

Passed 10 o second reading at the City Council meefing held on June 11
1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question comes on passing to be or-

dained.
ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk
(C)uneld
FIRST PIIIIKAW NO. 2242
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

n the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Eighty-Four
AN ORDINANCE
In amendment 1o an ordinance formerly entifled “The General Ordinances
of the City of Combridge” as nwsgd in 1972 and now designated as “The.
Code of the City of Comby
Be it ordained by the mcm«umuw«w follows:
That Chapter Twenty-Three entitied “Regulations Pertaining to (mmu.a
Rental Housing Units" is hereby amended as follows
1. Removal of rom Market of Chapter
Twenty-Three, entitled “Regulations Pertaining o ol Remol U
in Ordinonce Number 966 of June 29, 1981 is hereby amended as follows
1. Add the following clause 1o Paragraph (4) of Subsection (b), Defini-
ions:

(v) couse a unit, not the primary residence of a legal urit owner, to be vos

cont for ninety (90) days or more by refusing o rent or to offer for rent in
faith said unit or, when o unit s cited s uninhobitable, by failure to

perform repairs required 1o restore said unit 1o habitable condition. The ex-

istence of o vacanecy for ninety (90) days or mare shall constitute o rebut-

table presumption of removal from the market."

2. Add the following sentences at the end of Subsection (c), Removal
ed:

ulate
ne year offer the date of a notice of ruling, the Board sholl confirm that
the circumstances and conditions the Board fo grant any removal
permit hereunder, except for a condominium unit legally occupied by the unit
owner, continue fo warrat Said permit; otherwise the Boord:Shall im-
mediatelyreat the it s a controlled rental unit ond shall nitiate whatever
actiond€ permitted-and-appropriate under. this section.” (
3. Add the following sentences to Subsection (), Penalty:

“Where there are repeated and/or flagrant violations of this section, the
Boord shall recommend to the Cambridge City Council or to the Combridge
Housing Authority that the public interest can best be served by foking the
unit(s) by power of eminent domain in oder 10 restore the unt() to service
as housing for people with low and moderate incomes.

Passed 1o o second reading at the City Council meeting held on June 11,

1984 and on o afer June 25, 1984 th question cames o pasing 1o s r-
dained
ATIEST.-

Poul E. Healy,
é City Clerk
(C)June 14

FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2241
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
n the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Eighty-four
AN ORDINANCE

in amendment to an ordinance enitled *'The Zoning Ordinances of the City
of Cambridge.

B 1t ordolasd by the City Couacl idge as

The Zone Map occomparying odinance possed o be ordained September
26, 1979 entitled “The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge” is
hereby amended as follows

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:

11.15. Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development:

The following development controls apply to the parcel of land upon which
a townhouse development is constructed and are not applicable to subdivided
las. The townhouse development parcel as o whole must conform o these
controls. But once satisfied for the fotal parcel, the controls are waived for
any subsequent. subdivision of lots. The required minimur lot size for o
townhouse development and the required minimum lot area for each dwelling
unit in a fownhouse development shall conform to the existing regulations for
the district in which the townhouse development is constructe

Anychonta I 1he Gmions o sk il o ot thenkonts o &

townhouse development approved as-of-right and which was subdivided
ubsequent o such -w. shall equire the issuance of a Special Permit by
the Board ppeal.

Wi he e O the S S o Hwmles o
Teurbous devsuomrt goprved by Spcl Pr e vqis pprove
from the Special Permit Granti

Dimensions! standards for v.-mm Development outlined in this
ection 11.15 shall apply whether or not the Townhouse Development he
been subdivided.

Note: This provision makes clear that any future olteration in an approved
Townhouse Development is considered within the context of the total
development

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on June 11
1984 ond on or ofter June 25, 1984 the question comes on passing 1o be or-
dained.
ATTEST: -

Paul E. Healy,
City Clerk
Chluneld

father to Marianne, Eileen,

o Pero, 85, was a of New York, and Ronald gister of Mary Sico, t
Tatricla, a0t FEaLd, Biessine Jpoly s native of Italy and lived in Hiltz of Arlington. He was Madeline Rebella. Edith 9am for Walter Jones. He
\agdad He was the husband of the - Cambridge for many years. brother to Katherine Cor-

grandchildren.

Funeral arrangements
were made by Sheehan
Funeral Home in Stoughton.
Donations may be made in
his memory to Brigham and
Women’s Trauma Center in
Boston.

Carl
Ernlund

Memorial services were
held June 8 at Christ Church
for Dr. Carl H. Ernlund, 95,
who died June 6 in
Massachusetts General
Hospital following a brief il-
Iness. He was buried in
Mount Auburn Cemetery.

Dr. Ernlund was a retired
physician at ‘the Mass. Eye
and Ear Infirmary in
Boston. He was also on staff
at the New England

Belmont,

great-grandchildren

A funeral

Cambridge Cemetery

DeMarkles Mortuary

Deaconess Hosptial in Helen Greek Orthodox
= Cl ch in € dy

Boston and the Mount C1urch it Cambridge.

Auburn Hospital in Cam- Anna

bridge. Grit

A native of Bruns TILZ

Sweden, he was a graduate
of the University of Lund
and received a master’
degree trom Uppsala Col-
lege in Sweden. He received
4 doctorate degree from
Harvard Dentistry School in
1917 and a medical degree
from Harvard Medical
School in 1922

Dr. Erpiund was an ac-
complished pianist _and
painter.and was a member
of The Country Club in
Brookline and the Harvard

cher, Anna M.

Maria Hospital on June

following a long illness.

bridge residen!
than 50 vears

Li an Citizens Club.

: of East Boston and Edvward
Club in Boston
Hewas thehuspandigfme > O Caubridgg) ‘mw
late Lucy (Hodg€) Ernlund 1S40 “’T"’C"" ““
two great
Funeral drrangements sranne
were made by J. 5. Water- ninkra) o, EJ R

man & Sons Funeral Home.

June 11 followed by burial in

Kostas Mount AuburalyCemetery

Babalas r Funeral drruzxgemenl:

: were made by Silva-

Former Cambridge and i g puneral Home

Waltham restaurateur, y
Kostas Babalas, 41, died Camille &
June 8 in his Cambridge Parya L

home.

Mr. Babalas came to
America at the age of 19
from the island off the
Turkish coast, Metilene,
Lesbos, Greece. He owned
and operated the Superior
Restaurant in Cambridge
and then the Paramount Joseph's Cem
Restuarant,inf Waltham for J.mxnu-r ___,L, i

T

X ¢

Camille (Russo|

illne:

»
&

Juried in St

FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 224 \
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE i
1n the Yoor One Thousand, Nine Hundrel Eghty-four
AN ORDINANCE 3
in amendment fo an ordinence entitled *The Zoning (rdinances of the ity
of Combridge.” ?
Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Carbridge s follows:
The Zone Map accompany ng ordinance passed to beordaned Sepfember
26, 1979 entitled “The Zoning Ordinances of the Civ of Cambridge’ is
hereby amended as follow:
Amend Section 4.30, Residentiol Uses, subsection 4.1 (h) oy adding the
following footnotes 2 ond 15
. Existing dwelling converted for more than wo fmilies 15, 16
Res

0s.
10 " ves
Amend Section 4.40, Footnotes 1o Toble of Use R.yrmant 05 tolows;

122

a. Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it wi! the following new

foatnote 2

2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed peion June’l, 1940/ ‘and
hos not been substantiall enlarged since that date. Thadditon in fhe oge
gregate of two hundred and fifty square fee! or more of oss fioor créa shall
be considered a substantial enlorgement.”*

b. Change footnote 15 1o read os follows;

“15. Provided that in a Residence A and B district 1 exterior design of
the structure is not significantly changed.

Note: This amendment would restrict the conversionf exisfing dwellings
in Residence A and B districts to more units than norma permitted in these
districts to only those dwellings which existing prior tune 1, 1940. This
restriction i to ensure that the conversion is fied 10 Hiarger older homes
and thus eliminating the possibility of any recently consicted dweilings be-
ing converted in attempts to negate the intent of the.sgle and two family
districts. In oddition, this amendment would opply the cdition that the ex-
terior design of the structure is not changed when an exing dwellng is be-
ing converted for more than two families in a Residencé district as it now
‘applies in the Residence A district when single fomily sidences are con-
verted o two family residences.

Passed to a second reading ot the City Council meet held on Jane 11
1984 and on or affter June 25, 1984 the question comes) passing 10 be or-
dained
ATTEST

Paui £, Heoly,
City Clerk
(C)June14

FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2239
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Yeor One Thausand,
Nine Hundred Eighty-Four
AN ORDINANCE
In omendment to on ordinance entited * The Zoning Oences af e Gty
of Combridge.”
Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of e-h,. us follows:
The Zone Map occompanying ordinance possed o betdoied September
26,1979 entitled “The Zoning Ordinances of the Cityof Combridge” s
hereby amended as follows
Amend Section 5.50, Speciol Dimensional Regulations, iy serfing o new
subsection 5.53 as follows
5.53. In Residence A-1 and A-2 Districts only one sthue éontaining o
principal use shall be allowed on o lof
ote: The purpose of this amendment is o ensure thatall pew construc
tion of single-family detached dwellings in Residence A-1asd A-2 districts
meet the intended lot and dimensional requirements !o;{w rricts. The

ordinance currently allows more thon one principol strug e lot
Therefore, as long s the minimum fot area per dwell ut s me, it is
possible fo construct several single-family detoched dwelligs ona single ot
through use of the condominium form of owership: TH8 Wbpsed omend
ment requires that every new single-fomily dwelling in thes disrcts meet
all dimensional requirements including its own individual ke

Passed 10 a second reading of the City Council meeting iéld on Jure 11
1984 ond on or after June 25, 1984 the quesrion comes o8 gssing o be or-
dained
ATTEST

Paul E. Healy,
4Gty Clerk
C)dure 14 §

iy
#

three years. He retired at

late Catherine (Melidone)
and father of Senator Peter
K. Babalas of Norfolk,
Virginia, Charles K. of
Cambridge, and Cambridge
funeral director Paul K. of
He also leaves
eight grandchildren and six
He
was the brother of Patra
Karon of Cambridge and
Hilda Kokaras of Arlington.
service was
said June 11 on Sts. Con-
stantine and Helen Greek
Orthodox Church in Cam-
bridge followed hy burial in

Funeral arrangements
were made by Babalas-

Donations may be made
in Mr. Babalas memory to
the Sts. Constantine and

Retired silk mill sut-
Celkus)
Gritz, died in the Sancta

A native of Lithuania,
Mrs. Gritz, 89, was a Cam-

member of he’ Cambridge

e was the wife of the
jate John Gritz and ‘the
mother of Emily M. White

in the Immaculaie Concep-
tion (Lithuaniah) Church on

A funeral Mass was said Do died June 10 in Mount

in me(huuh'«vxlg!shr- Blessed "“"“"‘ Hospital. He was

Sacrament on June (2 for

Pero who

died June § infthe Sancta

Maria Hnspnyner a long
She

in West

Mrs

She was a homemaker and coran of Somerville, Fran-
member of the Blessed cis Grady of Cambridge,
Sacrament Sodality. Doris Davidson, Josephine

She was the wil e of the George, and Leo Grady, all
late Paul W. Pero and of Somerville. He also
mother of Margaret leaves three grandchildren.
Siteman of Waltham, Funeral arrangements

Fernandes,
Bella Westcott. She was the
grandmother of Colette denly
Durand.

Mr. Jones,

were made by
Funeral Home.

Rogers

Evelyn Sweeney of Cam. were made by William T
bridge, Doris Thompson of Hickey Funeral Home geor ge
Cambridge, Rita Murphy of ogers
Braintree, Tereso Pero of L €t€r 8

A Cambridge attorney
for 53 years, George Ed-
ward Rogers died June 7 in
Symmes Hospital in Arl-
ington following a short il
Iness

Somerville, and the late Klein
Robert Pero, Louise Burke, :
and Leo Pero. She was the  Peter A. Klein, &, died
sister of Josephine Potter, suddenly June 8 in the East
Vincent Russo, and Albert Village Nursing Home in
Russo, all of Baltimore, Lexington
Maryland. She aiso leaves Mr. Klein was a native of
28 grandchildren and 36 New York and made his
great-grandchildren home in Cambridge for
Funeral arrangements Many years. He was a self-
were made by John J. employed mechanic and
Donahue & Son Funeral horse trainer

ple Hea

Mr. Rogers was born in
Cambridge and made his
home in Lexington for 46
years. He was a 1922
graduate of Worchester
Academy and 1930 graduate

Home. He was the husband of An- of Suffolk Law School.
: na M. (Foley) and father of ~ Mr. Rogers s
Annie John J. of Westwood, Ed- member of the

e
Bos

Power Squadron, the C wa Gerald

Guard Reserve, the Steam-

ship Historical Society, and Butler

the Reading Rifle Club. He

ward P. of California, and
Carol A. Callahan of Win-
chester. He is also survived
by eight grandchildren.

A funeral Mass was said
in St. Peter's Church on
June 11 followed by burial in
Cambridge Cemetery.
Funeral arrangements
were made by William T.

Randall

Annie (Shalier) Ran-
dall, 83, died June 9 in the
VFW. Parkway Nursing
Home ia West Roxbury
lollowing a iong iliness

Funeral services were
held at the Pike & Vertuccio
Funeral Home on June 12
followed by burial in Cam. Hickey Funeral Home
bridge Cemetery.

Mrs. Randali was born in nna
Dorchester and made her - SMilgis
home in Cambridge for 20
years. She was a retired
clerk at The Ritz Carllon in
Boston for 10 ys

:h(- was the wife of the

Albert M. Randall and
mother of Charies W. of
Winthrop, Albert M. Jr. of
Arlington, and the late
argaret E. Randall. She is

years.

Funeral services were

by burial in Westview
be made in his
N charity of ¢ r
Born in Lithuania, Anna  He was the fo
(Dailidenas) Smilgis, 88, Marion L
died June 8in Brockton. She -
was a homemaker and
(ambndge resident for 30
year:

wefoihe  Mr. Butler

3

(Condinho) and
the father of Faith Rogers

todgdon),
Rogers of Boston. He is.

A luneral Mass was said
uu June 11 in St. Jospeh
anor Nursing Home

ward H. Rogers of Wellesly

Walter

June
Massachusetts
Funeral arrangements Hospital. A native of Taun-
ton, he lived in North Cam-
bridge for most of his life
He was a rigger for G.H.
Harnum and member of the
Cambridge V.F.W. He was
a veteran of the Korean War
and was av&arded the Pur-

Church today, June 14,

Napolean, Del and Frank Will be buried in Mount
and the late Auburn Cemetery

died sud-

He was the husband of
Valerie C. (Harrington) and
father of Karen Duchainey
of Marshfield, Cheryl Jones
of Cambridge, and Mark
Jones of Medford.
Donations may be made
in his memory to the Heart
Funeral
rangements were made by
William T. Hickey Funeral

ar-

Cambridge resident for
was a ham radio operator 50 years. Gerald W. Butler,
and owner of a coramercial 77. died suddenly
license for more than 30 (‘amhrmge home on June

in his

A funeral Mass was to be
held in Douglass Funeral held at St Patrick’s Church
Home in Lexington followed today, June 14,
followed by burial 1n (
Cemetery. Donationss may bridge Cemetery.

10am

an

automotive electrician at
sband of White Motors in Watertown
He leaves his wife, Anna
his
of Lexington and Marjorie children. Thomas Edward
so of Somerville, and Anna B.
survived by his brother-kid. Parsons of Medford. He was

THEBraTHETor Al Sén-
nett of Florida and is sur-
vived by five grandchildren

S durived: by thrse C)harw“:g;we:[wsml;: Jones and one great-grandchild
granddaughters. Cemetery in Brockton, A funeral Mass was (::n;::ii: S”;"s,m?;’.:[:
She was the wife of the scheduled at St. John's goiC/RIe B o M- R
Joseph late Joseph and mother of -
Alfred of Arlington and
rady Richard of Burlington. She
he sister of Sr.
A funeral Mass was said, %28 U
in St. Mary's Church on D01oTosa, S.J.C. ‘of

Brockton and also leaves
five grandchildren
Funeral arrangements

June 13 for Joseph P Grady

were made by Waitt

huried in Mount - Auburn e
( ‘emetery Funeral Home.
Mr. Grady, %, was a Franklin

retired vurehnustman at
First National Stores. Born VI€rTiman
in Somerville, he lived in

Cambridge for most of his g Memaria] secvices will
Ti

said )
Sl dieos)
June 23 for Franklin Mer-
riman.

Mr. Merriman, 66, died in
Corona del Mar, California
after.a long illness. He was
a Cambridge resident for 50

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL Loty
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE e was a recognized ex-

Sealed proposals will be received  Pert in the sailboat hard-
at the Office of the Purchosing ware industry and was
Agent, Room 303, City Hall, Com-  chosen a spokesperson to
B"dm'“:ﬂ 07539"";':“;2:“” open new markets in the
n Thorsday, June 21, : ;
fch fime ond lce fhey will b 53l Doat industry on the
publicly opened and read oloud for WSt coast. Upon his move

urnishing the following to the City from Cambridge, Mr. Mer-
of Cambridge, Police Department:  riman, a true New

Automobile Insurance for vehicles  Englander, had « New
:_-:fm:’v" '::‘ mm England birch tree flown

out to his California home.
Every year, he returned to

He was the son M Ibe late
Michael and Mary (Cud-
dihy) Grady and the hus-
band of Jean (Rourke) of
Arlington. He was the
father of Ann Marie Henry

spread the word!

morning 900 AM. to 11330 P M.

THE
CAMBRIDGE
CHRONICLE

. NEEDS
cgubmose

The Cambridge Chronicle needs Cambridge students to
deliver their community's news, Keep your family and
neighbors informed with the best coverage of local
1ssues. Delivering the Chronicle is more than just a job.
It is part of a great institution, that of the free press'
You have the opportunity and the responsibility 1o

Not only do you have a steady income each week, you
also gain the chance to win cash bonuses and over 150
prizes in the 1984 carriers’ contest. Routes are now
available on Berkshire St.. Willow St., York St_, Portland
St.and Jefferson St. Take the challenge! For more infor-
mation, call 625-3000 or stop in the circulation office
Tuesday to Friday 9:00 AM. to 5:00 P.M. or Saturday

police patrol cars.
Copies of the Request for Pro-
New England for foliage
season and spent time in

‘bosoll may be obtained ot the Office
of the Purchasing Agent on or affer
L‘enl(‘r Sandwicl (.onmx

June 7. |vu between the hours of
8:30 a.m.

The Cr'y ettt
the-right 1o reject any and all pro “ World War 1 A”m

posals, waive any informalities in ~ VeLeran, he was the hus
the proposal process, and accept the band of Martha (Overbey)
proposal deemed fobe in fhe bestin-  and  father of Franklin,
erest of the Ci Steven Rich, and Edward
e e (47 (S} MEAS grandfather to Han-

»;T::He'a Proposal Nah and Hardy Davis Mer-
for Autombile Insuronce for riman, and Michael Cov-
ehicles leosed by the Cumhndgc ington.

Police Department ond._used

narked police patrol cars’ fo an Gertrude

bara L. Duffy, Purchasing Agent,
Combridge City Hall, 795
Massachusetts Avenve. Combridge,
Massochusets 02139, Retired clerk for the Ci-
No_proposal will be considered ty of Cambridge, Gertrude
unless the offeror certifies that it is E. (Mahaney) Carey died
it June 11,in Mount Auburn
Hospital
A native of Watertown,
Mrs. Carey, 92, made her
Probateand home in Cambridge for 50
Family Court  vor¢ She was the wife of
No. 84P2789% o .
NOTICE OF the l@\e Frank A. Carey and
Probate of Will cousin to Gertrude Dreelan
Without Sureiies of South Yarmouth, and
Fitate of Brth C.| ::'.mm Ethel Dalton of Bass River
late of Cambrid A funeral Mass was said
in the Couniy of Widdletex i1 Sacred Heart Church on
A peition has been presented in June 13 followed by burial in
the above coptioned matter proying Belmont Cemetery
thot o cerfain instrument purporting  Funeral arrangements
~behm— us;m;vﬂ.yr“ At x were made by Stanton
may be proved ond allowed P
li(:l?‘ E. Neustadt of Combridge, in Fumeral Homg
Alice

the County of Middlesex, be op-
5
Costa

pointed executor thereof, without
giving surety on his bond
If you desire fo object fo the
allowance of said pefition, you or A funeral Mass was said
Lo T, 741 T n . Anthony's Churehan
oridge, on or before July 16, 1983, June 13 for Alice M. (Fer-
You must in oddition to filing o writ-  Nandes) Costa. She died
fen oppearonce os aforesaid, file suddenly June 11 in her
within_thirty (30] days ofter soid  Cambridge home. She was
R sien g’y buried in North Cambridge
objection tition, givi 3 3P
specific grounds therefor. Cathalic Cemetery
Witness, Sheila €. McGovern, 5.~ Mrs. Costa. 73. was a
quire, First Judge of said Court ot native of California. and
9
longtime Cambridge resi-
dent
She was the wife of the
s/Paul J. Covanaugh
Register of Probote  late Manuel. and mother of §
Chlune1 s Arlene Duran, She was the |

Carey

CARRIER
OF THE
MONTH

BYRON
WHITFIELD

AGE: 11

COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex, ss.

SCHOOL:
KENNEDY SCHOOL
GRADE: 5

AREA:
WINDSOR ST.
LINCOLN ST.

WEBSTER AVE.

‘ambridge, the fifth day of June in
he year of our Lord one thousand
nine hundred and eighty-four

R
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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
CITY HALL CANBRIDGE MASSACHUSETTS 02139 @ (617) 498- 9017 _ '

E B .n . / '
THE CITY CLERK | o ) T T B

S~ June 26, 1984

Department of Communlty Affalrs
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
100 Cambrldge Street

Room 904 - o

Boston, MA 02202 ; d? ST T T e i
Dear Slr.v: ‘- ’(\ . :-:l . . ..‘_‘ \ R 4 . . . . :“ | ‘ ( :

Enclosed you will flnd a- zonlng amendment to amend the

- text of the Zonlng Ordlnances of the Clty of Cambr1dge hy 1nsert1ng

. \1n-sect10n 5. 50'ent1t1ed~"Spec1al Dimensional Regulations" a new sub- P |

. o B ,I,_
sectlon 5 53 wh1ch reads as follows: ji ‘ o _’ . 3_:i:y

5 53 In resrdence A—l and A—2 DlStrlCtS only . o
“- " one structure contalnlng a prlnc1pa1 use S ‘ R ;)
shall be allowed on a lot. . Lo N LA

'This amendment 1S'be1ng sent to you pursuant to the - - _ o -'lﬁ\

prov131ons of Chapter 808 of the Acts of 1975

! N o i

R Your klnd attentlon 1n thls matter w1ll be greatly S S

appreciated;,gjfxf ’

R

'Very trulydjours,

Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
© PEH/dL ;

Enc. Ordinance No. 1011 - Technical amendment number two.

.
(it NP e N
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RDINANCE~NO. 1011. b
Flrst publlcatlon 1n the Chrvﬁ

- " In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four o

AN ORDINANCE

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

e S O AT rARLAD | L

© s

' Be lt ordained by the City Counci_l of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanylng ‘ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled’ "The Zoning Ordlnances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby :
amended as follows &

»

Amend Section 5. 50, Special Dimensional Regnlations, by inserting
" a new subsection 5. 53 as/ followe:
B ! P
5:.53 In Re‘sidence A-;l ‘anlél A- 2Districts -only one. structure

containinq a. pr ncipaliuse shall be allowed on a lot. i
i Co ‘ i

. Note: ,Thefpurpose of;this amendment is to ensure that all new
. '© construction of single-family detached dwellings in
'Residence A-1 and|A-2 districts meet the intended lot
and | ”imensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
toconstruct several single-family detached dwellings on
- a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual 1lot.

S THEE

P
R et e i

T I T

In City Council June 25, 1984.

2ot

Passed to be ordalned by a yea and nay vote: Yeas. 6;. Nays 3;

R

‘Absent 0.

: :!"-TT‘I‘:. "

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

Y

s

*wmr-' N )'. BN



" CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 @ (617) 498-9017

OFF'ICEOF g » -
THECITYCLERK T R _ :

June 26, 1984

: Russell B./Higley, Esquire 3
’ City Sollc1tor o o :

. ‘,Enclosed you w111 flnd proposed amendments which were passed
i =t‘
to be ordaleed at the Clty Coun011 meeting of June 25, 1984 as follows:
Pl :
| P I. Proposed amendment of the General Ordinances
? ' |of the City of Cambridge in Chapter Two en- ’ =
1 RE R titled "Administration", Article XVI entitled
i R '"Cambrldge Historical Commission'.

2. .Proposed amendment to the General Ordinances
. of the City of Cambridge in Chapter Eight
_entitled "Civil Defense" by striking out the

words "Civil Defense" and substltutlng in
place thereof the words "Emergency Management
Agency". :

3. Proposed amendment to the General Ordinances
of the City of Cambridge in Chapter Two en-—
. titled "Administration", Article XXII entitled
- o ' ' "Officers Generally", section 2-191 entitled
’ - "List of Salaries in General" providing for a
salary increase for the City Council and the
" Mayor.

4. Proposed amendment to the Zoning Ordinances of
the City of Cambridge by inserting a new sub-
section 5.53 in the subsection entitled "Special
Dimensional Regulation".

L]

St b PR e R R s AER AL




-2 - June 26, 1984

RN 'fééAiso at the City Council meeting of June 25, 1984 the follow-
K ' ‘(::; ot . i . v
1ng two ameﬁdments to the:General Ordinances of the City of Cambridge were

ooy
[

Al

i

’;y,vu : " CE '
,passed to a ' reading, as follows:
S ; IR I E R gy o .
i

| o .

. Chapter Fifteen entitled "Police Department"
" by adding a new Article IV entitled "City of

Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board".

&“

'
R

2. Chapﬁer Twenty—Four entitled "Employment"

j by adding a new article entitled "Implementa-

. ~ -~tion of the Cambridge Employment Plan by the
14 Community Development Department and the

A Employment Resources, Inc.".

Would you kindly review these proposed amendments and in-

dicate your approval or disapproval on the bottom and return to this

office. ‘ i
o .
" Your kind attention in this matter will be greatly appreciated.
Very truly yours,
g
Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
PEH/d1
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Encs. . Ordinance No. 1009
Ordinance No. 1010
Ordinance No. 1011
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L , L .ORDINANCE NO. 1009
: Flnal Publlcatlon No. 2248. First publlcatlon in the Chron:cle on June 7, 1984.

;*:Qtut? of Cambridge

& Yol

. )

1 ~In the Y<;eaxf ‘One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty~-Four

LA A YA S

LAAR

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordlnance entitled "The General Ordinances
of the City of Cambridge" as revised in 1972 and now designated
as "The .Code of the City of Cambridge." h

'.‘I]

e,

Be il' ordamed by tbe C:ty Council of the City of Cambnclge as follows:

o Chapter Two, entltled "Administration," Article XVI, enti-
-~ tled “Cambrldge Historical Commission," Sectien 2-147, entitled
"Powers .and Dutles of the Commission," is hereby amended as
‘follows.i‘

Section 2-147(J), entitled "Procedures for Demolition of a
Significant Building as Determined by the Cambridge Historical
' Commission to be Historically or Architecturally Detrimental,"”
* sub-section 3.4 is hereby amended so that the first two sen-
tences thereof read as follows:

3.4 If the Commission Staff shall have made an initial
- determination that a building which is the subject to the ap-
" plication is or may be'a significant building, the Commission
" shall review the application and such initial determination
"at a public meeting of the Commission for which the Commission
- shall cause to be published in a newspaper of general circula-
tion in Cambridge notice that such application will be con-
sidered, Such notice, which shall specify the address of the
subject building, shall be published in an issue of such news-
paper distributed in ‘the week preceding the week in which such
meeting is held, or in an earlier week....

W

TR at

~ Section 2-147(K), entitled "Establishment of Neighborhood
Conservation Districts and Protected Landmarks," sub-section
4 (Designations) is hereby amended by striking out the words
"the Cambridge Chronicle," as they appear in the fourth para-
graph thereof, and substituting therefor the words "a news-
paper of general circulation in Cambridge."

In City Council June 25, 1984.

Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay vote:— Yeas 9; Nays 0;
Absent 0.% i

i
)

Robert W. Healy, Clty Manager .

ATTEST: - Pau] E. lealy, City Clerk.
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L A CE No. 1010.

f Flnal Publlcatlon Ne. 2249. First publication in the Chronicle on June 7, 1984.

Qlinty of @&mhmhga

In the Yea}; One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty Four

AN ORDINANCE

i
‘l

In amendment to an ordlnance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances
‘of the Clty of Cambrldge . as revised in 1982 and now designated as

‘"The Code Of| the Clty of! Cambrldge".‘

i
ik |
- Be it: erdamed by the Ctty Counc:l of the City of Cambridge as follows:

E‘ij-ﬁb,¢%.ﬂ§ Pl ir 5ﬁ4

Chapter Eight entltled "C1v11 Defense" is hereby amended by striking
out in Section 8-1 the second sentence and substltutlng therefor

"The department may also be referred to as the 'Emergency Management

lllv 1

Agency

] l

' Chapter Elght sections 8-2, 8-5, 8-6, 8-7, 8-9, 8-10, 8-11, 8-12
- are hereby (amended by. strlklng out the words "C1v11 Defense whergver

1t appears and substltutlng therefor the words "Emergency Management",
l
Chapter Elght, section 8-8, is hereby amended by striking out the

words ""Director of Civil Defense' and substituting therefor the words
"Director of Emergency Management".

+In C1ty Counc11 June 25, 1984.

Passed to be ordalned by a yea and nay vote:- Yeas 7; Nays 2;
Absent O.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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B ORDINANCE NO. '1011.

e v

”

3

lIn amendment to .an'! ordlnance'entltled "The Zonlng Ordinances of the %
C1ty of Camb:%dge“. i
S "mf' £
i "i i l;
} Be Ilé ordamed by the C:ty Counc:l of the City of Cambridge as follows: e

"52“0ne fap ccompghyinge iance pas§sed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entltled‘"The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows.:

[

2,

Amend Section 5. 50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as follows:

5.53 ' In Residence A71 and Ar-ZDistricts -only one structure
‘containing a. principal use shall be allowed on a lot.
EV” i e _f!x‘wn i

Note: The | purpose of thiL ‘amendment' is 'to ensure that all new

' 'conqtruction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A=l and A~2 ‘districts meet the intended 1lot
and 1mensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a:. :single lot. Therefore, as long as the

*-minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to- construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

In City Council June 25, 1984.

e = %

Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay vote: Yeas. 6;. Nays 3;
~Absent 0. :

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:—‘Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

Y
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Gy sl ORDINANCE NO. 1012. .
i Final_Eubliéation No. 2251 First publication in the Chronicle on June 14, 1984, '™

"'QElty of Cambridge

T

SRR

e

fIr‘x the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

. we s
i ot A e

AN ORDINANCE

«\\‘

In amendment to an ordlnance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances

~ of the City, of Cambrldge" as revised in 1972 and now designated as ''The :%
: Code of the Clty of Cambrldge"; h
S ‘ i Be lt ordamed by the C:ty Council of the City of Cambridge as follows: %
- That Chapter Two entltled "Admlnlstratlon , Article XXII entitled
"Officers Generally s Section 2-191 entitled "List of S¥laries in
General", is hereby amended by striking out the provisions of
Ordinance Number 990 ordained by the City Council on December 27,
1982 providing for the salaries of the Mayor and the City Council
Members and substituting in place thereof a new salary schedule
which reads as follows:
Each member‘éhall receive the following salaries and are to be
! paid montly or weekly, unless otherwise stated:

Minimum Maximum

Annuél Annual

Salary : Salary

' 'Mayor $19,432
City Counc11 Member $18,129

The effective date of the this ordinance shall be January 1, 1984.

In City Council June 25, 1984.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-—
Yeas 9; Nays 0; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Clerk.

ATTEST:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.




o W00 1 PIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2252.
' \.\' i . ) ‘ .
X  City of Cambrid
In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred gjghty-Four
] 1 U AN ORDINANCE
RIRD bon
1 'In amendment| to an ordmance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances
' Cit of Cambrldge as revised in 1972 and now designated as "The
Rev1ewiand Adv1sory Board", which reads as follows:
.. ' _ARTICLE IV. CITY OF CAMBRIDGE POLICE REVIEW AND ADVISORY BOARD.

g
<
.
v
-
§
o




;h re‘shall be a flve (5) -member City of Cambrldge

ev1ew and Adv1sory Board (the "Board"). Members

3 |

1t:*Manager may remove members of the Board only

hewc
‘ ')“ i " é‘ “
! fér Eause. 'All members of the Board shall be residents
N wtw’ :
Ji of the 'City of Cambrldge (the "City") for at least two

|

} ‘ﬂ{v;nhy‘« 1
! (Z)ifé?rs prlor to his or her appointment. As nearly
i

]
faL p0581b1e, the Clty Manager shall choosq members of

the*Board so that the Board is representative of the

varlous mlnorlty, ethnic and cultural groups within the

lClty. -

The Board shall elect a chairperson annually. The
Board shall meet at the call of its chairperson, but

shall meet at least once a-.month. Meetings of the Board

Sy shall be open to the public except when the Board, in

its dlscretion, meets in executive session in private.

Members of the Board shall bo compensated at a

level established by the City Manager. g

2. ‘DUties of the City‘of;gnmbrjdqe Police Review and

[

Adv1sory Board i

The Board shall have Qe tollowing duties:
l a. In consultation with the Chief of Police and

with tho approvia: o 1. “’lty Manager and Chief

$ 3 LA 4
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;?;‘f ”pf5vided7in sections six (6) and seven (7) of

XEN
AN

.Péfo:e{itnis submitted to the City Manager;
H et . ' .

‘ﬁhThé'Board shall receive and resolve, as

Pl

P : Co .
this ordinance, any complaint concerning the

P
ot HE )

jgﬁdpgratidngof;the Department;

J;”The Boafdjand Cbief of Police shall make

, irecommendatibns to the City Manager in matters
wo concerning the discipline of employees of the

Department; .

' e;'.The Board shall ﬁake an annual report to‘iﬁe

- ‘City Managér, the mayor, city council, and to

'.the public, ofrthe.Department's activities
during the previous year, including the

handling of crime and complaints, and of future

plans;

f. The Board, with the ussistance and approval of

the City Solicitor, shall have the power to

subpoena wi'nesses, administer oaths, take

testimony, and vegquire the production of

evidence. ‘I'he itodqrd, through the Office of the
.'City Solicitoy, shail apply to the appropriate

court to onforce o subpoena or order for

ey
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. production of evidence or to impose any peﬂélty

- powers

o

' power

i
i
i
!
i

 p£escribed for failure to obey a subpoena or

‘ :The Board may delegagk in writing to é

~of the Départment or its staff the
ﬁo:administer oaths and take testimony.

f’fﬁA’'ci:'lelécja:t:ion: is revocable at thé will of the

~Board and,doesvnot prevent exercise of any

v by the Board.
E

e

Secretary to the Board. The Board, with the

»r

approval of the City Manager, shall appoint a

-part-time secretary. The secretary shall

attend Board meetings.

Investigative Staff. The Board, with the

approval of the City Manager, shall also
appoint-an investigator and such additional

staff of investigators if it is necessary.

The investigator:s shall not have been an !
: i

employec or olective or appointive officer of
!

!

the city within three (3) years prior to

5 .
appointment.. Thev nmust possess skills and
experience necensiary for investigative work.

“Other Stafi. "™h: .., with the approval of

the City . Cne

to time under

AR ) S, rw— I S




-

lgugg‘a t to ex1st1ng, policies, rules and regulations.

v
i

-,
[
]

B i
C ,t he Chief of Police shall:
e R
' a;*'Organlze the Department with the
recommendations and advice of the Board, and

with the final apgioval of the City Manager;

.

nw,' ,' b. Recommend rules, regulations, and procedures to
the Board for its review and recommendations;

c. Recommend to the City Manager an annual budget

i for the Department after having submitted it to
|

’! ' the Board for review; '
l
; d. Recommend to the City MManager all hirings,

promotions, commendaiions, transfers, and

~discipline of employces of the Department;

e. Recommend to the City Manager suspensions and

dischorges of cmployc of the Department; |




f}. ._6_

P

PR N

[ B
| o

R
) G falie
(.;|l"

: i
o »‘)

evidence; .
5 0 '

and the public; and
Present annually to
.the mayor, the city

any recommendations

“1i5.

Discipline

Manual. Chicef ot

the Board, shall

regulations and

The manuai hall

.minor offennes and divald

“and minimum peraltiec tor each offense.

adopt o
DrOCedures

doetine o

‘éile complaints against employees of the
Department with the Board secretary;

ffb;rect employees of the Depértment in the
.'pérformééce of their duties;

' Eicept aé otherwise advised by the Board or
"Eécause of ekisting law, keep and control all
\propgrpyhgnd equipment belonging to the

:]v?%pafgment or held by the Department as
cro i

-
~

Submi& to the Board an annual report of the
operaﬁions of the Department for forwarding to

the'City Manager, the mayor, the city council,

”re

the Board, City Manager,
council, and the public,

he or she deems necessary.

Police, iIn consultation with

manual of rules,

for the Department.
ategories
set forth the maximum

Said

H
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e
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of major and:




g s

toffenses and penalties shall not be defineé‘in

tﬁ a manner that is inconsistent with existing

N :iv.: ‘. r
=;C1v1l Serv1ce laws. .

. Summary Discipline.
Y P
\ imp1ement summary discipline for a minor

The Chief of Police may

,offehse. A disciplined employee may request

' the Board to set aside the summary discipline.

‘éenerél-Discipline. The Chief of Police shall

) N N i

recommend:to‘the City Manager the discharge or

indefinite suspension of any employee of the
p =

Department for a major offense.

i

nWhen the Chlef of Police has made a recommenégtlon
1

concernlng dlSClpllne for a major offense and the

9
e
V
.J !

v
B

employee contests the recommended discipline, the
matter shall be referred to a trial board. The

procedure for trial boards shall be established by
the Department's rules and reqgulations. All trial

board proceedings concerning civilian complaints

shall be public. The decision of a trial board may

be appealed to the Board.

Instead of hearing an appeeal i1tself, the Board may
appoint a fact findeo as provided in section six (6).
The fact fihder shall conduct o hearing and report
findings of fact to the Board. The Board shall then

make its recommend.!ion oo es the final disposition

- RTIIR RS

e




ke

Jﬁavfer to the City Manager.

! .

h»blgints concerning ‘the Department and filed with
‘fﬁment shall be forwarded immediately to the

I :
o

ecre

tary. Copies of the complaint shall be made

bBle to each member of the Board, the chief
i g

e
lrw‘qur,<and”the.Chief of Police. The Chief of

'
1

hall investigate a complaint imme®iately and

)

The Board shall also receive complaints concerning any

i

'
Ve

violation of its rules and regulations. The Board®may,

in its discretion, at any time order an investigation by

its owh_investigative staff of complaints concerning the

Department or violations of the Board's rules and
regﬁiations..

The Board secretary shall kcep a public docket of
compléints and the disposition of each complaint after

investigation.

-

7. Resolution of Complaint:

If a complhint 5 w1 Lolved as a result of
investigation to th¢é satistaction uf the complainant,

the respondent cuplooe, o oo of the Board,

T e LA 2 IO




I

the matter itself or refer

‘finder,'Shall within thirty (30) days recommend to the

i ' SR .
JCity Manager any discipline to be imposed. Any report

pUbliCa

d{Th"fact finder shall be an attorney and, in the

s

onduct of the hearlng, may subpoena witnesses,:

Rk

i'z‘ﬂl‘ } " T
i,¢er“oatggl‘take testlmony, and requlre the

f.‘;“ |

Wt
{1 1 il

prescrlbed for fallure to obey a subpoena or order, the

.§,~ ‘
fact f;nder shall, with the assistance and approvad of

el
the!C1ty Solicitor, apply to the appropriate court. The
costs of the fact finder shall be borne by the City.
After a hearing, the fact finder shall, within

thlrty (30) daysi‘Submit findings of fact to the Board.

The Board upoh receipt of the report of the fact

or action involving a civilian complaint shall be made

Any employec against wion o complaint is filed is
presumed innocent and shall not. torfeit any pay or
seniority rights pending final action by the Board,

except with the conciticne o our nembers of the

T I




W R

.ﬂwﬁlrlng and Promotlons. -

'

A
i i Entry 1nto employment with the Department as a
pollcglefflcer is by appointment of the City Manager, in
accgrdanee with the rules, regulations, and procednres
establlshed by:-this Conmonwealth 5 Civil Service Laws.

o

Promotions shall be made on the basis of training,

experience, education and competitive examinations, all
in ‘accordance with existing law. The City Manager shall
make all promotions within the Department.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council

meeting held on June 25, 1984 and on or after July 9, 1984 the
question comes on pa531ng to be ordained.

ATTEST;- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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R FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2253

23 City of Cambridge

S In the Year One Thousand, Nine ‘Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In'émeﬁdmenf>to an ordinance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances

of the City of Cambridge" as revised in 1972 and now designated as "The
Code of the City of Cambiridge. "

L A Be lt prda:‘i'néd“by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

R | (BT
i | R ! !

" That Cﬁaptér‘Tweﬂty—four entitled "Employment"” is hereby amended by
-adding at the end thereof a new Article entitled "Implementation of
_ the Cambridge Employment Plan by the Community Development Department

and Employment Resources, Inc", which reads as follows:

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAMBRIDGE EMPLOYMENT PLAN BY THE COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT AND THE EMPLOYMENT RESOURCES, INC.




L

&)
N~

G TET e e e

,SnCTION<lf DEFINITIONS:

"Resident” is any person for whom the principal lace,whnre that
person normally. sats and. aleepsvia within the ¢igy 1 8 of the
City of Cambridge wher that person maintains his or domicile

and that person is subject to a Massachusetts residenz -Income Tax

and such a residency has occured for at least six full ‘months.

f"x»nnorlty person" shall include those persons who are Black,

Hlspanlc Asian, or Native American, or Cape Verdean;

SLCTION 2 ~ POLICY:
on any construction project funded in whole or in part by

‘City, State or Federal funds, or funds which in accordénce with

a Federal grant the city expends or administers or which the city
is a signatory to the construction contract, the worker hours on
a craft by craft basis shall be performed in accordance with

the contract documents provided for in sectlon a(b) below, as
follows:

(a)’no less than twenty-five percent of the total employee
- manhours in each trade shall be performed by bona fide
Cambridge residents; - &

(b) no less than twenty-flve pcrcent of those employee
- manhours described 1n sacflon 2(b)a. shall be performed

minorities; ¢

(c) no less than {én Pofcent of those employee manhours
described in section 2(b)a. shall be performed by womenj

(a) such contracts with a value in excess of $250,000.00
(two hundred and fifty thousand dollars) shall be
" performed only by contractors who are affiliated with
bona fide apprenticeship programs approved by the
Commonwealth of Massachusnetts;

(L) that all contractors bidding on such projects provide
written committment to employ a specific number of
apprentices satisTactory to the City.

TECTION 2 COMPLIANC!, ENFCRCUMENT, SANCIIONS

~mployment Resources Incorporated as described above shall be
1951gnated as the agency rv%pon>lolv for the implementation of
this ordinance, ~ ‘
Lommunity Development -as described siove snail be responsible for
compliance and enforcement of this ordincnce.

PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTALTICN: {vlor to the commencement of

~ny constructlon vrojcct, capital worls. or ¢ity economic development

»lan covered by thio or dln‘nb . Lokl Geenten described above chall

LY S

T A

-
vt 4

%
B 1
L‘?:
“rer




i

1

4

h g
L
f

(

joiniiy) (1) Review spending plans for such profects;
)

(2) Idenxify the number. of job positions in all
NI catagories that will be created by such projects;

. shall establish a Job screen and referral
program tAat W: st ocomtractors and subcontraotora o0 enable
them to oonply with this ordinanoe.: s

The Offices oﬁ

4
I

shall be responaible for

g & 1 mpliance with the provisions of this
ordinanace and the contraot provisions established in accordance
herewith shall have the following dutiesx

(1) To require all oontractors and subcontraotors affected
by this ordinance to submit weekly workforce charts
listing workers by name, residential address, craft,
sjob category. hours worked, sex and race and that these
charts shall be public record;

(2).To negoglate with all contractors/devélopers in order
to identify and classify construction jobs by job
titles, and duration.

(3) To exercise the power, by means of the contract
* provision raferred to above, to impose sanctions
upon contractors and subcontractors found to be in
non-compliance with this ordinance. Such sanctions
shall include but not be limited tto:
(i) suspension of payments
(11) termlnatlon of any or all contracts,
(1iii) recovery by *the City of Cambridge of
one percent (.01) of the contract award price
as liquldated damages and
(iv) denial of any further participation in
future contracts for no:' less than three years.

ECTION .9 REVIEW COMMITTEI

A ,ubcommlttne shall be established to review all reports made
available semi-annually by both limployment Resources Inc. and
Community Development and make vecommendations to both entities
concerning all aspects of this ordinance.

SECTION 6 INDEPERUENT AGENC

Any and all activities of any 1ndopundcnt agency operating or

acting on behalf of the City of Cambridge, including, but not limited
to, the Cambridge Redcevelopment Authority, shall comply with the
rrovisions of this ordinance.

CECTION 7 FUNDING

manding shall be DOV'«:< L \~t:nzirh © position in Employment
Becources Incorperatar to enabic Lo oac ccenoful execution of this
ordinuoco and that cueh vpoeoiioon th:iw iv: filled:by an individual
hat has a wm‘cinT rwywcrt RREA ‘\~‘1 Lot unions, experience and
coworlling knmowld: o1 the cor oo hon ins ustry and its intricacies

and shall have hx« }rior oxnvrivnu. vorking in a like capacity.
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'fPassed ‘to a second readlng at the Clty Council meetlng
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)ORDINANCE NO. 1011. | ‘
2250 Flrst publlcatlon in: the Chronlcle on June 14, '1984_

sblication No.

In -the: Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be ;'t ordeined by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows: ’i

The ZOne Map accompanylng ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge' is hereby :
amended as follows 3

2"

Amend Section 5. 50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as, followe'

5.53 1In Residence Asl and A- 2 Districts -only one structure
containinq a. principal use. shall be allowed.on a lot.
I
Note: The‘purpose of this amendment is 'to ensure that all new
: construction of single-family detached dwellings in ’ 3
Regidence A-1 and|A-2 districts meet the intended lot :
and 'dimensional requirements for those districts. The g
ordinance currently allows more than one principal ‘
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the :
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to  construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot throuqh use of the condominium form of
"~ ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
- new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

f ; ;5

'In City Council June 25, 1984.

Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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ORDINANCE NO 1011.

: In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

i
|
:

AN ORDINANCE

L
[
L
i
P
i

' In amendment to. an ordinance entltled "The Zoning Ordinances of the

city of Cambrldge

e
§

Be it ordamed by the Clty Counc:l of the City of Cambridge as follows:
E

The Zone Map accompanylng ordlnance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows:

»

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as follows.

5.53

.Note:

Absent O.

In Residence A=l and A- 2 Districts -only one structure
containinq a principal use shall be allowed.on a lot.

The purpose of this amendment is 'to ensure that all new
construction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A-l and A-2 ‘districts meet the intended 1lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to- construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The :proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

. In City Council June 25, 1984.

Passed to be ‘ordained by a yea and nay vote: Yeas. 6; Nays_3;

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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ORDINANCE NO 1011.

[

AN ORDINANCE

‘In:amendﬁent foi‘an‘ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
City of Cambridge".

' .
| .

Be lt ordamed by the Clty Councrl of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Z0ne Map accompanylng ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 ‘entitled "The Zoning Ordlnances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
_amended as fOllOWS‘

> -

,Amend Section 5. 50, Special Dimensional Regnlations, by inserting
a new subsection 5,53 as’follows:

5.53 In Residence A‘;l. and A- 2Districts -only one. structure
conraininq a. pr nc%pal uee shall be allowed on a lot.

: i '

.Note: ‘The;purpose"f thiL amendment is 'to ensure that all new
o "1ngle-family detached dwellings in

' ldistricts.meet the intended lot

,equirements for those districts. The

ordinance'currently allows more than one principal

structure on a’ single 'lot. Therefore, as long as the

minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible

to: construct several single-family detached dwellings on

a single lot throuqh use of the condominium form of

ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every

new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all

dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.
ke

In City Council June‘25 1984.

Pessed to be ordalned by a yea and nay vote: Yeas.6; Nays._3;.
Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

F al- Publlcatlon No. 2250 . First publlcatlon 1n the Chronlcle on June 14, *1984.
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llcatlon No{ 2250

' In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ordamed by the City Counc:l of the City of Cambridge as follows:
. ! T £ ; 5 ;

L
i

The Zone Map accompanylng ordlnance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge'" is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting

, -

a new subsection 5. 53 as‘follows:

5453

.Note:

‘Absent 0.

‘lll'

In. Residence Axl and A- 2 Districts -only one structure
containinq a: principal use shall be allowed.on a lot.

P 8'
The ' purpose of this amendment’ is ‘to ensure that all new
construction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A=l and AF2 ‘districts meet the intended 1lot
and ‘dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all

dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

~In City Council June 25, 1984,

Passed to be ordalned by a yea and nay vote: Yeas. 6;.Nays. 3;

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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YEA NAY

ABSENT

PRESENT

Mr. Daniel J. Clinton
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Mr. Francis H. Duehay
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ClTY OF CAMBRIDGE

- CITY HALL, CAN.BRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 e (617) 498-9017

OFFICE OF
. THE CITY CLERK

June 12, 1984

Russell B. Higley, Esquire
City Solicitor

- City Hall '

~ Cambridge, MA

Dear Sir:

Enclosed you will find copies of amendments to the Zoning
Ordinances of the City of Cambridge, which was passed to a second
reading. at the City Council meeting held on June 11, 1984 as follows:

1. Zoning amendment to establish
a definition entitled "Art/
Craft Studio.

- -Zoning amendment to amend Sec-
 tion 5.50 entitled "Special
Dimensional Regulations"
(technical amendment #2).

3. Zoning amendment to amend Sec-
tion 4.30 entitled "Residential
Uses" (technical amendment #4).

4. Zoning amendment to amend Sec-
tion 11.15 entitled "Dimensional
Standards for Townhouse Develop-
ment" (technical amendment #8).

Also enclosed you will find copies of amendments to the
General Ordinances of the City of Cambridge which were passed to a

second reading at the City Council meeting held on June 11, 1984 as
follows:

* 1. Amendment to Chapter Two entitled
"Administration" relative to a
salary increase for the Mayor and
the City Council Members.



e

Russell B. Higley ' -2 - . June 12, 1984

2. Amendment to Chapter Twenty-Three
entitled "Regulations Pertaining
to Controlled Rental Housing Units".

Finally, enclosed you will find copies of an amendment
to the General Ordinances of the City of Cambridge, which was pass-—
ed to be ordained at the City Council meeting of June 11, 1984 re-
lative to the Use of Dangerous Materials in the Construction of
Fences and a copy of an amendment to the Zoning Ordinances of the
City of Cambridge, which was passéd to be ordained as amended at
the City Counc¢il meeting held on June 11, 1984 relative to the
Regulation of Signs.together with a copy of the full text of the
Sign Ordinance.

Would you kindly review these proposed amendment and in-
dicate your approval or disapproval on the bottom and return to this
office.

Your kind attention in this matter will be greatly
appreciated. '

Very truly yours,

Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
PEH/d1

‘Encs. First publication number 2238
_First publication number 2239
First publication number 2240
First publication number 2241
First publication number 2243
First publication number 2242
Ordinance number 1009
Ordinance number 1008 and complete text of sign ordinance.

c.c. Councillor David Sullivan, Chairman, Committee on Ordinances.



-1 FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2238.

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance er’xtit‘led‘ "The Zoning Ordinances of the
City of Cambridge". , : R

Be it ordamed by the Crty Councvl of the City of Cambridge as follows: s

The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordmances of the City of Cambridge" is here—
by amended as follows:

] ue
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‘ 1. Art/Craft Studio, SP%® 182 B 1,2,28, 2,3,3A

e P T T

[

... . AMENDMENT

1. Add a new definition

*Art/Craft Studio® to Article

B . . as LOWS ;
‘V ' ,‘?k:t/ﬁzaihuééﬁdio;ﬁ~A‘:oom_or group of rooms used

by artists and craftspeople in the creation of

~ thair own work, includingspainting, photography,
' acu%g:urQ¢§chamics and other related arts and
- erafts. ¢ U 3

'
l

- 2. Insert a new use catégory to Section 4.35: "q. Art/Craft Studio." as follows:

Cpen Res. A Res. Res. C Off. 1, Bus. A-1 Bus.A

3,3A

“n n ‘ n sp50 : SPSO v
Bus. B ‘Bus. C Ind. A-l, IndA Ind. ¢+ IndB Ind.C
B-1, B-2 . ° A~2 B~1, B=2

"30. Subjéég_ta the requirements of Section 4.25.“
‘. cragta , L :

on 3,28 Art/Craft Studio, as follows;
"4.28. Art/Craft Studio. : a '

 Thae purpose of this Saction 4.28 is to ensufe
“-chat art/craft studios locating in Residencs -
© € and Office Districts will be compatible with

othar permitted uses, particularly in residential
neighborhoods. , .

o ——

4.281 The Planning Board may grant a spacial permit
for the location of an art/craft studio in Residence
- € and Office Districts provided that the following

~ requiremants are satisfied; :

>,A,f-Rasiéencs c'nistficts:

1. The studio will be located in a non-residential
- building in existence on May 1, 1984. =~ -
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. The required amount of parking in Article 6.000 may

be reduced only if the Board determines that the

- lesser amount of parking will not cause excessive

congestion, endanger public safety, substantially
reduce 'parking availability for other uses or
othg:wisegaﬁversaly'impact the neighborhood.

Régidéﬁéédé and Office Districts:

The studio will be principally used as a studio
for independent artists and craftspeople in the
creation of their own work. Mass-production and
assembly line tqcyniques are prohibited.

The type of studio use shall be appropriate to the
particular building and its location;

a. the building shall be structurally sound,

b. the proposed studio use will not generate
~traffic 'in volume or type in excess of that .
- normally occuring in the adjacent npighborhood,

c. no bulk storage of toxic or highly flammable.
mategials shall occur,

d. the proposed studio use shall satisfy all
applicable building and fire safety codas,

e. noise shall be restricted to levels customarily
permitted in the district as regulated in
General Ordinance #877 "Regulations for the
Control of Noise", .

£. noxious odors, dust, and/or fumes shall be
- effectively disposed and confined to the
premises to avoid air pollution_and nuisance
to the adjacent neighborhood.

All activity mﬁsﬁ beAcarried‘out within thé building,
- including the storage of materials.

No more than three (3) persons shall practice or
be employed at one time per studio.

There shall be no retail sales nor public art/craft
exhibitions within the building except as permitted

. as a condition of the permit.

.
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q. Art/Craft Studio.
EEEE AT SR

" 5. Insert e folcng category

[
Ty

{ven Vi

6. Add_a new fao

\

AT
ot !}‘:.,‘

°13. In Residenca C Districts the amount of

0| Res.A=l, A2, Off-1, Bus A

Y v
SR T

tnote 13 €

)
i

" q. Art/Craft Studio" to Section 6.365 as follows:
' Open Space Res. C-1, Bus. C (res),
- Ind A-1, Ind C

na : 1/1000 sf

Bus.cf(canm ;‘Ra;CAZL - Ind B-1, Res Bus B, Ind A-2,
Irﬂ A" Offi"z' Ind B~2, . C'3, C'3A, Ind B' Bus B’l,
Res. C=2 | Bus A (res) Off 3a, 3 B-2.

A 5

f5u1/1ooo SE 1/1000 sf

o

parking

zequired for this use may bae reduced '
oflthaiyl I8 . mAYy ced 4t the discretion

L

anning’ Board in accordance with Section 4.28.°

' " Passed to a second regding at the City Council ﬁee;ing held on
“June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question comes on

passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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AN ORDINANCE

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

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

- The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby

~ amended as follows:

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
‘a new subgection 5.53 as followe:

5.53

~Note:

In Residence A-1 and A- 2 Districts only oag structure

containing a piincipal use shall be allowed on a lot.

The purpose of this amandment is 'to ensure that all new
congtruction of singlo-tamily detached dwellings in
Residence A~1 and | A=2 4istricts mest the intended lot
and d@imensional reqnirements for thoee districts. The
‘ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meetlng

\ held on Junme 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques—- - - e =

tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:= Paul 1. Healy, City Clerk.



FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2240.

In the Year é)ne Thousand, Nine Hundred Eisht)"Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ordained by thQKCtty Council of the City of Combridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows:
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'

ential Usea, qﬁhqocg&gﬁ
o!louing !eﬂ!unl-s 3 and

":annting dntlling converted for more
! : .

Aamnd Section 4.40, Footnotés to Table of Use
Requﬂttians, ao £ollowa; .
|t . ) ‘
. a. Delete the exleting footnote 2 and replace it
‘with the follow&ng new footnote 2;

"2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed

prior to Jane 1, 1940. and has not been substantially
anlarged sines: etut ‘dats. The addition in the
aggregate of ”@ynmhnnﬂtad and f£ifty equare feet

or more of grogs £ioor area shall be considered
'a substantial’ enlarqement." . :

b. Change footnote 15 to read as follows;

"15. Provided that in a Residence A and B
‘district the exterior design of the structure
is not significantly changed."

Note: This amendment would restrict the conversion

- of existing dwellings in Residence A ‘and

B districts to more units thap normally
permited in these districts to only those
dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
This restriction is to ensure that the
conversion is tied to the larger older homes
and thus eliminating the possibility of
any recently constructed dwellings being
‘converted in attempts to negate the intent
of the single and two family districts.
In addition, this amendment would apply the
condition that the exterior design of the :
structure is not changed when an existing
dwelling is being converted for more than two
families in a Residence B district as it now
applies in the Residence A district when single

family residences are converted to two family
residencesn

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meet-
ing held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984
the question comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



) I;n the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Bighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

in amendment ﬁo . an ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
City of Cambridge".

Be it ordamed by éke Ccty Counc:l of the City of Cambndge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanying ordmance passed to be ordamed Sepﬁember 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambtidge is hereby

amended as follows:

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:
fl.}S ‘Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development controls:.apply to the parcel of
land upon. which a ¢ house development is constructed

and are not #§B &gab mco subdividaa\_,_ ,; .The townhouse
developmerit 4188 'a whole must W to these con-

trols. But 3 B&t}g( :

hved "any subsequent subdivision of lots.
! Rl ;!ot s{ze for a towmhouse development
and the requiﬂsﬂ minis lot area for each dwelling unit
in a townhouse' davell nt shall conform to the existing
requlations for the district in which the townhouse-
development is constructed.

' ANY CHANGE IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
JOUSE. DEVELOPMENT AppﬁdVEd“i§:6??

o IONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
NNE ‘ : . ' APPROVED BY

FROM THE GPECIAL

Note: This provision makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



“:t'f..!, 53‘1.;”
Bighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it crd;ined by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:
L N ; .

The Zone Map aécdmpanfingfofdinaﬁce passed to be ordained Sngeyber 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambtidge. is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:
11.;5 Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

- The following development_controls..apply to the parcel of
land upon. which a { jhouse development is constructed
and are not &pplicabl
development pateml
trols. But'e

1

.80 subdivided 1éte, . The townhouse
® 'whole must coq!écgﬁko these con-
isfied for the tetal patcel, the

A Sgr any subsequent eubdivision of lots.
i 1ot size for a ¢owmhouss development

m lot area for each dwelling unit
ment shall conform to the existing
istrict in which the townhouse:
development is constructed.

~ ANY CHANGE 'IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-

HANGES IN THE DIMEMBIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
OWNBDUSE OF A TSN 8T APPROVED BY
SPRUESL, PRINETE. SENE BEEERE APPROWAL FPROM THE SPECIAL

(

S_FOR_TOWNHQUSE DEVELOPMENT OUT-
(.15 SHALL JMESLY WREBPHER OR NOT
HAS ;.4;;_.’&_ M",ij!:’g,}a":

Note: This prov181on makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



..Passed to a second readlng at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or. after June 25, 1984 the question
comes on: p3991ng ‘to be ordalned

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

i
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a ' FIRST PUBLICATION NO.  2243.

' City of Cambridge

Iﬁ the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances
of the City of Cambridge" as revised in 1972 and now designated as "The
Code of the City of Cambridge".

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration", Article XXII entitled
"Officers Generally", Section 2-191 entitled "List of Salaries in
General', is hereby amended by striking out the provisions of
Ordinance Number 990 ordained by the City Council on December 27,
1982 providing for the salaries of the Mayor and the City Council
Members and substituting in place thereof a new salary schedule
which reads as follows: '

Each member shall receive the following salaries and are to be
paid montly or weekly, unless otherwise stated:

Minimum Maximum
Annual Annual
Salary Salary
Mayor $19,432
.City Council Member . $18,129

Passed to-a second reading at the City Council meeting held
on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question comes
on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

» ———
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FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2242.

~ ity of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance formerly entitled "The General Ordinances
of the City.of Cambridge" as revised in 1972 and now designated as "The
Code of the City of Cambridge'.

Be it.oraained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Chapter Twenty-Three entitled "Regulations Pertaining to Controll-
ed Rental Housing Units" is hereby amended as follows:

ﬁ



e e s et —— a4 s

Sectlon 1. Removal of Controlled Rental Units from Market

of Chapter Twenty-Three, entitled "Regulations Pertaining to
Controlled Rental Units" in Ordinance Number 966 of June 29, 1981
is hereby amended as follows:

1.

Add the following clause to Paragraph (4) of Subsection (b),
Definitions:

"(v) cause a unit, not the primary residence of a legal unit
owner, to be vacant for ninety (90) days or more by refusing
to rent or to offer for rent in good faith said unit or,

when a unit is cited as uninhabitable, by failure to perform

‘repairs required to restore said unit to habitsble"

condition. The existence of a vacancy for ninety (90) days
or more shall constitute a rebuttable presumption of removal
from the market."

Add the follow1ng sentences at the end of Subsectlon (c).,
Removal Regulated‘

"One year after the date of a notice of ruling, the Board
shall confirm that the circumstances and conditions which
led the Board to grant any removal permit hereunder, except
for-a condominium unit legally occupied by the unit owner,
continue to warrant said permit; otherwise the Board shall
immediately treat the unit as a controlled rental unit and
shall initiate whatever action is permitted and appropriate
under this section."

Add the following sentences to Subsection (f), Penalty:
"Where there are repeated and/or flagrant violations of this

scction, the Board shall recommend to the Cambridge City
Council or to the Cambridge Housing Authority that the

public interest can best be served by taking the unit(s) by

power of eminent domain in order to restoxe the unit(s) to

.service as housing for p¢ople with low and moderate
incomes."

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held

on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question comes on
passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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' i _ ORDINANCE NO. 1009. : '
Flnal Publlcatlon No. 2245. First Publication in the Chronlcle on April 26, 1984,

"«._Qttty of (!Eambmhge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance formerly entitled "The General
Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" as revised in 1972 and
now designated as "The Code of the City of Cambridge."

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

Chapter thirteen entitled "Offenses" is hereby amended
by adding after section 13-17 a new section 13-17A entitled
"Use of dangerous materials in construction of fences,"
which reads as follows:

Section 13-17A. Use of dangerous materials in construction
‘ " of fences

No person shall erect or maintain anywhere in the City
a fence equipped with or having razor wire or razor ribbon.
Nor shall any person erect or maintain a fence equipped with
or having barbed wire, spikes or other dangerous materials,
or any electric chatrge sufficient to cause shock, within ten
-feet of the ground level.

~In City Council June 11,A1984}

Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay vote:- Yeas 9; Nays 0;
Absent O.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



ORDINANCE NO. 1008.
Flnal Publlcatlon No. 2244. First publication in the Chronicle on May 24, 1984.

@ttp of Qtamhrmge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

The Zone Map accompanying ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambrldge is here-
by amended by replac1ng the current regulations relating to signs with

a new comprehensive sign ordinance.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

NOTE: ° Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws, Chapter 43, Section
23, Tercentenary Edition, being-a part of the City Charter, the
ordlnance as aforesaid, which exceeds in length eight octavo
pages of ordlnary book print may be examined at the office of
the City Clerk in the form of a prlnted pamphlet durlng office
~hours on or after May 15, 1984

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

In City Council June 11, 1984.

. Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 8; Nays 1; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



PET{?;Q& AS RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING BOARD - MAY 24, 1984

AMEND ARTICLE 2.000 - DEFINITIONS by deleting all reference to signs
and substituting therefor the following:

Signs. Signs shall mean and include any structure, device, letter,

~ words, model, banner, pennant, insignia, trade flag, or representa-

‘tion used as, or which is in the nature of, an advertisement or
direction and designed to be seen from the outside of a building.

Sign, area of.

1. FOr a sign, either free-standing or attached the area shall be
, considered to include all lettering, wording, and accompanying
" designs and symbols, together with the background, whether open
or enclosed, on which they are displayed, but not including any
supporting framework and bracing which are incidental to the
‘display itself.

2. For a sign painted upon or applied to a building the area shall be
considered to include all lettering, wording, and accompanying
designs or symbols, together with any kackground of a color
different from that of the building.

3. Where the sign consists of individual letters or symbols attached
- to or painted on a surface, building, wall or window, the area
shall be considered to be that of the smallest rectangle or other
geometric shape which encompasses all letters and symbols.

4. Only one face ofya»£WO-sided sign shall be counted in computing
’ the area of a sign.

Signé;types of .

1. Free=~standing - A permanent sign having no more than two, parallel faces
‘that is attached to or part of a completely self-supporting.
 structure,is firmly in or below the ground surface and is not
- attached to any building or any other structure whether portable
or stationary.

2., Off=-premise - Sign or other advertising device which does not
advertise or indicate the person occupying the premises on which
it is located, the merchandise on sale, or the business trans-

acted thereon.

3. Projecting - Any .sign having no more than twc, parallel faces, other than
a wall sign that is attached to and projects from a building face.

A projecting sign shall include marquee, canopy and awning

mounted signs.

4, Wall - Any sign affixed in such a way that its exposed face and
all sign area .is parallel or approximately parallel to the plane
- of the building to which it is attached. A wall sign shall be
- considered a projecting sign if the sign face projects more than
twelve (12) inches from the face of the building. Wall signs



_2....

shall include signs located on or behind the surface of windows
which, however, may not in total area exceed 30% of the glass
area of any window appurtenant to the use to which the sign(s) is
accessory.

Signs, related definitions.

1. Establishment, first (ground) floor - a separate and distinct use
having a separate public entrance to the outside of a building
which entrance is at grade or within six feet of grade measured

t at the street 1J.neo



-3 -

*‘belete existing Article 7.000 and substitute therefor the following:

.

_ ARTICLE 7.000

7.10"
7.20

7.10
7.11,

7.12

'S1IGNS AND ILLUMINATION

SIGNS |
ILLUMINATION

SIGNS
No ‘signs or advertising devices of any kind or nature

shall be erected on any premises or affixed to the
outside of. any structure or ke visible from the outside

of any structure except as specifically permitted in

this Section 7.10 or unless said premises Or structure
is located within the Cambridge Center MXD District.

PERMITTED SIGNS

7.12.1 .RESlDENCE A, B AND C-1 DISTRICTS

.A. Identification Sign for Resideptial Uses.

Total Area of Signage Permitted per Lot: one (1)

- sq. ft.
v Maximum Maximum
Without Design Review With Design Review
Area of signé' o 1'sq. ft. ' Not Applicable (N.A.)
Number of signs: one (1) N.A.
Height of Sign: 4 feet if free-standing N.A.
Location§~ 5 On lkuilding or a minimum N.A.
‘ - of 3 feet from street
line
Illumination: " Natural or external N.A.

lighting only

Limitaticns: For the aisplay of street number, name of

occupant of the premises, and/or identifica-
tion of an accessory professional office or
other permitted accessory uses including
customary home Occupation.

. B. 1Identification Sign, Bulletin Board or Announcement
Board for Permitted Non-Residential Uses other than
Churches or Institutions.

- Total Area of Signage Permitted Per Lot: 10 sg.ft.
‘per building
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Maximum Maximum
Without Design Review With Design Review
' Area of sign: 10 sq.ft. N.A.
Number of signs: one/building N.A.
Height of sign: 4 feet if free-standing N.A.
Location: On building or minimum N.A.

of 1/2 the depth of the
required front yard.

Illumination: Natural or external N.A.
: ' lighting only

C. Identificaticn Sign, Bulletin Board or Announcement
Board for Churches and Institutions.

Total .Area of Signage Permitted Per Lot: 30 sqg.ft.
per ‘building. '

Maximum Maximum

Without Design Review With Design Review
Area of sign: one at 10 sq. ft. N.A.

one at 20 sg. ft.

»Number,éf signs: - Two/building N.A.

Height of signs: 4 feet if free-standing N.A.
Location: On building or minimum of 1/2 N.A.
T the depth of required front

R yard

" Illumination: Natural or external N.A.

lighting only
- D. sSign for Lawfully Maintained Nen-conforming Use
Total Area of Signage Permitted per Lot: 2 sq.ft.

_for each linear foot Of street frontage Of the Lot
or 20 sq. ft. per establishment, whichever 1i1s less.

lighting only

Maximum Maximum
: Without Design Review With Design Review
Area of sign: v ' 10’sq. ft. 20 sg. ft.
Number of signs: one/establishment N.A.
Height‘of-signs: 10 feet if attached 4 ft., if free
- to building standing

Location: . wall sign Free standing,

: E projecting
Illumination;- Natural or external N.A.



.'7.12.2 RESIDENCE C-2, p-za,'c-s and C-3A

A. Permitted Hotel and Office Useée

Total Area-of Signage Permitted Per Lot: .2 sq. ft.

for each linear foot Of street frontage Of the lot .

or 200 sqg. ft. per building,

T IS5 LIE€SS .

Area of sign:
Number of signs:

Height of sign:

Maximum .
Without Design Review

15 sq. ft.
two (2)/building

20 ft. provided it is
below the sill line of
the second floor windows
and/or the lowest point
of the roof whichever is
less.

Maximum
With Design Review

100 sqg.ft.
N.A.

20 ft. if above the
second floor windows
or 15 feet if free-
standing except that
no sign may extend
above the lowest

point of the roof.

Location: Wall sign Free standing or
' v projecting :
-Illumination: Natural or external Internal

7.12.3

Area of sign:

Number of signs:

' B. Other Permitted Residential and Non-Residential -

lighting only

Uses, Churches and Institutional Uses and Law-
fully Maintained Non-conforming Uses.

Maximum
With Design Review

Maximum
Without Design Review

As permitted in 7.12.1
above,

For all non-residential
uses, as permitted in
7.12.2A above.

OFFICE AND INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS

A. Permitted Hotel and Non-Residential Uses, Churches and In-
stitutional Uses, and Non-Conforming Uses.

Total Area of Signage'Péfmitted per Lot: 2 sqg. ft.
for each linear foot Of street frontage Of the lot.

Maximum
With Design Review

Maximum
-Without Désign Review

15 sq{:ft. 100 sq. ft. for a
' .sign identifying

.2 building

More sig ‘tha

two/building, plus permit;easby rgght.

-+ one/first floor
establishment
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Maximum Maximum
Without Design Review With Design Review
Height of sign: 20, ft. provided it is - 20 ft. if above the
. below the sill line of sill line of the
" second floor windows second floor windows

and/or the lowest point . or 15 feet if free
. of the roof whichever is standing except that
less no sign may extend
above the lowest
point of the roof.

Location: Wall sign C Free standing or
L : projecting
-Illumination:' Natural or external Internal

lighting only

B |, Other Permitted Residential Uses.
As permitted in 7.12.1 above.

\

~7.12.4 ALL BUSINESS DISTRICTS

gptél Area of Signage Permitted per Lot: 2 sq. ft.
for each linear foot of street frontage of the lot.

Maximum Maximum
Without Design Review With Design Review
A. FreefStandinéASiQné
o _Afeé of sign: 15 sq. ft. 40 sgq. ft.
 Numbef.of signs: | one(1)/lot N.A.
~ Height of sign: iO'ft. o 15 ft.

"Illumination:. Natural or external Internal
L R lighting only

' B. Projecting Signs
Area per sign: 10 sq. ft. 20 sgq. £t.; 100

sq. ft. for theatre
signs
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Maximum Maximum _
Wlthout Design Review With Design Review
Number of signs: One (1)/first floor N.A.

\' s establishment,plus
One (1) /building

Height of sign: 15 ft. provided it is N.A.
below the sill line of
the second floor windows
or the lowest point of
the roof, whlchever is
less.

Illumination: Natural or external Internal
: lighting only.

C. Wall signs

Area of signs: 15 sq. ft. Greater than 15 ft.

Number . of signs: N.A. N.A.

Height of sign: = 20 feet provided it is Exceeding the by-
below the sill line of right height except
second floor windows, that no sign may

and/or the lowest point extend above the
of the roof, which ever lowest point of

is less. the roof.
Illumination: ‘Natural or external All other forms of
lighting; neon type - .internal illumina-

or exposed gas ultra- tion.
violet tube type behind :
. the glass of w1ndows.

7 12 5 TEMPORARY SIGNS FOR ALL DISTRICTS

A, Qne for sazle or for rent 31gn not exceedlng six square
feet in area and advertising only the premises on
- which the sign is located.

B. One building contractor's sign maintained on a lot
during construction on that lot not exceeding twenty
square feet in area. '

C. In residential districts temporary alsplay posters,
without independent structural support in connection
with political campaigns and with noncommercial civic,
health, safety and welfare campaigns, provided such ,
posters are removed within five (5) days following the
conclusion of such campaign; temporary displays of

fpatrlotlc, religious, charitable or civic nature.



7.12.6

C7.12.7

- 7.12.8
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D. 1In business, office, and industrial districts, signs

as permitted in 7.12.5 (C) above as well as temporary
- signs pertaining to special sales or events lasting
no more than fifteen days affixed to the inside of
windows provided that their total area does not
exceed 30% of the window glass to which they are
affixed. , \

i

DIRECTIONAL SIGNS .

- Signs necessary for public safety and convenience not
. exceeding six (6) square feet per sign face shall be

permitted provided such signs contain no advertising.

OFF-PREMISE SIGNS

A, ‘Off4premise_sign shall be permitted provided\the

following conditions are met:

1. The sign or advertising device indicates an

" establishment located within Cambridge and is a
use permitted in the zone in which the off-
premise sign is located.

2. The sign meets all area, height, location, and
: illumination requirements of the lot on which
it is located.

3. No sign or advertising device shall be erected
or maintained within three hundred fifty feet
of and/or be visible from any parkway or limited
access highway except signs or advertising devices
permitted by this ordinance which advertise a busi-
ness conducted on the premises.For tlLe purpose of
this Section 7.10 parkways shall include Alewife
Brook Parkway, Fresh Pond Parkway,. and Memorial
Drive.

4. The sign may contain only the name and/or logo of
' the establishment identified.

5. The sign shall be subject to Design Review.
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS

The Planning Board shall approve all signs within a
Planned Unit Development. The sign requirements of

the base zoning district shall apply unless specific
waiver from such requirements is granted by the Planning
Board within the scope of its Planned Unit Development
Special Permit up to the limits imposed in any business

- district.



7.13

7.14
7 .14 0'1

7.14.2
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GENERAL LIMITATIONS ON ALL SIGNS

~ A, Signs shall be stationary and may not contain any

visible moving or moveable parts.

B. All liéhting shall be inditect, continuous, and
installed in a manner that will prevent direct light
from shlnlng onto any street or adjacent property
except such devices intended to tell time and tempera-
ture (including flashing, animated or intermittent light)

. C. .No illumination shall be permitted after 11 P.M. in

in any Residence A, B, or C-1 district.

- DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS

Where required by this Section 7.10 signs shall undergo a
design review conducted by the Community Cevelopment
Department. A report of the recormmendations of the Com-
munity Development Department shall be forwarded to the
Superintendent of Buildings-along with the application

for a building permit for said sign. Should the sign for
which -an application for a building permit is made not
conform to the recommendations of the Ccmmunity Development
Department said sign shall require a special permit from
the Cambridge Board of Zoning Appeal. Any sign not meeting
the dimensicnal requirements of this Section 17.10 shail

- require a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeal. 1In

hearing a variance request the Board of Zoning Appeal
shall take into consideration, in addition to those
statutory requirements mandated by Chapter 40A, the guide-

;lines‘outlined in Section 7.14.5 of this Ordinance.

APLICATION

Any sign proposal requiring design review before the
Community Development Department shall be accompénied
by the following information:

A. Writter Material

.1. Length of lot frontage abutting a street.
2. Total area or signage permitted on the subject lot.

3. Total area of signage currently on the building(s)
: sited on the subject lot.

4. Number of existing signs on the subject 1lot.
5. Dimensional information on the proposed sign(s).

6. Detailed descrlptlon of proposed sign(s) 1nclud1ng
materials,; illumination, colors, etc.
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B. Graphic Material
1. Architectural facade eievations of the affected
-~ buildings showing location of all existing signs
(a phctograph may substitute if it can present
an undistorted picture ,0f existing conditions).
(Suggested scale 1/8" = 1")

2. Architectural elevations of the proposed sign(s)
. and sufficient of the building area surrounding
it to clearly indicate the proposed sign's rela-
tionship to the building, its architectural
details, and adjacent signs. (Suggested scale 1L/8" = 1')

3. Detailed plans, elevations and other material
indicating the design of the proposed sign(s), its
‘material, construction, colors, etc.

7.14.3 PROCEDURE

The Community Development Department shall, within 15
working days of the submission of a complete application,
forward ifs recommendation to the Superintendent of
Buildings. With signs of particular significance the
Community Development Department may at its discretion
'hold a public hearing to solicit comments from affected
neighborhood groups and residents. The Department staff
shall assist all applicants in meeting the objectives of
the Design Review Process. Nothing in this Section 7.10
shall prohibit any applicant from submitting preliminary
plans for discussion prior to a formal application. The
15 day review period may be extended with the written
permission of the applicant.

7.14.4 An application for a sign requiring design review which
: has not received approval from the Community Development
Department shall require a Special Permit from the Board

of Zoning Appeal. . Such application shall be for-

warded to the Planning Board for its review and comment.

 7.14.5 REIVEW GUIDELINES

In making its review, the Community Development Department
shall refer to the following guidelines. These may also
be of use to designers of signs which are permitted by
right. The guidelines are not intended to prohibit or
discourage creative solutions to sign design problems; the
intent is to encourage signs which are appropriate in their
settings, and whose messages are clear and unobtrusive.

)
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Setting: A sign should fit well with its building.

1.

Location. The sign shall have a logical
relationship to the facade cof the building on
which it is located and shall be integrated intc
existing architecture (e.g. above entrances,
integrated with rather than obscuring building
details).

Scale. The sign design shall take into account the
relative scale and proportions of the building or
surface on which it is‘'mounted. Large signs which
overwhelm the architectural features or ignore the
rhythms of the building are discouraged, though
ithis guideline is not meant to discourage creative
use of trompe l'oeil or other means c¢f influencing
perceptions. :

‘Materials. The materials of the sign should be

chosen to complement the building materials, if
appropriate. Although in some instances a con=-
trast of materials may be desirable, the intent

~is to discourage the clashing of signs and

building materials.

Message: Signs should present clear, well-designed
messages. '

1.

Coordination. Signs on a single building should
provide a coherent and harmonious whole. Signs
should not obscure important views, visual access
to other signs or architectural features of the
building on which they are located, cr another

}-building.

Simplicity. In general, strong, brief messages
with a carefully considered range of colors
shculd be used rather than repetitive or overly
elaborate schemes. The intent is to discourage
a cluttered or chaotic presentation of signs;

"however, the intent is not to prevent creative

use of repetitionor color.

Image. The sign should reflect the positive

‘aspects of the building and/or the neighborhood

within which it is located. For example, tradi-
tional signage may be appropriate for a building
with substantial period detail. 1In areas with
heavy pedestrian use, signs oriented to the
pedestrian may be most appropriate. Product
trademarks are discouraged.



9, 7.15 ’NON"CONFORMING SIGNS

7 15 1 The provisions of this Artlcle 7.000 shall not apply to
‘signs lawfully erected prior to the effective date of
. this Section 7.10 as amended provided such signs have
- been continuously maintained in conformance with all
applicable ordinances and regulations at the time of
their erection and subsequently. -

7.15.2 Alteration or change in the lettering, wording, or designs
- or symbols on a sign, but noit the basic supporting struc-
"~ ture, shall be permitted on a lawfully maintained non-
conforming s;gn provided such alterations do not exceed
50% of the current réplacement Vvalue of the sign.

Any. non-conﬁorming sign destroyed or damaged by fire,
explosion, or other catastrophe may be reconstructed to
its full extent prior to said destruction.

7153 Where it lS proposed to replace an ex1st1ng sign on a

S r"building which contains an area of signage exceedlng
'the maximum permitted, said new sign may contain six
(6) square feet or 80% of the area permitted to the use
if the signage area formula (2 square feet of area per
linear frontage of lot) were applied to the first floor
‘building frontage occupied by the use, whichever is more.
In no case, however, may the total non=conformity of the
signage on the building be increased.

r ;7.15.4 All changes in non-conforming signs shall be subject to

« Design Review by the Community Development Department.
7.16  EXEMPT.SIGNS

" 'A. The following signs shall be exempt from restrictions
- as to types of signs or limitations on the total
signage permitted on a lot as required elsewhere in
'this Article 7.000.

.,

1« In all districts:

a. Slgns not vismble from a public way.

B. Offizial traffic and directional signs.
c. Other directional signs as llmited by
Section 7.12.6.

* d. Flags of a city, state or country or non-profit
organization.

e. Memorials such as grave stones and corner stones.

f. Historical site plaques -installed or approved
by a public agency or duly established his-
torical society.

g. Window display of "merchandise or signs inci-
dential to the display.

ehy”Temporary signs as permitted in Section 7.12.5
(A-C) thereof.
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2. In business, office and industrial districts:

a. Permanent non-illuminated signs behind the
glass of a window above the first floor
provided: '

(1) the total area of the sign(s) doesAnot
exceed 30% of the area of the glass of the
window;

(2) the window is aﬁpurtenant to the use to
which the sign is accessory;

(3) the sign consists of individual letters or
symbols affixed to the window or mounted
. on a ¢lear, transparent background;

(4) the symbols or letters do not exceed 6" in
height; '

(5) Sign contains only the name and/or logo of
- the establishment to which it is accessory;

b. Permanent non-illuminated signs mounted on awn-
ings on the first floor of a building provided:

(1) the total area of the sign does not exceed
.1 square foot and the height of symbols and
-letters does not exceed 6";

(2) the sign consists of individual letters or
symbols affixed to the fabric of the awning;

(3) sign contains only the name and/or logo for
. the establishment to which it is accessory.

c.{Temporary signs as permitted in 7.12.5 (D).

B.  For one story buildings having a.continous parapet

- . above the lowest point of the roof, signs may be
placed below the highest point of such parapet rather
than below the lowest point of the roof as may other-
wise be required by this Section 7.10.

- T.17 'In any district where the number or area of signs -
‘ - permitted on a lot. .is. determined by t@e number of
buildings located on said lot, one building sha}l
be assumed to be present for the purposes of this
Section -7.10 for any use not contained within a

building.

. -q
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 ILLUMINATION

g5'intReSLdéhcé A} B, and C-1 districts no outdoor floodlight-
,‘ing or decorative lighting except lighting primarily

designed to illuminate walks, driveways, outdoor living

areas, or outdoor recreatlonal facilities, and except

temporary holiday lighting in'use for no longer than a

four week period in any calendar year, shall be permitted.
Any permanent lighting permitted by the préceding sentence

- shall be continuous, indirect, and installed in a manner

that will prevent direct light from shining onto any
street or adjacent property.



| ”CLITY 'OF CAMBRIDGE
4 ' COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
S Cnty Hall Aripox »ulnman & Broadway

A Camer.dge CJ.ty Counc:.l

..»;‘ LesterBarber, Land U:s‘e'_avndZon:ing,,' Date June 6, 1984

t  Clarification ofIssues Ralsed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
- Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
- Proposed by the Planning Board .

Yard Requlrementsforc-l » O-1, BA and BA-1 Districts

v_: Theamendmentmakesnochangemtheyard requirenénts for those districts.
. It does make clear to the avera

- .ordinance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
- specifically, know that the yard formulas as
do not reflect the actual setbacks itted

"The amendment would make it easier for the Plamning Board to administrative-
' ly change sukmittal requirements without going through the zone change
ways publicly available: -

t 4 - Conversion Requirements in A and B Districts.

‘A and B districts are intended to be single family and two family
dlstr:l.ctsrespectlvelyConversn.onto ‘two family use in A districts and
‘multifamily use in B districts  is allowed provided the character of those
‘districts is not visibly changed. - Since C-1 districts allow multifamily
‘dwellings by right there ‘is no problem with conversion of buildings

which give the appearance of multi-family structures.

‘The alteration of footnote 15, which is a footnote to the category and
Tot to the individual district requirements, does not allow multifamily
conversion in A districts. ' Any confusion, however, could be cleared up
by adding a phrase "where permitted” in the footnote as follows:

* 15. Provided that, where permitted in a Residence A and B district, the
e ;e):teri_o;: design of the structure is not significantly changed.



Amendment 5 - Varlable Setback Plane

: -The amendment would change the language in Section 5.244 (3) (from "required"
~to "prcv1ded") to reflect existing ade.nJ.stratJ.vgpractlce and would not
~introduce a new, more lenient prov151on. This valuable provision is
. intended to allow some variation in the surface of buildings, which if
. prohibited, would result in square, unvaried structures much less
- interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,
"~ nor does it work to achieve, bu:leJ.ngs of greater bulk than would .
Ry jotherw:.se be perm.tted

'I‘he amendment does not change the exlst:Lng regulation.

”Amendment 6 - Varylng the anm;m Lot ‘Size in PUD Districts.

jf;'I‘he Commmlty Development Department does not claim that the minimm lot

.-size. for PUD's is one‘acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually

" says. ' The Planning Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,

g{’tthat Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-

. . vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum

- lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planm.ng Board
' '._:_jthat the mtent of the DlStT.'lCt has been met.

ThJ.s amendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
: mm.stratlve practloe. -

S 'The prov:.s:.on makes sens:ble reoogm.tlon of the. fact that the minimum
L reqtnrements are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that some
‘variation is acceptable pmv:.ded the overall intent of the PUD provision
'is advanced. Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
"poa.nt, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
" provision and the proposed clarlflcatlon assumes that the discretion
ﬁ: 'jlw:Lll be exerc:.sed wn.sely. : .

Mr LaTremou:.lle 'S arguments are bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane
" to this spec:n.flc__,amendment, E




1984' "Techm.ca.l Amendments" to the Zoning Ordinance
S Summa.ry Analysis

- -:~;‘1‘he cnn sa.ys that 11; thought mi.nimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.
T ;'*benefits were 1 acre throughout the city, The CDD summary says that. that is
I - what they are asking for now., The PUD requirements are quite clear. These:are
“: " the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public
. ' scrutiny and hearings. - Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending
. on the PUD,' The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the ordi-.
. . nance’ overrode the clear requirements of the various FUD's, They were wrong.'.
" ““They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to 57
acres (5 house lots) .’m most. paz'ts of the cityg' O acres in one E. Camtridge FUD.

":"13-'.l‘he CDD wishes to ma.ke supportixg .doctmenta.tiou requirements for FUD submittdls
o hatter. for private-negotiation; in place of the present publicly esta.blished
j:and pxblicly a.va.ila.ble requi:ements. .

: P:ovisiom would ::ender all parkins 1A the ci.ty non-conforming unless it has

" been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his.been

e 1e£t vacant if the assignee did not use it and &id not permit its use to some

. . one elss,! In the normal situation in multi=-family structures parking is assigned

.= .. . by need, - Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed
LU by a specula.tor/developer should he wish to construct townhouses or larger on them.

S 'l'he thinks tha.t the describd yud requirements "do not work" &ince théy Timit
constmctiom on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,.
.- Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much developments
- the C=3, (=3, C=2 and O=2 districts, The yaxd requirements protect small tuildings
‘ .on small lots im these districtocmany of them im and around Harvaxd Square,! The

‘because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave §'lafge ‘amount. of
‘space ‘between the tuilding and its lot lines, A developer must buy a number of
.. small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small btuildings on those
"' lots, In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pur=
L cha.so of si.x ].ots to ‘bu.’n.ld to the maximum FAR because of yard requirements,'

;'f'-‘ Provisiom wonld allow conversion of houses to greater than two families, subject
. to.design criteria, in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver=
;'si.ons mRes. A and. Res. B.. hut not to C=1, Why not C-1? why upzone Res, A?

SR kovisiom ha.s the zoning ordinance fomlly approve one aspect of the townhouse
" ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,' The
- zoning ordinance defines a lot as "A parcel of land , ., . developed or built
- upon as a unit", This would appear to mean one principle tuilding, i.e. one
: unit, ‘per lot,' Novertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit
more than one principle btuilding per lot., Townhouses, as a result, are tuilt
4in more than’ ono structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our
neighborhoods,! The COD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which
would prohitit more “than one ‘principle structuie per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, - This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the -
city to bo rerﬂered meaningless by mltiple principle stmcturos.

?:ovision changes prescnt ya.rd reguirenents language in C=1, O=1, BA a.xxi BA=l
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the
ordinance and the body of the ordinance in the fine print,' ' Switch creates
slightly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive requzre-
nfi;::s ima fu'mre "technica.l amendment" ‘oeca.use that language would “Jjust" be

o R°"31" J- la Tre’muille. 348 Franklin Street, Cambridge 02139
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- yard requirements prohibit development on the smallést lots by the largest buildings
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348'Franklin Street
.- Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
May- 17 ’ 198“'

lEditor
_'Camb rldge Chronicle

The residents of Cambrldge s best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dis-

S tricts, should be aware of, and. fighting against, a major zoning change which could
.'pass the City Councll in the next few days.

Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
family. "The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings

G on. large lots to apartment houses, on. condltzon that the exteriors not be modified,

The an.ument of the principle supporter is that large buildings are being con-
verted to apartment ‘houses already. This person states that additions are being put
on existing b011dinF5 and that subdivision follows, The propoment claims that the
change would, at least protect the out31de of the buildings.

If large bulldings 1n “Res.A“ distrlcts are being converted to more than 2 family

i houses, those. conversions are 111egal.' If the city's zoning administrator is allowing
. such convers1ons, thereVadminlstratlve and judicial ways to enforce the existing
! ordlnance. . ent .

Should normal remedies fall, the ordlnance should be modified to restrict
‘to the. _presently ‘intended 2 family limit, - The zoning ordinance should not

figbe modifled to allow. apartment conversi on,

o The proposal is item 4 ina package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
,jfamendments e  These changes have never been meanlngfully advertised by the city., I
=»_thought the - apartment ‘conversion. prov1s1on was simply bad drafting of one footnote,

It came as a shock, on" May 15, when I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
: :zzzzig allowed and is intended Someone has been giving out bad zoning advice,

iROhert-J. La Tremouille

ST




'd‘?;iAmend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection

4.31 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and

RES

151,n,,,- o.s. RE3-A

fh Exiating dwelling converted for more

than two families. 15 16. . no no

ZJﬁ,wp_fAmend Section 4.40, Footnotés to Table of Use
‘.TivRegulations, as follows; '

liffa. Delete the exiating footnote 2 and replace 1t
}~w1th the following new footnote 2;

?’2. Provided that ‘the dwelling was constructed

. enlarged since that date. The addition in the
"ﬁaggregate of two hundred and fifty square feet

. or more of gross floor area shall be considered

' substantial enlargement. . .

‘ffChaQQfo°°tn°tevlsyt° read as follows;
%15, provided that in a Residence A and B

”3t.distriot the exterior design of the structure
18 not significantly ohanged.

ﬁ}enoteé 7This amendment would restrict the conversion

'~ of existing dwellings in Residence A and

.- B districts to more units. than normally

.~ . permited in these districts to only those

~ .dwellings’ which exieting prior to June 1, 1940.

" This restriction is to ensure that the

j;conversion is tied to the larger older homes

- and thus eliminating the possibility of

any recently constructed dwellings being

‘*7ff}ﬁ“;converted in attempts to negate the intent

of the single and two family districts.
~ In addition, this amendment would apply the
© condition that the exterior design of the :
. structure is not changed when an existing
- dwelling is being converted for more than two
. families in a Residence B district as it now
" ‘applies in the Residence A district when single
- family residencee are converted to two family
~ﬁﬁresidencee. B

Aye

. prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantielly o




AN ORDINANCE

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

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

. The Zone Map éccompanying ordinance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge' is hereby
amended as follows:

Aménd.Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as{followaz i

5.53 .Iﬁ Residencg*Abl gﬁd A- 2 Districts -only dhaistructure
containing a principal use.shall be allowed.on a lot.
. 2 i N ’1 . . 1l

. L
Note: The purpose of this amendment’'is 'to ensure that all new
~ construction of single-~family detached dwellings in

Residence A-1 2nd|A=2 districts meet the intended lot
and dimensional reguirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit ie met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques- = wem——T
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:— Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



' In .thél~ Year dne Thbusand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Bé it orda_ined by the Citys Council of the City of Cambridge es follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge' is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend. Section 5. 50, Special Dimensional Regnlations, by inserting
a new subsoction 5.53 asifollowe:

5.53 1In Residence A=l and A- 2 Districts -only one . structure
containinq a péincipal use. shall be allowe ~on a lot,
1

Note: The purpose of this amendment’is ‘to ensure that all new
- construction o! single=family detached dwellings in

Residence A-l and¥A-2 districts mest the intended lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the

. minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
- to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every

- new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
'dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
‘held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques— - -~
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



"' In the Year (jne Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to . an ordinance entltled "The Zoning Ordinances of the

’Clty of Cambndge

i

B B§ r‘l: ordained by the Cityi Co‘uncﬂ of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge'" is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regnlationa, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as| follows:

5.53 1In Residence ‘A=l and A- 2 Districts only ona structure

Note:

containinq a péincipal use shall be allowed on a lot.

The purpose of this amendment'is to ensure that all new
construction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A-land|A«~2 districts meet the intended lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currentiy allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

: Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after Junme 25, 1984 the ques- e e <
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:— Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



'In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to . an ordinance entltled “"The Zoning Ordinances of the
Clty of Cambrldge

i

Be lt ordained by the Crty Counc:l of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordlnance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge' is hereby
- amended as follows:

Amend. Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regnlations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as,followe:

5.53

Note:

In Residence ‘A1 and A- 2 Districts -only dhﬁ*structure
containinq a péincipal use . shall be allowed.on a lot.
s : v

The purpose of this amendment'is to ensure that all new
construction of single~family detached dwellings in
Residence A-land|A=2 districts meet the intended lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to ' construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques- s e =
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



)

In 'the'ﬁerei',C?)ne""'r;h?ousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to. an ordinance entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
Clty of Cambndge
i

Be ré ordamed by the Crtyl Councrl of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map. accompanylng ordmance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows:

vAmend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as}followc:

5.53 1In Residence ‘A=l and A- 2 Districts -only ong structure
containinq a péincipal use. shall be allowed on a lot.

Note: The purpose of this amendment is 'to ensure that all new

' construction of single-family detached dwellings in

Residence A=l and|A-=2 districts mest the intended lot
and ‘dimensional’ rehu&rements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. .The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family' dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

- Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
" held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques- = -~
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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L U
: In the Year One’

Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

v

AN ORDINANCE

|

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

City of Cambtiﬁgé".

|
!
RS

R '

Be it ordasined by the City| Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:
T b b '

[N

The Zone Map’accompanying‘ordinance’passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge'" is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend. Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as| follows: .

5.53

Note:

Id'ReSLdencg*AFl ahd,hr‘ZDistricts:oaif ong, structure
containing a péin¢;pa1 use shall be qllowedfOn a lot.

The purpose of this amendment’ is 'to ensure that all new
construction of single=family detached dwellings in
Residence A-1iand|A=2 districts meet the intended lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual 1lot.

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting

held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques- e -

tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to. an ordinance entltled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
Clty of Cambrldge o ;

|

Bé it ordained by fhe Cityz Coiuncil of the City of Cambridge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanying ordlnance passed to be ordained September 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regnlations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as follows:

5.53 In Residence A-l and A- 2 Districts only one. structure
containinq a principal use shall be allowed on a lot.

Note: The purpose of this amendment' is to ensure that all new
construction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A=l and A-2 districts mest the intended lot

“and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
~structure on a single lot. Therefore, as long as the

- minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible

- to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual lot.

' Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the ques- - —
tion comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the City Clerk.
Notice is hereby given that in ac-
cordance 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 held o public hearing on
Tuesday, May 15, 1984 at 6:30

p.m. in the City Council Chamber, Ci-

ty Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts
on ¢ resubmitted petition of the
Pla. ring Board to amend the Zoning

Ordinance affecting sections 5.245,
'5.30, 5.53, 12.343, 4.31h, 4.40,

5.244(3), 12.52 and 11.15. All
amendments are technical changes
tc the existing ordinance. The above
amendments are principally clorifica-
tion and refinements of existing
regulations and make no reat change
in the intent or requirements of the
ordinance. Two omendments do
make important changes; one states
that only one structure containing o
principle use shall be allowed on a lot
in o Residence A district and the
other restricts conversions of dwell-
ings in Residence A and B districts to
dwellings built prier to June 1,
1940.

Copies of this petition gre on file
in the office of the City Clerk, City
Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

All persons interested in this mat-
ter may appear ot this time and be
heord.

For the Committee,
Councillor David Sullivan
Chairman
(C)Apr.26,May3

.
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_SUMMARY OF INTENT OF THE TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS

Yard Dimensional Formulas

"~_fiﬁifiétidnffﬁBthhe Planﬁing Board, to make clear to all

- users of the zoning ordinance the true yard
. requirements mandated.. , S
~ Non-professionals using the ordinance might
- otherwise be misled by the current tables.

This éméndment is intended to ensure that the yard

.« formulas in the tables accurately reflect the per-

.- .mitted setbacks as modified by the present Section

..5.244.  The proposed amendments do not alter in any
~way. the setbacks now permitted, but do allow the

'1 tablgS-tovreflect:more forthrightly what is allowed.

2. Principal Structures in Residence A Districts

’lIﬁitiatiOn:'_By the Planning Board in response to repeated

- Note:. -
© .. new construction of single-family detached dwellings
o . in Residence A-1 and A-2 districts meets the intended
- lot-and dimensional requirements for those districts.
. The ordinance ‘currently allows more than one princi-

~ concern expressed by neighborhood people re-
- garding ongoing condominium construction in A

:xugt‘diStricts.__

The bﬁfpdse‘Offthis amendment is tp ensure that all

:f ,pa1jstructuré~QnNa‘single lot. Therefore, as long as
- the minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is

.-fpossiblefto‘conStruCt-several single-family detached
.'dwellings on a single lot through use of the condo-

“‘f.miniumfform'of‘ownership; The proposed amendment re-

quires that every new single-family dwelling in these

. districts meet all dimensional requirements including

its own individual lot.

3.. PUD Application Forms

. Note: |
© o ... requirements of application submission (scale of
~ maps, types of information, etc.) from the zoning
~ordinance. - Part (b). eliminates reference to payment

. Initiation: By the Planning Board to eliminate provisions

~ in the ordinance which are adequately handled
administratively.

The provision (a) deletes essentially administrative



(2)

t‘&byéthe}aéplicant of public hearing costs. Fees,
established administratively, have been set by the
~~Planning Board to cover such costs.

";jlé@[lConver51on of Structures in Residence A and B Dlstrlcts

'TlfInltlatlon:;TBy the Plannlng Board in response to nelghbor-
Lo e " hood: concern that the conversion provisions

~were being misused, contrary to the intent of
~the two zones.

. Note: ' This amendment would restrict the conversion of ex-
©.... ... isting dwellings in Residence A and B districts .. =
}”to”onlY‘those'dwelllngs which existed prior to June
. 1,.1940. This restriction is to ensure that the con-
f:ver51on is: tled to the larger older homes, thus elim-
~inating the possibility of any recently constructed
ldwelllngs being converted in violation of the-
~ intent of the single and two-family districts. 1In
- addition, this .amendment would apply the condition
- that the exterior design of the structure is not
changed when an existing dwelling is being converted
~ for more than two. families in a Residence B district
" .as it now applies in the Residence A district when
. single family re51dences are converted to two-family
5re51dences.

5, Varlable Setback Plane Formula

’Inltlat10n°° At the request of the Zonlng Enforcement officer
e to correct a dlscrepancy in the regulatlon.

o Note:v“The 1ntent of the provision (to allow some sectlons
: : of a building wall to be closer to the property line,
if compensating portions of the wall are set further
. back) cannot be met if the "requlred" setback figure
oo ise used in the formula. It is frequently necessary
- for a wall to be set back further than the "required"
~ setback dimension would provide and it is that actual
. setback: dimension which should be used in the formula.
-~ The amendment does not alter in any way the actual
“'fappllcatlon of the provision - it merely allows the
formula to work.



,"Note;

- (3)

WPUD Mlnlmum Lot SlZe Requlrement

Inltlat10n° By the Plannlng Board to brlng the prov151on

‘in-line with its original intent and City
Sollc1tor ruling.

uThe,proposed new language replaces reference to one

- .acre as the minimum development parcel size for each
. PUD district. Since the adoption of subsection 12.52
' there have been amendments to the ordinance creatlng
- PUD districts' with a minimum development parcel size

giygreater than one acre. Subsection 12.52 was not
~amended to reflect those later amendments. The ori-

“'ginal intent of this subsection 12.52 was to allow

. Planning Board discretion to hear PUD appllcatlons

. which cannot meet the minimum parcel size yet meet

. the objectlves of the PUD district. The proposed
© amendment generalizes the original intent of subsec-
“‘tion 12.52 and makes it appllcable to all PUD's re-

gardless of parcel 51ze.

’ Accessory Pérkinngequirement for Residential Uses

',dNoteg'

*,fInitiationzv»By the Plannlng Board in response to develop-

-~ ment experiences (as for example at Garfield

- ‘Street) where it was not clear that the re-

-2 -quirement for a parking space for each unit
was 1ndeed belng applied to each unit.

7The 1ntent of the amendment is to ensure that each
- residential unit is provided with the required off-
‘street parking.

‘Townhouse Regulations

"Initiation' By the Planning Board in response to requests

‘to the Board and the Building department for
alteratlons to townhouse developments.

Thls prov151on makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is consi-

dered within the context of the total development,

h‘fby the Planning Board or the Board of Zoning Appeal,

should the development be subdivided.
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o Helght Exceprlons. The provisions of this ordmance gaverning the height of buildings

. and structures._ in all districts shall not apply to chimneys, water towers, air

vl condmomng equipment, - elevator bulkheads, skylights, ventilators and other =
: necasarv fehtures appurtenant to buildings which are usually carried above raofsand
.- are not ‘used for human ‘occupancy, nor to domes, towers or spires above buildings if
i'such features are not used for human accupancy and occupy less than ten percent of
T lhe lot. area, ‘nor. to wireless or broadcasting towers and other like unenc!osed
o struczurea whuch occupy Iess than ten percent of the lot area.”

: Yards

- Every part cf a reqmred yard shall be open to the sky and unobstructed. Awnings,
- arbors, fences,- ﬂagpoles, recredtional and laundry drying equipment and similar

: _ abjects shall nat be considered obstructions when located within a required yard.
- Open or lattxce-enclosed fire escapes for emergency use only are permitted to
R encroach on yard areas.

.j-»pm,mng eaves, chnmneys. bay wmdows. balcomes. open fire escapes and like

projections which do not project more than three and one-haif feet and which are part

. 'of a building not more than thirty-five feet in height, and unenclosed steps, unroofed

. porches and the like which do not project more.than ten feet beyond the line of the

- foundation wall and which are not over four feet abave the average level of the

. -adjoining ground may extend beyond the minimum yard regulations otherwise
*prov:ded for the dlstnct in Wthh the structure is built.

. ) -On lota abuttlng streets on more than one side, the front yard requifements of each of
' the abutting streets shall apply regardless of designated front lot lines. Any remaining

B i1 sodes shall be subgect to side yard reqmrements.

Measuremema for rmmmurn yards whlch are determmed by formula shall be madein

. the followang manner: -

" :;v (1 ) ”H" is the hesght of the bmldmg “L"isthe length of wall measured paralle! tothe

R indicated hereinJFor buildings of forty feet or less in height the denominator in”’

EXISTING.
PROVISION

: correspondmg lot or street.line. The front yard is measured from the strestline, or
~ building line where such has been established, except where otherwise

yard formuias in the Tables in Sectnon 5.30 may be increased by two subject

and 5-2.

\to'the minimum yard requnrements set forth in footnotes a, b and ¢ of Tables 5-1

R v ) :Where a buulding consnsts cf various rcof levels an average height, or “H"’, maybe

" used in the required yard formulia. Average height is determined by adding the
- products ¢f the height of each roof level facing the given lot line, (Hs, Hz, etc.) times

- “the 'ength of each roof level (L, Lz, etc.) and dividing the sum by the sum of the

: length of the levels (L, L, etc.) (see formula below)

AVEHAGEHE!GHT _(Hix L)+ (Hax La)

L+l2

il RN b

N AT
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‘?;Resrdentlal Dtstncts

DISTRICT DIMENSIONAL REGULATIONS

()

Maximum
Height
in Feet

35

35

none

120

SR The followmg drmensronal reqmrements. set forth in Table 5-1 and modified
S ,{elsewhere m thls ordlnance, shall be appllcable todevelopmentin residential districts:

y
Min. Ratio of
Usable Op. Sp.

to Lot Ares
25%
25%
20%
18%
15%
10% (h)

10%

10%

Tablo 5-1. TABLE OF DIMENSIONAL REQU!REMENTS RESIDEN‘I’IAL DISTRICTS
i o m, e - © .
mi:.nmoo Mlﬁ[mum.» _ Min, LatAres:  Minimum , Minimum Yard in Feet
o " Floor Area to ' Lot Size - : for Each O.U. ' Lot Width- )
. Dismct LotAroa lnSq.Ft_. - v_~in-s.q_. Ft.. " - inFeet - Fromt Side Rear
:enm 05 8000 8000 80 25 ts(;zgém 28
Res.A-2° 05 . 6000 - 4800 65 20 10(sum of 20
Res® 08 8000 < = 2500 50 15 7'8"(sum 20
S e e _ of 20)
Res.C-1. 075 . ... 8000 . - 1200.: 50 _He _HeL He
I ] (A —S.C‘?) (6
Res.C-2 - 175 8000 600 - . S0 aal® HetL Hetl®
ResC2A - 25 - 5000 300 0 _wiMe L0 Hotl®
L o L 5 % 5
ST A RPN AT R N o ) e)
- Res.C-3 30 5,000 300 50" Hel L HL
Resc3a  320? so0 300 .80 I T “ul®
2 Footnotes
(@) Measured from the center line of the street, but in no case may a building be
.~ nearer the street than ten feet.
by Measured frorn the center lme of the street, but in no case may a building be
' nearer the street Ilne than five feet.
' J,(c.)v' In no case may a bulldmg be nearer the rear lot line than twenty feet.
Wy ’l'The maximum Fatio of floor area to lot area for buildings containing principal
. S usesspec:fied in Sectton 4.34 shall not exceed 1.25.
Lo (e_)v;‘:‘:For bmldmgs subject to the floor area ratio limitation specified in footnote
" (d) above, the minimum front yards may be reduced to no less than five feet
measured from the street line.

2/12/79

12/%%/78

127%/78

12/11/78



'-';:'.Office Districts s
45{'1 The followmg dlmensmnal requlrements, set.forth in Table 5-2 and modified
elsewhere in this ordmance. shall be apphcable to development in Office districts:

'Table-soz.i
m@ e W o o m

o 'a'm. Ratioof . Min, LotAres ~ Minimum Minimum Yard in Feet Min. Ratio of
U Floor Ares to LotSize:  forEachO.U. ~ Lot Width . . : Usable Op. Sp.
-~_Dluria - lotAres - inSq.FL - inSq.Fr in Feet to Lot Ares

1,200 - S0

»TABLE OF DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS - OFFICE DISTRICTS

Maximum
Height
in Feet |

(a) HeL ::c)
()

HAL ael® T ggl?

':omcn o7 800 s - 15%

15% 6/18/80

fc’amc-'"z 20 '§000. 60 . - 50 Hal

Het, none 10%

120 10% 12/51/78

oM 30 cse0 W s
. 2. Footnotes
Lot ‘(3)‘3 : Measuredfrom the center line of the street, but in no case may a building be

~ 'nearer the Street~line' than ten feet.

(‘b)}' ' Measured frorn the center line of the street, but in nocase maya building be
- nearer the street lme than five feet.

' (c_) ‘ ‘ln ’no case ‘ma’y a building be nearer. the rear lot line than twenty feet.
, - }

L (d) 35 foot henght lrmnt wrthm 125 feet of residential districts. /16/%0

Busuness Drstncts

533° .
: 1 The followmg dlmenslonal requurements, set forth in Table 5-3 and modified
elsewhere in thls ordlnance, shall be applu:able to development in business dlstﬂcts

Tabl. 5-3 TABI.E OF DIMENSIONAL REQ.UIREMENTS BUSINESS DISTRICTS

B TR~ S : ® ® @
" Max. Ratio of Min. Lot Ares " . Minimum Yard in Feet Maximum  Min. Ratio of

. Floor Ares to ~ for Each D.U. Height Usable Op. Sp.
Lotm: o inSq P o in Feet to Lot Ares

~ Minimum
“LotWidth
inFeet - Front

Mimmum ’
. LotSize -
_.inSq. .

Distriet -
NG ol®

Side

. BusAl

g Bue. 3-2

-~ Bus. B -

Bus. 8-1

- Bus.C.

a0
ad®”

‘IO

L none_ e
‘‘none .

.

300
1200

none
none

o e

none

none
' none

nané @)

e

none

)

s (7) % .

(a’ 38

none

nonece) Qéc,

(a) (ﬂ

none
none 5( o

(o . 6/9/80

@ 8/9/80

none
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" VARIABLE PLANE SETBACK AMENDMENT - SECTION 5.244(3) An Illustration

.ﬂFor a bulldlng 70 hlgh and 40' wide and having a single plane the
followxng front yard setback -would be .required.in an Office-2 District.

"Q H+L 70+40
"f{**************************************************************************

-v27 5' The requlred front yard setback.

o 2 For the same bulldlng d1v1ded 1nto two vertical planes having widths,
respectlvely, of 25" and 15" the following setbacks would be required.

”Fanylane,A;70»+25';e;23.75f.The required setback.
4ﬂ:;ﬁ3’ ”;:?4m;:f fdf{fﬁslb“ o o

721;é51-The»required»setback

;‘~Iipléné€B€7b“%15‘“
O 4

ﬁfEfTEach 1nd1v1dual setback is: closer to the .front street line than
- if the bulldlng‘con31sted of a single wall plan rather than two separate
'.wall planes. : .

;***************************************************************************

;33 Sectlon 5. 244(3) allows elther of the individual ‘pPlanes A and B to
. ‘be set closer to the street line than the 27.5' setback required for
- the building if it were a single plane. Neither may be closer than the
”setback determlned for them 1nd1v1dually, i.e. 23.75' and 21.25"'.

‘fIf one: is set closer, however, the other must be set back behind the
':;vlslngle ‘Plane setback (27.5') to compensate. Compensation is determined
by use of the formula in Sectlon 5. 244 (3) .

VL**************************************************************************

~f4 If we assume that Plane A is set at its required setback (23.75'),
: _use of the formula Wlll determlne ‘the setback necessary for Plane B.

: '(Setback A 23 75' x 1750 sq. ft. Facing Area A) + (Setback B "X" x
"-‘1050 sq.uft..Fa01ng Area B) (Slngle Plane Setback 27.5" x 2800 sg. ft.

Y'Slngle Plane Fac1ng Area)

‘7:g41 562.5 + 1050 "x" = 77,000
1050 "X" =77,000 - 41, 562.5
~-1050 "x" = 35,437, 5

”,qQ"X" = 33 75 The minimum. setback necessary for Plane B if Plane A is to
RS be set at 23. 75°.

:*************************************************************************

,* 5 Therefore, lt is the setbacks ErOVlded, and not the setbacks required
& by the setback formulas, that should be used in the formula in Section

5 244(3).y
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"The

to which

| " Ordinance ~ Committee
comprised.of the entire membership of the City Council

was referred the petition of the Planning Board relative to a series
of eight technical amendments to the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Cambridge met in the City Council Chamber at seven o'clock and four
minutes p. m. on May 15, 1984.

Councillor David Sullivan, Chairman, presided;

.The Planning Board by report dated April 23, 1984 stated that the

. amendments were basically clarifications and refinements making no

real change in the requirements of the ordinance. The Board stated
that amendments numbered two and four are significant modifications of
existing regulations affecting the use and conversion of single and two
family houses in Residence A and B districts and further recommended
adoption of amendment numbered one thru six and eight. Amendment

- number seven was withdrawn because of the ambiguity of the wording.

The .Planning Board in their report of April 23, 1984 outlined in great

" detail the individual amendments and this report i%nannexed to this

report and marked as Appendix ‘A..

These technical changes had been the subject of a prior hearing before
the Committee on April 5, 1984 and had been referred back to the Plann-
ing Board. -

Lester .Barber outlined the technical amendments presented in the petition

;»and the changes made in the resubmission with reference to the problem
presented by accessory parking requirements but indicated that no other

changes were made from the original submission.

A resident of 120 Lakeview Avenue recorded himself in favor of amendments
numbered two and four. :

. Councillor David Sullivan read a letter from Charles Sullivan recording
.the Historical Commission in favor of. amendments numbered two and four.

Robert Sawyer of Neighborhood Nine Committee recorded his support of
the position taken by the Historical Cémmission.

No other persons were recorded in favor and the hearing for the pro-
ponents was closed and the Chair called for the opposition to appear
and be heard..
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No one appeared in opposition. at the call of the Chair who declared
the -hearing closed.at seven o'clock and twenty-four minutes p. m.

Councillor Wolf ﬁow‘mQVQd‘that,the.proposed amendments be reported
to the City Council, without recommendation.

There being no objection, the motion carried and the hearing
adjourned at seven o'clock and twenty-four minutes p. m.

For the Committee,

Councillor David E. Sullivan,
-Chairman
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: Cambridgé Historical Commission

y . ":City Hall Anriex, 57 [m"nzm S(rcct, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 02139. 617/:498-90-10

iRuert G. Neiley, C/)uxnmuz William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Exccative Director.
‘qu,ht H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2d; Juseph G. Sakey: Commission Members.

John Lyons, Geneva T. Malenfant, Frances Picrce, Alternates.

May 15, 1984

. Councillor David Sullivan
~ ‘Chairman, Ordinance Committee

City Hall

- Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Dear Councillor Sullivan:

At the Ordinance Committee hearing on May 15, thrée proposals
will be discussed that the Historical Commlss1on feels have

. great” importance for the future quality of life in Cambridge.

All are amendments to the zoning code. These amendments
deal with the current exemption of parking from the allowable
floor-area ratio; the establishment of a new comprehensive

_ sign ordinance; and technical amendments that make it more

difficult to subdivide residential properties in A zones.
Our concerns are as foliows:

1. Parking exemption.. At present, parking is exempt
from FAR requirements. An amendment proposed by Nan Stone,
et. al. would end this exemption in the Harvard Square
Overlay District. As you will see when you inspect the
Harvard Square model, the type of building that .can be

- constructed under thls legal loophole will drastically

change the character of the Square, and may serve to repel

visitors more effectively than to attract them. Parking

structures are clearly necessary in Harvard Square, but
not of this scale.

......

2. Slgn’dﬁdlnance. The Community Development Department

' .has made a telling presentation of the effects of a revised

sign ordlnance. These changes will: go far over the long
term to 1mprove the image of Cambridge's commercial districts,

- and will be as good for business as for the appearance of
“.the community as a whole.

‘ 3. Residential amendments. Among the technical amendments
proposed by the Community Development Department, two are of
special significance to the preservation of Cambridge's

~residential neighbdrhoods. Amendments to Sections 5.50 and

4.30 would restrict the ability of owners to subdivide large
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'eldefibulidinés of to condominiumize properties in Residential

A and B zones, thus preserving the low densities characterlstlc

" of these older Cambridge neighborhoods. Development in
~'these areas is typically undertaken for townhouse construction
_that’ does little to ease the shortage of affordable housing in

the City. . The residential character of such areas may
eventually ‘be destroyed by such overdevelopment.

e ,_-Accordlngly, I urge the Ordinance Committee to act favorably
© . on these measures.

Yours,

(LI WCIA

Charles M. Sullivan
Executive Director

 cMS/pb .



PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING

@ity of (!Iamlﬁtihge

MASSACHUSETTS

Office of the City Clerk.

Notlce is hereby glven 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 Tuesday, May 15, 1984 at 6:30 p. m. in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts on a resubmitted peti-
tion of the Planning Board to amend the Zoning Ordinance affecting
sections 5.245, 5.30, 5.53, 12.343, 4.31h, 4.40, 5.244(3), 12.52 and

'11.15. All amendments are technical changes to the existing ordinance.

The above amendments are principally clarification and refinements
of existing regulations and make no real change in the intent or require-
ments of the ordinance. Two amendments do make important changes; one

‘states-that only one structure containing a principle use shall

be'allowed on a lot in a Residence A district and the other restricts
conversions of dwellings in Residence A and B districts to dwellings
built prior to June'l, 1940.

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

A11Apersons interested in this matter may appear at this time

‘and be heard.

For the Committee,

Councillor David Sullivan
Chairman.



C. G, 108

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING

@ity of Gambridge
MASSACHUSETTS
Office of the C&fy Clerk.

Notice is. hereby'glven 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 Tuesday, May 15, 1984 at 6:30 p. m. in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts on a resubmitted peti-

tion of the Planning Board to amend the Zoning Ordinance affecting
sections 5.245, 5.30, 5.53, 12.343, 4.3lh, 4.40, 5.244(3), 12.52 and
11.15. All amendments are technical changes to the existing ordinance.
The above amendments are principally clarification and refinements

of existing regulations and make no real change in the intent or require-
ments of the ordinance. Two amendments do make important changes; one
states -that only one structure containing a principle use shall

‘be allowed on a lot in a Residence A district and the other restricts

conversions of dwellings in Residence A and B districts to dwellings
built prior to June 1, 1940.

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 David Sﬁllivan
Chairman.

-
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PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING

@ity of Cambringe

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 Tuesday, May 15, 1984 at 6:30 p. m. in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, Cambrldge, Massachusetts on a resubmitted peti-
tion of the Plannlng Board to amend the Zoning Ordinance affecting

“sections 5.245, 5.30, 5.53, 12.343, 4.31h, 4.40, 5.244(3), 12.52 and

11.15. All amendments are technlcal changes to the existing ordinance.
The above amendments are principally clarification and refinements
of existing regulations and make no real change in the intent or require-

"ments of the ordinance. Two amendments do make important changes; one

states that only one structure containing a principle use shall

be allowed on a lot in a Residence A district and the other restricts
conversions of dwellings in Residence A and B districts to dwellings
built prior to Jumne 1, 1940.

Copies 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

For the Committee,

Councillor David Sullivan
Chairman.
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'CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
&1 Caty l-lall Annex lnman & Brondway

»Cambr:.dge CJ.ty Counc11

jLester Barber, Land Use and Zom.ng Date June 6, 1984

Subject Clarlflcatlon of Issues Ra:n.sed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
=%, * Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
Pr

sed b ithe Planm.ngBoard

~ Amendrmt >l - Yard Reqtn.rearents for C-l, 0-l BA and BA-1 Districts

:The amendment makes no change 1n the -‘yard requlrements for those districts.
It ‘does make clear to the average Cambridge citizen, however, what the
‘actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the curtent wording of the
; :ord:lnance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5. 244"
- - specifically, know that the yard formulas as now dlsplayed in the Tables
i B i_-}f':--,, do not reflect the actual. setbacks perm:.tted

Amendment 2 - Mult:.ple Structures J.n A—l and A=2 DJ.str:Lcts

V'Ihere is absolutely noth:u.ng in the zoning ordinance now which proh:.blts
£ _.,'_nn:llt:l.ple bu:.ld.mgs on a lot in the A districts or any other district.
~'Section 5.13 in fact makes specific allowance for such multiple buildings.
'I'he proposed change_ :Ln A‘dlstrlcts ‘would prohibit what is now permitted:

Amend:rent 3 - Suhnlttal Requlrements for PUD's.

The amendment would make J.t easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
ly change submittal requirements w:Lthout going through the zone change
i .i process. The appl:.cat:l.on foms are always publicly available:

Amendment 4 - Convers:.on Requ:i.rements in A and B Districts.

'vA and B dlstrlcts are J.ntended to be smgle family and two family
izdlstrlcts respectlvely. Convers:.on to two family use in A districts and
_rrult:.fanuly use in B dlStrlCtS is allowed provided the character of those
districts is not visibly changed._ -Since C-1 districts allow multifamily

‘dwellmgs by rlght there 1s_ no. problem with conversion of buildings

The alteration of" footnote 15 Whlch is a footnote to the category and
‘not to the 1rxi:1.v1dua1 dJ.strlct requirements, does not allow multifamily
‘conversion in A districts. Any confusion, however, could be cleared up
'by ade.ng a phrase "where permltted" in the footnote as follows:

15. Prov:.ded that, where permltted in a Residence A and B district, the
exterlor desn.gn of the structure is not significantly changed.




Amendment 5 - Varlable Setback Plane

.The amendment would change the language in Section 5.244 (3) (from "requir
to "prov:. ") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not
dintroduce a’ new, more ‘lenient prov:.s:.on. This valuable provision is
_y intended- to allow same variation in the surface of buildings, which if
v ,»-proh:blted, ‘would result in ‘square, unvaried structures much less
mterestlng and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,
. nor.does-it work to achieve,- bua.ldmgs of greater bulk than would .
' ;-’:-otherwa.se be perm:n.tted SR

' The amendment does not change the existing regulation.

::Vary:mg the M:mnm:m Lot Slze in PUD Districts.

o 'I'he Conmun:.ty Development Department does not claim that the minimm lot
.~ size for PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually
. says. . The Planmng Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,
- that Sect:.on 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-
' v1s:,on is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimm
-+ lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
' that the 1ntent of the Dlstr:l.ct has been met.

. ThlS amendment would make no’ change in current, and legitimate, ad-
S _‘-}mm.strat:.ve practlce.,_ TR

e The prov1s1on makes sens:.ble recogm.tlon of the. fact that the minimum

| requlratents are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that some
L ‘varzl.atz.on is acceptable prov:Lded the overall intent of the PUD provision

. dds advanced. - Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
-~ point,‘as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing

L ”prov:.s:.on and the proposed clarlflcat:.on assumes that the discretion
e ;‘W:Lll be exerc:.sed wz.sely., .

Mr La'I‘remouJ.lle s arguments are. bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane
S j__to thlS spec:.fn.c amendment. o




by need,  Such parking spaces would be noneconforming and could be destroyed
by a specula.tor/developer should he wish to construct townhouses or larger on them, !

198‘4» "'I‘echnlca.l Amendments“ to the Zoning Ordinance
, . Summary Analysis _

.‘l'he CDD sa.ys tha.t it thought minimun developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.
‘benefits were 1 acre. throughout the city. The CDD summary says that that is
what they are asking for now, The PUD requirements are quite clear. These:are

. 'the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public

- scrutiny and hearings, Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending

. on -the PUD,'  The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the ordi- i
“"nance overrode® the clear requirements of the various PUD's, They were wrong.'.

" They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to .57

: acres (5 house lots) in most parts of the cityy O acres in one E. Cambridge PUD.

'" _~The CDD wishes to ma.ke supparting .documentation: requirements'for FUD submittdls
‘a matter for private-negotiation;in- place of the present publicly esta.blished.
. -'a.nd px‘blicly ava.ilable mquirements.

B P:avi.si.om wou].d: render all pa:r:king in the city non-confoming unless 11'. has
" been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his been
- left vacant if - the assignee did not use it and &id not permit its use to some
- one else,! In the normal situation in multi-family structures parking is assigned

S ,iThs thinks tha.t ‘the described yard reqxd.nments "do not work™ gince they Imit
. constructiom on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,
"' Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much develomments
. ‘the C=3, 083, C-2 and O=2 districts,’ The yard requirements protect small tuildings
" on small lots im these districts,-many of them im and around Harvard Square,' The :
' . yaxd requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest uildings ;
... .~because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave §'la#ge ‘afount of
' space between the building and its lot llnes. A developer must buy a number of
. small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small buildings on those
" - lots,  In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pur=

~ chase of six lots to build to the maximun FAR because of yard requirements.'
h "Provisiom would allow conversion ‘of houses to greater than two families, subject

" . to design criteria,, in Residence A districts. Applies design criteria to conver=-
: sions imnes. A and. Res. By, but not to C~1, Why not C-1? Why upzone Res, A?

L Provisiom has 'I'.he zoning ordina.nce formally approve one a.spect of the townhouse
: ordina.nce which was not described to the city counecil or to the public,' The
" zoning ordinance defines a lot as "A parcel of land ., . ., developed or built

. upon as a unit", This would appear to mean one principle building, i.e. one

7~ unit, per lot,’ Nevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit

. more than one principle tuilding per lot, Townhouses, as a result, are tuilt
in more than one structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our
neighborhoods,! The CDD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which
would prohibit more ‘than one ‘principle structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the -
city to be randered meaningless by multiple purinci.ple structures,

Provision eha.nges present ya.rd requizenents language in Cel, O=1, BA a.nd BA=l
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the
ordinance and the body of the ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates
slightly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive req_u:.re-
ments im a future "technica.l amendment" because that language Would "Jjust" be

ﬂneprint
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Robert J. La Tré'mouille, 348 Franklin Street, Cambtridge 02139 .



- 348 Franklin Street
. Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
‘viMay317,vl98h

ﬁECamb rldgeSChronicle :

T lf The residents of Cambridge s best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dis=-
;%tricts. should be aware of , and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
’%pass the City Counc11 in the next few days.

o Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
;family. “The: latest: change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
'*on large lots to apartment houses, on conditlon that the exteriors not be modified.,

i The arvument of the principle supporter is that large buildings are being con-
»verted to apartment ‘houses already. This person states that additions are being put
“on existing’ ‘buildings and that subdivision follows, The propoment claims that the
change would, at least, protect the outside of the bulldlngs.

O If large buildings in “Res.A" districts are being converted to more than 2 family
'houses, those conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrator is allowing
;such conver51ons, therevadminlstratlve and JudlCIal ways to enforce the existing
;ordma.nce. : Lo e

Should normal remedies fall, the ordinance should be modified to restrict
qﬂﬁ$ to the presently intended 2 family limit.  The zonlng ordinance should not
:befmodifled to. allow apartment conversi on. -

. The proposal is item h in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
amendments + ‘These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city.. I
thought the apartment conversion ‘provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote,
It came as a ‘shock, on- May 15, when . I' ‘was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
- :jzng allowed and is 1ntended Soméone ‘has been giving out bad zoning advice,!

Robert J. La Tremouille




}VfﬂAmend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection
. 4.31 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and

St N o.s. Ig3-* BgS

*.ff['h Existing dwelling converted for more ,
: than two famiiies.v 15, 16. . no no ye

“Vf'Amend Seotion 4.40, Footnotés to Table of Use
;Regulatione, as follows; ‘

«fggfa. Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it
‘ﬂjwith the following new footnote 2;

, '2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed
‘Aprior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantialiy
enlarged since that date. The addition in the o
;aggregate of two hundred and fifty square feet
. 'or more- of gross floor area shall be considered

,Ta subetantial enlargement._ o .

' fChange footnote 15 to read as follows;

fﬁf'ls. Provided that in a Residence A and B
- district the exterior design of the structure
. is not significantly changed.”

. Note: This amendment would restrict the conversion
R of existing. dwellings in Residence A and
. .. B districts to more units than normally
R S R <71 permited in these districts to only those
el e L  dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
. This restriction is to ensure that the
,_F conversion is tied to the larger older homes
. and thus eliminating the possibility of
‘ JQ‘any‘recently'constructed dwellings being
- . converted in attempts to negate the intent
~of the single and two family districts.
.In addition, this amendment would apply the
oondition that the exterior design of the
, _ structure is not changed when an existing
dwelling is being converted for more than two
families in a Residence B district as it now
- ‘applies in the Residence A district when single
family residencea are converted to two family
reeidenoea. .




. CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
~ COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
: ‘,:‘" Hall Ann_ox . lnman & Broadway

i -‘Cambrn.dge Clty Coun011

Iester Ba.rber, Land Use and Zom.ng | Date June 6, 1984

' - Clarlfn.catlon of Issues Ra:.sed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
- Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
P ‘ .

Yard;Reqtu.rements for C-l ’ O-l BA and BA-1 Districts

'I‘he amendment makes no change in “the yard requ.l.rements for those districts.
It does'make clear to the average Cambridge citizen, however, what.the

" actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the current wording of the
o .ordinance only those. very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
spec1f1cally, know that the yard formulas as now dlsplayed in the Tables
Lo ,do not reflect the actual setbacks penm.tted

: Amendment 2 - Mult:.ple Structures 1n A—l and A—2 Districts

' ; There is absolutely noth:Lng in the zoning ordinance now which proh:.blts

. multiple buildings on a lot in the A districts or any other district. :

.7 - Section.5.13 in: fact makes specific allowance for such multiple buildings.
SRR The_ pr'oposed_;changej in A.diStricts ‘would prohibit what is now permitted:

Amendment 3 - Subm:.ttal Requlrements for PUD's.

The amendment would make it easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
1y change submittal requirements without going. through the zone change s
processi.'v. ; ’-'I'he appllcata.on fo:ans are always publlcly available: -

o Amendment 4 - Convers:Lon Reqm.rements in A and B Districts.

A and B d:l.str:Lcts are :Lntended to be single family and two family
districts respectlvely. Convers:.on to two family use in A districts and
nult:.fam:.ly .use in B districts is allowed provided the character of those
districts: is not visibly changed. :-Since C-1 districts allow multifamily
»dwelln.ngs by right there is no problem with conversion of buildings
th.ch g:l.ve the appearance of mult:.—falmly structures.

The alteratJ.on of footnote 15, ,wh:Lch is a footnote to the category and

" ‘not to the’ ‘individual district ‘requirements, does not allow multifamily
Vconvers:.on in A districts. - “Any confusion, however, could be cleared up
g by add:ng a phrase "where perm:Lt " in the footnote as follows:

”‘;',-‘115 Prov:.ded that, where penm.tted in a Residence A and B district, the
© exterior design of the structure is not significantly changed.



o Amendment 5 - Varlable Setback Pla.ne

,,,“},The amendment would change the language in Sectlon 5.244 (3) (from "requir

t0. "prov1ded") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not

. introduce-a new, more lenient prov:Ls:Lon. This valuable provision is

*~ intended to allow some variation in the surface of buildings, which if

' prohibited, would result in square, unvaried structures much less

.- interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,

“. nor does:it work to achleve, bu:.ld:.ngs of greater bulk than would :
',_}Lotherwz.se be permltted L

_'}»‘ "}'I‘he anendment does not change the ex13t1ng regulation.

‘FVaryJ. 'the M:meum Lot Slze in PUD DJ.strJ.cts.

The Cmmm:.ty Development Deparhnent does not claim that the minimum lot

“size for PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually

- says. .The Planning Board .and -the City Solicitor have agreed, however,

- . that Section 12.52 is’ appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-

- vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum

. 1ot sizes'less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
. that the :Lntent of the DJ.strJ.ct has been met.

i“_“I‘hls amendment would make no change J.n current, and 1991t31“ate' ad-
mm:.strat:.ve pract:.ce. ' :

The prov:Ls:Lon makes sens:l.ble recqgm.tlon of the fact that the minimm
1;';’reqm.rahents are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that scme
'+ .variation is acceptable prov:.ded +the overall intent of the PUD provision
+. ~.is‘advanced. ~Discretion is clearly. vested in the Planning Board on this
*~po:|.nt, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
.. provision and the proposed clarlflcatlon assumes that the discretion
S tf.,w:|.11 be exerc:.sed msely..

5 Mr:. LaTremuJ.lle s a.rguments are basmally w:.th the PUD concept and not germane
to th:.s spec1f1c amenc‘lment.




198‘& "'I‘eohmca.l Amendments" to the Zoning Ordinance
Ce e Summary Analysis

oposal . i o
S f : 6 The GDD says tha.t 11'. thought minimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.

T ‘benefits were 1 acre throughout the city. The CDD summary says that. that is

7 .what they are asking for now, The PUD requirements are quite clear. Thess:are

- - the requlrements which were a.pproved by the council and subjected to public

~ -scrutiny and hearings, Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending
.» ‘on the PUD,’ The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the ozdi-.

-~ nance’ overrode ‘the clear requirements of the various PUD's, They were wrong.'.
‘They ‘are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to .57 ‘

- acres (5 house lots) in most parts of the cityg O acres in one E. Cambridge PUD.

"rhe GDD wishos to make supporbirg .dooumentation requirements®for FUD submittalts
‘a matter for private:negotiition;in place of the present publicly esta.blished
and publi.oly:a.vaila.ble requirements. ‘

Provisiom. would :en'ler a.ll parking in the oity non-conforming unless it has
' been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his been
. left vacant if the assignee did not use it and did not permit its use to some
+ 7 one ‘else,! In the normal situation in multi-family structures parking is assigned"
" - . by need, Such. perking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed
o ’by a. speoula.tor/developer should he wish to construct townhouses or larger on them.

: 5 The thinks ‘that the deseci‘bod ya.rd requirements "do not work™ gince they Timit

L oonetructi.om on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits.' .
. ./Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much developments
" the Ce3, 053, C-2 and .0-2 districts,’ The yard requirements protect small tuildings -
" on small lots im these districts..many of them im and around Harvard Square.' The

e s et DT ke

* . yard requirements prohibit development on the smallést lots by the largest tuildings -

' because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave & latge amount of |

.- space between the btuilding and its lot lines, A developer must btuy a number of

© - small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small buildings on those

7 'lotse- In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pur-
. chase of six lots to: tuild to the maximm FAR because of yard requirements.'

. ;,, :Prov:!.siom wonld. allow conversion of houses to greater than two families, subject

..’ to design criteria,, in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver=
. sions imaos. A and Res.. B.. ut not to C=1, Why not C~1? Why upzone Res, A?

e P.rov:lsiom ha.s the zoning ordinance romlly approve one a.speot of the townhouse
i ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public.' The
- " goning ordinance defines a lot as "A parcel of land , ., . developed or built
- < upon as a unit®, This would appear to mean one principle building, i.e. one
~+unity per lots’ Nevertheless, the orxdinance has been interpreted to permit

- more than one. prinoiple btuilding per lot, Townhouses, as a result, are tuilt
4An"more than one structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our
,_igh‘borhood.s’”.‘ The e wa.nts a provision:-added to the zoning ordinance which
ould ‘prohibit more ‘than one prineiple structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the -
c:l.ty to ‘be rozﬂored mea.ningless by multiple pri.noi.ple stmotureo.

Provision oha.nges present ya:d requinnents language in Ce1, O=1, BA a.nd BA=1
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of ‘the
ordinance and the body of the.ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates
?}sl:lghtly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive req_uz.re-
S «';‘nents ima fu'hxro "teohnica.l amendment" because that language Would "Jjust" be

Robe::t Je Ia. Tré'mouille, 48 Franklin Street, Cambridge 02139

A ey

VS RN ST P Lk



38 Franklin Street
~_Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

?Editor » =
jCamb rldge Chronicle

5@ :“The:residents of Cambrldge s best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dis-
“tricts, should be aware of, and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
: ;pass the City Counc11 1n the next. few days. -

i Several years ago, these districts were. changed from one family zoning to two
;family. Theglatest ‘change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
on. large lots to apartment houses, on condltlon that the exteriors not be modified.

. “The ‘argument ‘of the’ principle supporter is that large buildings are being con=-
‘verted to apartment houses already., This person states that additions are being put
.on-existing buildinss and that subdivzsion follows, The propoment claims that the
change would, at least protect the out51de of the buildings.

If large bu11dings in. “Res.A" dlstrlcts are belng converted to more than 2 family
‘houses, those. conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrater is allowing
. such" ‘conversions, thereVadmlnlstratlve and judicial ways to enforce the existing
ordinance.;;bt;,, v_¢~&-. : :

th Should normal remedies fall, the ordinance should be modified to restrict
' Eg ‘to the presently 1ntendcd 2 family 11mit' “The zoning ordinance should not
be mod1f1ed to allow apartment conversi on.

The proposal is item 4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
amendments . These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city, I
thought the apartment conversion prov1slon was simply bad drafting of one footnote,

It came as a shock, on May 15,: when I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
:::Z:iﬁ allowed and is 1ntended Soméone has been g1v1ng out bad zoning advice,f

Robert J, La Tremouille

\rre?
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*:lf}Amend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection
4431 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and

s ,A o.s. Rg3-A Rge

duﬂ7h. Existing dwelling converted for more _ ,
: than two families.} 15, 16. . no no yes

»z_ffff;Amend Section 4. 40, Pootnotas to Table of Use
sf;Regulatione, as follows;

'ifa. Delete the existing £ootnote 2 and replace it
:iwith the following new footnote 2; -

sy "7'2. Provided that the dwelling was conetructed
~-prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been aubstantially

enlarged since that date. The addition in the

;aggregate of two hundred and fifty square feet

Or more. ‘of ‘'gross floor area shall be considered

a: subetantial enlargement. .

AjdiffChange footnote 15 to ‘read as follows;
"}'15. Provided that in a Residence A and B

ifﬁfdistrictvthe exterior -design of the structure
~is not significantly changed.”

.. Note: This amendment would restrict the conversion
: oo oo - . of existing dwellings in Residence A and
oo ... B districts ‘to more units than normally
SRR 'a_j?-jpermited in these districts to only those
. dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
- This restriotion ‘ds to ensure that the
- conversion is tied to the larger oldér homes
~ '+ - and thus eliminating the possibility of
.. . any recently constructed dwellings being
" .- - converted in attempts to negate the intent
'~ of the single and two family districts.
- In addition, this amendment would apply the
- . condition that the exterior design of the :
~-.structure is not changed when an existing
. dwelling is being converted for more than two
. families in a Residence B district as it now
w_r’4=f*-appliea in the Residence A district when single
' .. family residencee are converted to two family
‘reeidenoes. ,

o ot s ems




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

QOMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
L Clty Hall Annex Vlmna.n & Broadway

To Cambrldge City Counc:.l

" From Lester Barber, Land Use and Zomng | Date June 6, 1984

| Subject Clanfn.catlon o’f Issues’ Ra:.sed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
Proposed by the Plannmg Boa.rd

Amendment 1 - Yard Rec§uirement$ for C-1, 0-1, BA and BA-1 Districts

The amendment makes no change in the yard requirements for those districts.
It does make clear to the average Cambridge citizen, however, what the

- actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the current wording of the
cordinance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
specifically, know that the yard formulas as now d:.splayed in the Tables
do not reflect the actual setbacks permitted.

' Amendme.nt 2 - Multlple Structures :Ln A-l andJX—Z Districts

There is absolutely nothing in the zoning ordinance now which proh:.blts
multiple bu:.ld:mgs on a lot in the A districts or any other district.
Section 5.13 in fact makes specific allowance for such multiple buildings.
. The proposed change in A districts would prohibit what is now permitted:

Amendment 3 - Suhm.ttal Requirements for PUD's.

The amendment would make it easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
; <ly change submittal requirements without going through the zone change
A prooess. v The appl:.catlon foz:ms ane always publ:.cly available:

Avendment 4 - Conversion Requirements in A and B Districts.

A and B districts are intended to be single family and two family
districts respect:.vely. Conversion to two family use in A districts and
~ multifamily use in B districts lis allowed provided the character of those
. districts is not visibly changed. Since C-1 districts allow multifamily
: dwellmgs by r:.ght there is no problem with conversion of buildings
which: give the appearance of mlt:.—fam:.ly structures.

The-alteration of footnote 15, which is a footnote to the category and
not to the individual district requirements, does not allow multifamily
"conversion in A districts. Any confusion, however, could be cleared up
by adding a phrase "where permitted" in the footnote as follows:

15. Provided that, where permitted in a Residence A and B district, the
exterior design of the structure is not significantly changed.




4
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Amendment 5 - Varlable Setback Plane

The amendment would change the language in Section 5.244 (3) (from "required”

to "provided") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not

~introduce 'a new, more -lenient prcv:.s:Lon. This valuable provision is

“intended to allow same variation in the surface of buildings, which if
proh:_blted, would result in square, unvaried structures much less
interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,
nor does it work to ach:l.eve ' bun.ldlngs of greater bulk than would .

otherw1se be penm.tted

The amendment does not change the existing regulation.

Amendment 6 - Varying the Minimum Lot Size in PUD Districts.

" The Ccmmmlty Development Department does not claim that the minimm lot
size for PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually
says. The Planning Board.and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,
that Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-
vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum
lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
that the intent of the District has been met.

This amendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
ministrative practice.

The prov:Ls1on makes sensible recognition of the fact that the minimm
requ:.rements are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that saome
variation is acceptable provn.ded the overall intent of the PUD provision
is advanced. Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
point, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing

"provision and the proposed clanflcatlon assumes that the discretion

will be exerc:.sed wisely. -

Mr. LaTrenbullle s arguments are basically with the PUD concept and not germane
. to this specific amendment.
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., ya speculator/developer should he wish to construct townhouses or larger on them,

- constructiom on particular lots to less than the abaolute maximum FAR limits,'.
- Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much development:
_ the Cs=3, 053, C-2 and O=2 districts,’ The yard requirements protect small tuildings g

. chase of six lots %o build to the maxinum F’AR beca.use ‘of .yazd requirements.,'

ments ima fu‘hn:e “technical amendment" because that language would “just" be

1984 "Techm.ca.l Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
Summa.ry Analysis

'The CDD says that 1t thought minimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.

benefits were 1 acre throughout the city. The CDD summary says that. that is
what they are asking for nows The PUD requirements are quite clear. These: are

 the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public

scrutiny and hearings, Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending
on the PUD,’ The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the o:d.i-‘
nance overrode'® the clear requirements of the various FUD's, They were wrong,'.

‘They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to .57

acres (5 house lots) in most parts of the cityy O acres in one E. Camtridge FUD.

The CDD w.ishoe to make supporhing documentation: requiremsnts’for FUD submittals
‘a hatter for private-negotiition,in place of the present publicly esta.‘blished :
and publi.cly ava.i].a.ble requirements. 1

Provisiom:. woqu remler all parking in the city non-confoming unless it has 2
been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his been :
left vacant if the assignee did not use it and @id not permit its use to some 8
ons elss,! In the normal situation in multi=family structures parking is assigned f
by need, Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed

i

The CID 'l:hinks that the deacribed yard requirements "do not work" gince they Hmit-

T

on small lots im these districts,..many of them im and around Harvard Square.,' The

yard requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest uildings .
because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave & lafge ‘aiiount. of |
space between the tuilding and its lot lines, A developer must tuy a number of :
small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small buildings on those
lots, In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would rsquire the pur=

i

Provisiom would allow conversion of houses to greater than two families, subject
to design criteria,. in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver=-
sions im Res:" A and Res,. B, tut not to C~1, Why not C=1? Why upzone Res, A?

tbonr 8 s b & et St 1)

P:ovisiom has the zoning ordinance formally approve one a.spect of the townhouse
ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,' The
goning ordinance defines a lot as “A parcel of land , . , developed or built
upon as a unit®, This would appear to mean one principle building, i.e. one
unit, psr lot,’ Nevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit
more than one principle tuilding per lot. Townhouses, as a result, are built
in more than one structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our
neighborhoods,! The QD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which
would prohitit more than one principle structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the -
city to be ren.iered meaningless by ‘multiple mi.nciple structurea

Prwiei.on changes present yard requirements language in C=1, O=1, BA ani BA=l
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the:
ordinance and the body of the ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates
slightly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive require-

4w e o],

Robert J, La Trémouille, 348 Franklin



| a2 %8 Franklin Street
. : R _ Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Editor
Camdb ridge Chronicle

The residents of Cambridge's best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dise
tricts, should be aware of, and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
pass the City Council in the next few days,

‘Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
family, The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
on large lots to apartment houses, on condition that the exteriors not be modified.

The argument of the principle supportér is that large buildings are being con-
verted to apartment houses already. This person states that additions are being put
" on existing buildings and that subdivision follows, The propoment claims that the
. change would,, at least, protect the outside of the btuildings.

If large buildings in "Res,A" districts are being converted to more than 2 family
nouses,. those conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrater is allowing
such conversions, therevédministrat1ve and judicial ‘ways to enforce the existing
yrdinance,' ane

Should' normal remedies fail, the oxrdinance should be modifled to restrict
!!& to the presently intended 2 family 1imit, The zoning ordinance should not
e modified to allow apartment conversi on,

The proposal is item 4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled “technical
wmendments"”, These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city, I
:hought the apartment conversion provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote,

{t came as a shock, on May 15, when.I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
:223; allowed and is intended., Soméone has been giving out bad zoning advice,*

AR

Robert J., La Tremouille




. o 4. Amend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection
e dj4 31 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and
151 - - | 0.s. 1g3-A
'h Existing dwelling converted for more '
than two families.. 15, 16. . no no

| |
»Amand Section 4. 40, ?ootnotes to Table of Use
Regulations, as. follows:

a. Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it
with the following new footnote 2; -

*2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed:

prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been aubstantially
' _ enlarged since that date. The addition in the
) , aggregate of two hundred and £ifty square feet

or more of gross floor area shall be considered

a subatantial enlargement." ., .

Change footnote 15 to read as follows;

9facvzé4nﬂﬂ' : '15. P:ovided that in a Residence A and B '
g P ' district the exterior design of the structure
‘ is not significantly changed.”
e : s

, /éi;? - Note: This amendment would restrict.the conversion
A of existing dwéllings in Residence A and
B districts to more units thsn normally
permited in these districts to only those
dwellings which existing prior to June’'1l, 1940.
This restriction is to ensure that the
conversion is tied to the larger older homes
and thus eliminating the possibility of
any recently constructed dwellings being
" converted in attempts to negate the intent
of the single and two family districts.
In addition, this amendment would apply the
condition that the exterior design of the :
structure is not changed when an existing
) dwelling is being converted for more than two
- families in a Residence B district as it now
¢ applies in the Residence A district when single
family residences are converted to two family
renidences.- - |




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
' 'COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

. :. ,-Cityjl?iall Annex .'._ lnman & Broadway
" To i ',-Cambridge City 'Council
i, : Froxn N -Lester Barber, Land Use and Zom.ng Date June 6, 1984

i Snb)ect f:'ClarJ.fJ.catJ.on of Issues Ra:.sed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
- " Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
' Proposed_b_ythe Planmng Board(

Anendment l Yard Requ:.rements for c-1, O-1, BA and BA-1 Districts

i The amendment ‘makes no change in the yard reqmrements for those districts. )
. It does make clear to the average Cambridge citizen, however, what the
- actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the current wording of the
.ordinance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
- specifically, know that the yard formulas as now dlsplayed in the Tables
‘ do not reflect the actual setbacks permitted..

Amendment 2 - Mult:.ple Structures :Ln A—l and A-2 Districts

lI -

S There is. absolutely notlnng in the ‘zoning ordinance now which prohibits -
. ‘,nmlt:l.ple buildings on a-lot in the A districts or any other district.
' Section 5.13 in fact makes specific allowance for such mlt_'i.ple buildings.
-+ The proposed change in A'd:x.str:l.cts would prohibit what is now permitted:

; Hnendment 3 - Subm:l.ttal Requlrements for PUD's.

. The amendment would meke it easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
1y change submittal requirements without going through the zone change
. process. The app_l:.catlon forms are always publicly available:

Amendment 4 - Convers:n.on Requ.:.renents in A and B Districts.

A and B c'h.str:.cts are :Lntended to be s:.ngle family and two family

. districts respectlvely. .Conversion to two family use in A districts and

-~'~‘nu1t1farm.ly use in B districts ‘is allowed provided the character of those
districts is not' v:Ls:.bly changed. “Since C-1 districts allow multifamily

dwell:mgs by r;Lght ‘there 'is no problem with conversion of buildings

L th.ch g:.ve the appearance of nmlt:.—fam:.ly structures. -

S The alterat:.on of footnote 15, which is a footnote to the category and

~not to the individual district requirements, does not allow multifamily
} ‘iconvers:x.on in A dlstrlcts. Any ‘confusion, however, could be cleared up
by addz.ng a phrase "where perm:.tt " in the footnote as follows:

; ;15.~_Provzl.ded that,. vhere ~pem1tted in a Residence A and B district, the
S exterior design of the structure is not significantly changed.



Amendment 5 - Va.rlable Setback Plane.

ﬁ';,The amendment would change the la.nguage in Section 5.244 (3) (from "required"
. to "provided") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not
" introduce ‘a new, more lenient prov:.s:.on. This valuable provision is
‘intended to allow some variation in the surface of buildings, which if
- prohibited, would result in square, unvaried structures much less
" interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,
‘nor does it work to achieve, bu:leJ.ngs of greater bulk than would.
otherw:Lse be perm1tted.v

':';‘;The amendment does ‘not change the existing regulatlon.

Amendment 6 - Varyn.ng the MJ.nJ.rmm Lot Size in PUD Districts.

R 'I'he Comm:tm.ty Development Department does not claim that the minimum lot
.. size for PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually
. says. The Planning Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,

) ‘that Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-
- vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum
- lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Boa.rd

) that the :Lntent of the District has been met.

. This anendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
'mJ.nlstratJ.ve practloe. :

R 'I'he prov1s:.on makes sensible reoogm.tmn of the fact that the minimum
S requlrements are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that scme-
.+ ~variation is acceptable prov1ded the overall intent of the PUD provision
. is advanced. - Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
7 ,_'pomt, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
“provision and the proposed clarification assumes that the discretion
w:.ll be exerc:l.sed msely. :

Mr. LaTrennullle s arguments are bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane
to thls spec:.flc amendment. :




_—f»._l’:ovisiom wou.u ::ender a.ll pa:r:king 1n the city non-conforming unless it has
" been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his been
- left vacant if the assignee did not use it and &id not permit its use to some

S ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,' The
~-zoning oxdinance defines a lot as ™A parcel of land , ., ., developed or built

S 1984 "'I‘echm.ca.l Amendments" to the Zoning Ordinance
o . Summaz:y Analysis

' The .CDD 'sa.’ys that it fhought minimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.

‘benefits were 1 acre throughout the city. The CDD summary says that. that is

‘what they are asking for now, The PUD requirements are quite clear. These:are

E ~ the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public
- serutiny and hearings. Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending

. on the PUD,' The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the ozdi- .

. nance overrode® the clear requirements of the various FUD's., They were wrong.'.
" .. They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to .57
a.cres (5 house lots) in most pa::ts of the ci.ty;‘ 0 acres in one B. Cambridge PUD.

FR 'rhe CDD wi.shes to make supporting documentation: requirements’for FUD submittadls

| . a'hatter for private-negotiation;in place- of the present publicly esta.bli.shed
= and mblicly a.vaila.ble requirements.

. one elss,! In the normal situation in multi=family structures parking is assigned
- by need, - Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed
by a specula.tor developer should he wish to construct townhouses or latrger on them,

S '.l.'he thinks tha:l'. the described. yard requirements "do not work" gince théy Tdmit:
. ‘construction on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,.

Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much developments
" the C=3, 023, C-2 and O=2 districts,’ The yard requirements protect small tuildings

: " on small lots im these districts,many of them im and around Harvard Square,' The
' because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave §“lawge ‘amount. of

o ::'fi. space between the building and its lot lines, A developer must buy a number of
. =mall lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small buildings on those
'~ lots, In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pure

~ chase of six lots to tuild to the maximum FAR because of yard requirements.

R Provisiom would allow conversion of houses to g:r:ea.ter than two families, subject

' to design criteria,. in Residence A districts., Applies design criteria to conver=

. : sions imaes. A and. Res. B.. ‘out not to C=1, Why not C=1? Why upzone Res., A?

o kovisiom has the zoning o:.dinance fomlly approve one aspect of the townhouse

" upon as a unit", This would appear to mean ons principle btuilding, i.e. one

o “unit, per lot,' Nevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit

 more than one principle tuilding per lot, Townhouses, as a result, are built
in more than .one structure per lot, £illing up the lot, and overloading our
,1ghborhood.s The QDD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which
ould prohitit more than one: principle structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the
: ;;.city to be rendered meaningless by mxltiple prinoi.ple structures. -

'~,-'-___;""_1,Provi.sion changes present yard nquirenents language in C-1, O=1, BA amd BA=1
_districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the

ordinance and the body of the: ordinance:in. the fine print,.' ' Switch creates
" slightly more- confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive requ:.re-
E -'nents ima fu‘bure "technica.l amendment" ‘because that language Would "Jjust" be

o _ 5; - Robert J, la Trénouille, 348 Franklin Street, Cambridge 02139
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Fay -ya:.d requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest buildings
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Sl SR R S S , 8 Franklin Street :
o %ﬁ G0 o owo. .+ Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

g Editor : ' N
"~ Camb rldge Chronicle

5 The residents of Cambrldge s best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dis=-
tricts, should be ‘aware: of ,- and fighting agaznst, a major zoning change which could
pass the City Counc11 in the next few days. '

. Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
- family. _The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
- on large lots to apartment houses, on cond1t1on that the exteriors not be modified,

o The arvument of the principle supporter 1s that large buildings are being con=
o verted to apartment houses already, This person states that additions are being put
" on existing bulldlnps and: that subdivision follows, The propoment claims that the

, change would, at least protect the out51de of the btuildings.

: CIf large bulldings in- "Bes.A" dlstrlcts are being converted to more than 2 family
) houses, those conversions are illegal. If the city's zoning administrater is allowing

-~ such conver51ons, thereV&dmlnlstratlve and judicial ways to enforce the existing

o ordinance.v PR e : .

T | Shoula normaI remed1es faal, the ordlnance should be modified to restrict
R —— ‘to the presently intended 2 family limit. The zoning ordinance should not
;;;be modifled to allow apartment conversi on.v ; ' i
B The proposal is item 4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
*;damendments o These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city. I
-?;thought the apartment conversion provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote,

It came as a shock, on May 15, when.I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly

:::Zzig allowed and is 1ntended ‘Soméone ‘has been giving out bad zoning advice'

‘Robert J. La Tremouille




 Amend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection

,;314 31 (h). by adding the following footnotes 2 and

._;‘with the £ollowing new footnote 2;

0.s. 1g3-A 3%*?_-

.d'h Exiating dwelling converted for more ,
than two families. 15, 16. . no no yes

':fAmend Section 4.40, Footnotes to Table of Use
-ZRegulatione, as follows:

'd;a. Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it
.

: 3'2.,Provided that the dwelling was constructed

~ prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantially
- enlarged since that date. The addition in the

L ~aggregate of two. hundred and £ifty square feet

o &or more of gross floor area ehall be considered

a aubstantial enlargement. 0 .

:,Change footnote 15 to read as follows;

u;d'ls.‘Provided that in a Residence A and B
~+  district the exterior design of the structure
'.,jie not eignificantly changed.

‘oi“Note:.gThis~amendment would restrict the conversion
i - of existing dwellings in Residence A and
-+ B districts to more units than normally
. permited in these districts to only those
dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
.~ This restriction is to ensure that the
- .conversion is tied to the larger older homes
'+ and thusieliminating the possibility of
- ~any recently constructed dwellings being
- --.. converted in attempts to negate the intent
.~ _.of the single and two family districts.
. In addition, this amendment would apply the
 ‘condition: that the exterior design of the :
- structure is not changed when an existing
. dwelling is being converted for more than two
- families in a Residence B district as it now
* . .applies in the Residence A district when single
... family residences ‘are converted to two family
%residences. S




CITY ‘OF CAM BRIDGE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
_ v'.r,.'Clty Hall Ann_ox ~ lnman & Broadway

"Cambrldge CJ.ty Counczl.l _
: ':I.ester Barber, La.nd Use and Zom.ng Date June 6, 1984

Clar:.flcatlon of Issues Ra:.sed by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
ST ‘Regard:l.ng the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
S -‘,Prppos_ed,by,the Plannmg Board. .

: -'Amendn‘ent 1 - Yard Requ:.rements for C—l 0-1, BA and BA-1 Districts

'I‘he amendment makes no change in the yard requlrements for those districts.
It does make clear to the average Canbridge citizen, however, what the
- actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the current wording of the
. .ordinance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
- specifically, know that the yard formulas as now displayed in the Tables ¢
S gdo not reflect the actual setbacks pemu.tted

Amendment 2 - MultJ.ple Structures in A-l and A-2 Districts

'{V'Ihere is absolutely noth:.Lng in the zom.ng ordinance now which proh.]b:l.ts
multiple bulld:mgs on-a lot in the:A districts or any other district.

- . Section 5.13 in fact makes specific allowance for such mult::.ple buildings.

"~ . The proposed change in Aldlstra.cts would prohibit what is now permitted:

'Dmendment 3 - Subnu.ttal Reqm.rements for PUD's.

The amendment would make it easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
- “ly change submittal requirements without going through the zone change
: process. - The appl:.cat:l.on forms are always publicly available:

,.;15;:;-:_:},' mdment 4 - ConverSJ_Ol'l Reqturements in A and B Districts.

y A and B dlstr:.cts are mtended to be single family and two family
~districts. respecta.vely. Conversion to two family use in A districts and
mult:l.famlly use in'B dlstrlcts is'allowed provided the character of those
districts is not visibly changed. ~-Since C-1 districts allow multifamily
dwell:.ngs by rJ.ght ‘there is no problem with conversion of buildings '

wh:Lch J.ve the appearance of nmlt:.—fam:.ly structures.

) "~The alteratlon of footnote 15, wh:Lch is a footnote to the category and
not ‘to the- individual district requirements, does not allow multifamily
convers:.on in A districts. Any confus:.on, however, could be cleared up
by adda.ng a phrase "where permlt "in the footnote as follows:

'.15 Prov1ded that, where pemu.tted in a Residence A and B district, the
exter:n.or des:.gn of the structure is not 51gn1f1cantly changed.




Amendment 5 - Varlable Setback Plane '

f};The amendn‘ent would change the language in Section 5.244 (3) (from "requir
© to "provided") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not
“introduce a new, more lenient prov:Lsz.on. This valuable provision is
.. intended, to allow some variation in the surface of buildings, which if
proh:Lblted, would result in square, unvaried structures much less
. -interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,

" nor does it work to ach:.eve, bulldlngs of greater bulk than would :

otherw:.se be perm:.tted .

'I'he amendment does not change the ex1$t1ng regulation.

Amendment 6 - Varylng the M:u:umum Lot Slze .in PUD Districts.

The Ccmme.ty Development Depar!:ment does not claim that the minimm lot
' ";f;_s:Lze for: PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually
~ says.’ ‘The Planning Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,
- that Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-
,v:.s:.on is. clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum
lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
R that the mtent of the DJ.strJ.ct has been met.

. g“"I‘h:Ls anendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
‘Aiv‘_‘mlm.stratlve pract:.ce. L

= © = The prov::.s:.on makes sensible. recogm.t:.on of the. fact that the minimum
R P A-'reun.rements are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that same
Tre .j;.varzl.atlon is acceptable prov:.ded the overall intent of the PUD provision
- is advanced. Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
: pomt, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
. provision and the proposed clarification assumes that the discretion
C will be. exerc;Lsed szsely.~ -

Mr: LaTretmuJ.lle s arguments are bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane
to th.'LS spec1f1c amendment. '
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1984 "Techmoa.l Amendments" to the Zoning Ordinance
: Summaxy Analysis

N T l_'l‘he GDD sa.ys that it thought minimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.

. _benefits were 1 acre throughout the city. The CDD summary says that. that is
 what they are asking for now, The PUD requirements are quite clear. These: are
. the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public
- scrutiny and hearings. Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending

.. on the PUD,' The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the ord.i- '
..’ nance overrode the clear requirements of the various PUD's,” They were wrong.'.

. They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to 57

: ,:f acres. (5 house lots) in most parts of the cityy O acres in one E. Camtridge FUD.

R The GDD wishes to ma.ke supportixg documentation: requirements’ for FUD submittdls
- - a-matter for private-negotiation, in place of the present publicly esta.‘olished
a.nd publicly a.vaila.ble requirements.’

,j;f~P.r.'ovisiom would ::enier a.ll parking in the city non-conforming unless it has .
.~ been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his been
- left vacant if the assignee did not use it and did not permit its use to some
. . “ons elsas,! In the normal situation in multi=-family structures parking is assigned
~ = " by need, Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed

e by a speculator/d.eveloper should he wish to construct townhouses or larger on then,

-5 The coD thinks that the desm:i‘bed yaxrd requi.rements "do not work" gince they Hmit-
7. constructiom on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,'
- Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much developments
" " the Ca3, 083, Ce2 and O=2 districts, The yard requirements protect small tuildings
" on small lots im these distrlcts,..ma.ny of them im and around Harvard Square,' The

. because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave 4 latge’amount. of
.-, space between the building and its lot lines., A developer must btuy a number of
. small lots befores it is worth his while to destroy the small buildings on those
"~ lots, In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pur=
cha.se of s'lx lots to. buﬂd ‘to the maximum FAR because of yaxd requirements.,'

3 l& ?rovisiom would allow conversion of houses to greater than two families, subject
~ .~ to design criteria,. in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver-
e sions 1mRes. A and Res.. B.. 'hut not to 0-1. Why not C~1? Why upzone Res, A?

2 Prcvisiom lm.s the zoning o:dinance fomlly approve one a.spect of the townhouse
. . ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,' The
.. zoning ordinance. defines a lot as A parcel of land , , , developed or built

= _upon as a unit", This would appear to mean one principle tuilding, i.e. one
- unity per lot,’ Nevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit

more than one principle. tuilding per lot. Townhouses, as a result, are tuilt

‘more than one structure per: ‘lot), £illing up the lot, and overloading our

ighborhoods,! ' The CDD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which

would prohibit more ‘than one- principle structure per lot in: the city's most

‘restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the

'c:lty to be rendered meani.n.gless by multiple pu:inci.ple structures.

Pravision changes present ya:d req_uirenents la.nguage in C-1, O=1, BA a.ni BA=l
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the
ordinance and ‘the body of the ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates
slightly more -confusiom and makes it eas:!.er to kill the more restrictive requ:.re-
" ‘'ments im a future "technica.l amendment" because that language would "Jjust" be

S i petat.

R‘?bve".‘;".f:_ La Trémouille, 8 Franklin Street, Camtridge 02139

i yard requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest buildings : ;
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348 Franklin Street
* Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

 mitter |
Camb ridge Chronicle

L The residents of Cambridge s best neighborhoods, the'"Residence A" zoning dis=
c tricts, should be aware of, and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
e pass the City Counc11 in the next few days. v

Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
L family. The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
. on’ large lots to apartment houses, on condition that the exteriors not be modified

et _The arcument of the principle supporter is that large buildings are being con-

fae verted to apartment houses already. This person states that additions are being put
" on existinp buildings and that subdivision follows., The propoment claims that the
:Achange would, at least, protect the out31de of the buildingse.

_If large‘bulldings in,“Res.A" districts are being converted to more than 2 family
N houses, those conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrater is allowing
~-such convers1ons, thereVadministrative and JudICIal ways to enforce the ex1st1ng
5 ordinance. ' ane - .

Should normal remedles fail, the ordinance should be modifled to restrict
=x to the presently intended 2 family limrt- The zoning ordinance should not
odified to allow apartment conversi on,

= " The proposal is item &4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
(}amendments . These changes.have never been meaningfully advertised by the city., I
- thought the apartment conversion provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote,
- It came as a shock, on May 15, when I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
‘:‘::zzzg allowed and - 1s intended, Soméone has been giving out bad zoning advice,!

~Robert J. La Tremouille




:ffAmend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection
4031 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and

AR S o.s. 1g3-A _Bgs
- "h. Existing dwelling converted for more ' 4
' : than two fam111e3.~ 15, 16. . no no yes
'tjAmend Section 4 40, Footnotes to Table of Use . -

'tx,Regulatione, as follows;

'-fa.»Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace 1t

‘”if[{ibnwith the following new footnote 2; .

e f“2. P:ovided that the dwelling was constructed
. . prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantially
~ ‘enlarged since that date. The addition in the
~aggregate of two hundred and £ifty. square feet
._.or more of gross floor area shall be considered
‘*“ua‘subatantial“enlargement." 0 .

-

U5Change footnote 15 to read as follows; o

.*"15. Provided that in a Residence A and B
- district the exterior design of the structure
-1e‘not»eign1£1cant1y changed.”

. “Notes - This amendment wouLd restrict the conversion
7 of existing dweliings in Residence A and
. . B districts to more units than normally
v . . . -+ permited in these districts to only those
’ S . . dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
- This restriction is to ensure that the
. conversion is tied to the larger older homes
*  and thus eliminating the possibility of |
. any recently constructed dwellings being A :
- - converted in attempts to negate the intent
~ of the single and two family districts.
In addition, this amendment would apply the
- condition that the exterior design of the
.o gtructure 1is not changed when an existing
.t 00 7 dwelling is being converted for more than two
Coe . families in a Residence B district as it now |
*  applies in the Residence A district when single ;
- family residences are converted to two family
eaidences. v




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
SR COMMUNITY ;D.EVELOPME_NT DEPARTMENT
» g __.'-.,'Ci‘ty l-.‘-la,lllAnnex _ laman & Broadway

P Cambr:.dge City‘,CQiJncil /
" Lester Barber, Land Use and Zoning Date June 6, 1984

" Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
Propdsed‘-by.;j:he_'jPlarming‘ Board - :

jeet ~ Clarification of Issues Raised by Mr. Robert LaTremouille

Amendment 1- Yard Reqturements for c-1, 0-1, BA and BA-1 Districts

specifically, know that the yard formulas as now displayed in the Tables
. do not reflect the actual setbacks permitted. ' ’

* Emendment 2 - Multiple Structures in A-1 and A-2 Districts

_* There is absolutely nothing in the zoning ordinance now which prohibits
- multiple buildings on a lot in the A districts or any other district.

- . Section 5.13 in fact makes: specific allowance for such multiple buildings.
. The proposed ge in A districts would prohibit what is now permitted:

knendmentB - Sﬁbtﬁ.ttalRequifanents_fbr.PUD's.

I The amendment would make it easier for the Planning Board to administrative-
©. . ly change submittal requirements without going through the zone change
.+, process. The application forms are al lys publicly available:

g An\éndmént"tl._? ‘Conversion Requirements in A and B Districts.

A and B districts are intended to be single family and two family
districts respectively.. Conversion to two family use in A districts and
nult:l.fanu.lyuselan:.strJ.cts:Ls allowed provided the character of those
districts is not visibly changed. Since C-1 districts allow multifamily

dwellings by right there is 1o problem with conversion of buildings
which give the appearance of multi-family structures.

- The ‘alteration:of footnote 15, which is a- footnote to the category and
. .not to the individual district requirements r does not allow multifamily
. conversion in A districts. . Any confusion, however, could be cleared up
- -by adding a phrase "where permitted" in the footnote as follows:

15. Provided that, where permitted in a Residence A and B district, the
o 'exte,r:‘i.o_r .designpf the structure is not significantly changed.




':» Amendment 5 - Var:Lable Setback Plane

The amendment would change the language in Section 5.244 (3) (from "required"
“to "provided") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not

" introduce' a new, more lenient prov:.s:.on. This valuable provision is
- intended to allow same variation in the surface of buildings, which if

‘prohibited, would result in square, unvaried structures much less

o _, :J.nterestn.ng and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,
.nor does it work to achJ.eve, bulldmgs of greater bulk than would :

’.otherwn.se be pernu.tted

o The amendment does not change the existing regulation.

: Amendment 6 - Va.rylngthe Minirrrum Lot Size in PUD Districts.

g g:'I'he Ccmmun:l.ty Development Department does not claim that the minimm lot
o size for PUD's is one-acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually

.7 'says. The Planning Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,

~ that Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-

-~ vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum
lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
. that the 1ntent of the District has been met.

- VTThlS anendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
: rtum.strat:.ve practlce. ' v

The pr0v151on makes sens:l.ble recognition of the fact that the minimum
e ,requ:x.rements are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that same
o variation is acceptable pmv1ded the overall intent of the PUD provision
-is advanced. Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this

po:.nt, as it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
- provision and the proposed clarification assumes that the dJ.scret:Lon
. X will be exerc:Lsed w:.sely.

o Mr.. LaTrerroullle s arguments are bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane
‘ to thJ.s spec1f1c amendment.




%o design criteria,, in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver=
o si.ons i.maes. A and Res. B,. but not to C-1, Why not C~1? Why upzone Res, A?

Provisiom ha.s the zoning oxdina.nce fomlly approve one a.spect of the townhouse
- ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,! The
' zoning ordinance defines a lot as “A parcel of land , , , developed or built
' upon as a unit", This would appear to mean ones principle building, i.e., one
- unit, per lot," RNevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit

. - 1984 "Techm.ca.l Amendments“ to the Zoning Ordinance
_ , Summa.ry Analysis

'l'he cnn says tha.t 1t thought minimun developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D. -
LR benefi.ts were 1 acre throughout the city. The CDD summary says that. that is

what they are asking for now, - The PUD requirements are quite clear. These:are
the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public

" scrutiny and hearings. Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending
"~ on the PUD, The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the oz'd.i- _
- nance overrode® the clear requirements of the various FUD's,, They were wrong.'.

They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to .57

acres (5 house lots) in nost parts of the cityg' O acres in one E. Cambridge FUD.

'l'he CDD wishes to make supporting .doctmenta:hion requirements’'for FUD submittdls
. a'matter for private: ‘negotiation; in place of the present publicly esta.blished

and pu‘nlicly a.va:l.la.ble mquirements. ‘

':'P:avisiom would :ender a.ll parking in the city non-conforming unless it has

"' been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it his been
- left vacant if the assignee did not use it and did not permit its use to some

- one else,! In the normal situation in multi=family structures parking is assigned

© by need, - Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be destroyed
by a spaculator/developer should he wish to construct townhouses.or larger on them.

_,'l'he thinks that the desc:iud ya.rd requirements "o not work" since they Mmit
o constructiom on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,'
‘- . Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much develomments
- the G=3, 053, C-2 and O=2 districts, The yard requirements protect small tuildings
. " on small lots im these districts,many of them im and around Harvard Square.' The :
C o yaxd requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest tuildings ;
. becauss of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave §“latge 'adotnt. of

‘'space between the building and its lot lines, A developer must tuy a number of

- small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small btuildings on those
.. lots, In eastern Harvard Square there is an area which would require the pur=
.. chase of six lots to tuild to the maximum FAR because of .yard requirements,'

Erovisiom wonld allow conversi.on of houses to greater than two families, subject

more than one principle tuilding per lot. Townhouses, as a result, are tuilt
in more than. one structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our
neighborhooda "The COD wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance which
would prohibit more than one: principle structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the -
eity to ‘be. randered meani.ngless by nultiple principle structures,

;;'_?:ovision cha.nges present ya.:d requirenents la.nguage in C=1, O=1, BA a.rﬁ. BA=1
~districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the

ordinance and the body of the ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates

< slightly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive requ:.re-
-'nents ima fu'mre "technica.l amendment" ‘beca.uae that language Would "just"

Robert J. Ia Trémouille, 348 Franklin Street, Cambridge 02139
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‘348 Franklin Street
-Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
May 17, 1984

Editor :
;Camb r1dge Chronicle

B The residents of Gambrldge s best neighborhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dis-
tricts, should be aware of, and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
pass the City Counc11 in the next few days,

Several years ago, these districts were changed from one family zoning to two
family. The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
on large lots to apartment houses, on condit1on that the exteriors not be modified.

.. The arvument of the principle supporter is that large buildings are belng con=
verted to a;artment houses already.,  This person states that additions are being put

X on’ existinp buildings and that subdivision follows. The propoment claims that the

change would, at 1east protect the outside of the buildings.

' If large bu11dings 1n "Bes.A" districts are being converted to more than 2 family

4 houses, those conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrator is allowing
such conver51ons, thereVadminlstrat1ve and JudlCIal ways to enforce the existing
ordinance. e el . -

l_ Should normal remedles fall, the ordanance should be modified to restrict
E§== to the presently intended 2 family 1imit." The zoning ordinance should not
modifled to allow apartment conversi on.

~The proposal is item 4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
amendments . These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city, I
thought the apartment ‘conversion provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote.
It came as a shock, on May 15, when I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
- :::Z:;ﬁ allowed and is 1ntended ‘Soméone ‘has been giving out bad zoning advice.,'

'Robert J. La Tremouille
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“:=;Aménd Section 4. 30, Residential Uses, subsection

ek ) 15 y

"°’=g;'h Existing dwelling converted for more

.4, 31 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and
5 | » 0.s. RXg3-A RS

than two families. 15, 16. : no no yes

,”'Amend Section 4.40, Pootnotes to Table of Use
..Regulations, as follows;

o a. Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it
’4with the following new footnote 2; o
i '“2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed
. prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantially
-7 enlarged since that date. The addition in the
. aggregate of two hundred and fifty square feet
- .or more of gross floor area shall be considered
oal substantial enlargement. . .

"otChange footnote 15 to ‘read as follows;

.g'lS.-Provided that in a Residence A and B
‘digtrict the exterior design of the structure
-is.not significantly‘changed.”

-w.;Note:A;This amendment would restrict the conversion
" of existing dwellings in Residence A and
~ ... B districts to more units then normally
- permited in these districts to only those
. dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
This restriction is to ensure that the
-~ conversion is tied to the larger older homes
- and thus eliminating the possibility of
: . any recently constructed dwellings being
. - converted in attempts to negate the intent
-~ of the single and two family districts.
. In addition, this amendment would apply the
. condition that the exterior design of the :
structure-is not changed when an existing
" "dwelling is being converted for more than two
‘families in a Residence B district as it now
applies in the Residence A district when single
. family residences are converted to two family
iresidences.




CITY 'OF CAMBRIDGE

o COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
’ Clty Hall Annex - lnmun&-Broadway ,

4 f.'ro’, fi.‘; "FvCambr::.dge CJ.ty Counc:Ll

‘From iLester Barber, Land Use and Zoning Date June 6, 1984

L Sub]ect - Clar:.flcatlon of Issues Ra:l.sed‘ by Mr. Robert LaTremouille
ShacinTes i Regarding the Technical Amendments to the Zomng Ordinance
S Proposed by the Planm.ng Board

e Amendment 1 - Yard Requlrements for C-l, O—l 'BA and BA-1 Districts

S “I‘he amendment makes no change in the yard reqm.rements for those districts.
- ~'It does make clear to the average Cambridge citizen; however, what the
~actual setbacks are for those districts. Under the current wording of the
.ordinance only those very familiar with the ordinance, and Section 5.244
- -specifically, know that the yard formulas as now dlsplayed in the Tables -
- do not reflect the actual setbacks perm:.tted

Lo Amendment 2 - Mult:l.ple Structures J.n A-1 and A—2 Districts

T There is- absolutely noth.mg in the zom.ng ordinance now which proh::b:.ts
:nmlt;ple buildings on a lot in the A districts or any other district.
'+ Section 5.13 in fact makes specific allowance for such multiple buildings.
- The proposed change in A.districts would prohibit what is now permitted:

Amendment 3 - Subnlttal Req«uranents for PUD's.

The’ amemilment would make it easier for the Planm.ng Board to administrative-
R 1y change subtnlttal_requlranents without going through the zone change
i prOCess," The ‘a‘pplicationk forms are always publicly available:

_Amendment 4 - Conver51on Requ:.ren‘ents in A and B Districts.

A and B dlstrlcts are :Lntended to be s:mgle family and two family

- districts respectlvely. - Conversion to two family use in A districts and
_-multlfamlly use in B districts is allowed provided the character of those

.. districts is ‘not v:.s:.bly changed. ' Since C-1 districts allow multifamily

o dwell:mgs by right there is no problem with conversion of buildings

: _th.ch g:l.ve the appearance of nmltl-famlly structures.

. The alteratlon of footnote 15, th.ch is a footnote to the category and
- “‘not to.the. :LndJ.V:Ldual dlStrJ.Ct requlrements, ‘does not allow multifamily

ifconverszl.on in A districts. Any confus:.on, however, could be cleared up
._:{by addmg a phrase "where perm:Lt " in the footnote as follows:

\ R P 15.- Provided that, vhere perm:l.tted in a Residence A and B district, the
o . exterior design of the structure is not significantly changed.



Amendrrent 5 - Var:.able Setback Plane

S The an‘endment would change the la.nguage in Section 5.244 (3) (fram "required"
. to "provided") to reflect existing administrative practice and would not
- introduce a new, more lenient prov:.s:.on. This valuable provision is
~ intended to allow some variation in the surface of buildings, which if
prohibited, would result in square, unvaried structures much less

interesting and neighborly. The provision is not intended to allow,

- nor does it work to achieve, bu:.ldn.ngs of greater bulk than would :
: _other.w::.se be penm.tted. o

_ fThe amendment does not change the ex1$t1ng regulation.

Amendme.ntG :- Va.rylng ‘the Minimum Lot Size in PUD Districts.

Lo The Canmum.ty Development Departlrent does not claim that the minimum lot
_f‘;»*s:.ze for PUD's is one acre, although that is what Section 12.52 actually
., says. The Planning Board and the City Solicitor have agreed, however,
* that Section 12.52 is appropriately interpreted to allow what the pro-

vision is clearly intended to allow: PUD applications that have minimum

- ~lot sizes less than that required, upon a finding by the Planning Board
' thatthe intent of the District has been met.

'I‘h.1.s amendment would make no change in current, and legitimate, ad-
- :num.stratlve practlce. :

R .'I'he prcv:.s:.on makes sens:.ble reccgmtlon of the. fact that the minimum
_requn_renents are, within a reasonable range, arbitrary and that some
~ . variation is acceptable provided the overall intent of the PUD provision
. - is advanced. Discretion is clearly vested in the Planning Board on this
S po:.nt, as. it is in much of the deliberations under PUD's. The existing
" " provision and the proposed clarlflcatlon assumes that the discretion
. fw:|.11 be exerc:Lsed wz.sely.

5 Mr. LaTremoullle s arguments are bas:.cally with the PUD concept and not germane

to th:Ls spec:l.flc amendment.




1984 "‘I‘echnlcal Amend.ments" to the Zoning Ordinance
. Summa.ry Analysis

- The CDD says that it thought minimum developer holdings to qualify for P.U.D.
' _benefits were 1 acre throughout the ecity, The CDD summary says that. that is
what they are asking for now, The PUD requirements are quite clear. These:are
‘the requirements which were approved by the council and subjected to public
- scrutiny and hearings., Necessary holdings range from 1 to 20 acres depending
" on the PUD,’ The CDD thought that the fine print in a separate part of the o:r.di- .
nance overrode' the clear requirements of the various PUD's, They were wrong.'.
" They are now asking the city council to reduce these minimum holdings to 57
~ acres (5 house lots) in most parts of the cityg O acTes in one E. Cambridge FUD.

3 The GDD wishes to make supporting documentation: requirements’for FUD submittdls
" a-hatter for: ‘private-negotiation; in place of the present publicly esta.blished
“and pnblicly a.vaila.ble requirements.

P.r:ovisiom wou.m ronder all parking in the oi.ty non-oonforming unless it has

" been assigned to a particular apartment /condo/single family home, and it:his. been
© - left vacant if the assignee did not use it and did not permit its use to some

. one else,! In the normal situation in multi=family structures parking is assigned
by need, Such parking spaces would be non=conforming and could be degtroyed

- by a speculator/devoloper should. he wish to construct townhouses or larger on them.,
The thinks that the doscri.‘bed. yard requirements "do not work" gince they Hmit

L constructiom on particular lots to less than the absolute maximum FAR limits,.

Change would particularly affect parts of the city zoned for too much developments

.. the Ce3, 053, C-2 and O=2 districts, The yard requirements protect small tuildings

“ " ‘on small lots im thess distriots,,ma.nyoithem in and around Harvard Square,' The
- yard requirements prohibit development on the smallest lots by the largest btuildings :

" because of a wording that requires the largest buildings to leave §'latge ‘amount. of

.space between the tuilding and its lot lines, A developer must buy a number of

e ‘small lots before it is worth his while to destroy the small btuildings on those
- lots. In eastern Harvard Square thers is an area which would require the pure

‘chase of si.x lots to: ’tuild. to the na:d.mn FAR because of ya:.d requirements.,'
Provisiom would allow oonversion of houses to greater than two families, subject

%o design criteria,, in Residence A districts, Applies design criteria to conver=
L si.ons mnes. A and. Res. B,. 'tut not to C=1, Why not C=1? Why upzone Res, A?

. Provisiom has the zouing ordinance formally approve cne asP”t of ‘the towmhouse

 ordinance which was not described to the city council or to the public,' The
' zoning oxdinance defines a lot as "A parcel of land ., . . developed or built
‘upon as.a unit", This would appear to mean one principle building, i.e. one

o unit, per lot.' Nevertheless, the ordinance has been interpreted to permit

- more than one principle tuilding per lot. Townhouses, as a result, are built
Ain more than one structure per lot, filling up the lot, and overloading our.
neighborhoods. '.I.‘he CID wants a provision:added to the zoning ordinance whioh
would prohibit more ‘than one rrinciple structure per lot in: the city's most
restrictive zoning districts, This clearly allows lots everywhere else in the
_city to be raxr.lored moaningless by mltiple principle structum. -

3 Provision otanges prosont yard mqnironents language in C-1, O=1, BA arﬁ. m—l
districts (excluding townhouses) by putting the fine print in the body of the
ordinanoo ‘and. the body of the ordinance in the fine print.' ' Switch creates :
slightly more confusiom and makes it easier to kill the more restrictive req_u:.re-
“‘ments im. a fu‘b.\re "‘beohnioa.l ameniment" because that language would "Jjust" be

RobertJ. La. Trémouillo, 348 Franklin Street, Camtridge 02139
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R S SR S May 17, 1984

Bditor
~.Camb ridge Chronicle

L rThé résidenté of Cambridge'é‘bestnneighbbrhoods, the "Residence A" zoning dise
~tricts, should be aware of, and fighting against, a major zoning change which could
pass the City Council in the next few days, '

i;f ¢uSéveréifyears ago}théSé diétr1ctsfwere changed from one family zoning to two
~family, ‘The latest change proposal would legallize conversion of large buildings
.on largg»lots to apartment houses, on condition that the exteriors not be modified,

' - The argument of the principle supporter is that large buildings are being con= -
verted to apartment houses already. This person states that additions are being put
-on existing buildings and that subdivision follows, The propoment claims that the
change would,, at least, protect the outside of the buildings.

ti*:TfIfjla:gé”buildingSQin “Res,A" districts are being converted to more than 2 family
houses,. those conversions are illegal, If the city's zoning administrater is allowing
- such conversions, therevadministrative and judicial ways to enforce the existing

" Should normal remedies Fail, the ordinance should be modified to restrict,
=» to the presently intended 2 family limit. The zoning ordinance should not
DF=modified to allow apartment conversi on,

- The proposal is item 4 in a package of major zoning changes entitled "technical
amendments", These changes have never been meaningfully advertised by the city, I
thought the apartment conversion provision was simply bad drafting of one footnote,

It came as a shock, on May 15, when.I was informed that apartment conversion is exactly
- :szzﬁuallqwed”andtis.intehded,"Soméone‘has been giving out bad zoning advice,!

'Rdﬁéft'J} La Tremouille

e ayre ————



'tﬂ,;[Amend Section 4.30, Residential Uses, subsection
C 4,31 (h), by adding the following footnotes 2 and

e 0.s. Bg3-A Rgs

"::f“hi ;BXisting:dwelling converted for more . .
B ~~than two familiesu 15, 16. . no no ye

R Amend Section 4. 40, Pootnotes to Table of Use
Regulations, as follows;

‘ae Delete the existing footnote 2 and replace it
with the following new footnote 2; .
e ffi'z. Provided that the dwelling was constructed-
" prior to June 1, 1940,.and has not been substantialiy
- ‘enlarged since that date. The addition in the
~ aggregate of two hundred and fifty' square feet
- or.more of gross floor area shall be considered
an subatantial enlargement. 0 .

’<cnange.footnoteﬁ15 to read as follows;

§“'15.‘Provided'that'in a Residence A and B
- ~district the exterior design of the structure
‘;mzigﬂnotieignificantly changed.”

¥w~Note:g;Thia amendment would restrict the conversion
-~ of existing dwellings in Residence A and
o R N T S districts to more units than normally
o+ o2 permited in these districts to only those
‘ e -~ dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
- This restriction is to ensure that the
.. conversion is tied to the larger older homes
-~ and thus eliminating the possibility of
N . ‘any recently constructed dwellings being .
.- . converted in attempts to negate the intent
.- of the single and two family districts.
oo Ind addition, this amendment would apply the
© condition that the exterior design of the :
structure is not changed when an existing
"dwelling is being converted for more than two
- families in a Residence B district as it now
- - applies in the Residence A district when single
- family residences are converted to two family -
"dresidences.‘a” L »




'In the Year' One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to . an ordinance entltled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
Clty of Cambrldge . i

Be it ordamed by {the Coty Councnl of the City of Ccmbndge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanylng ordxnance passed to be ordained Sep&ember 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambrxdge is hereby
amended as follows:

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:

11 15

Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development_controls.apply to the parcel of
land upon. which a townhouse development is constructed

and are not &pplickbleweo subdxvided’lats;y The townhouse
development paicel/as a whole must conform to these con-
trols. But ohce satisfied for the total pakcel, the
controls are waived: for any subsequent subdivision of lots.
The required mitiimum lot size for a townhouse development

~and the required m&niﬂhm lot area for each dwelling unit

in a townhouse devélopment shall conform to the existing
regulations for the district in which the townhouse-
development is constructed.

ANY CHANGE IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY

TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-
' ICH. WAS

Note: This provision makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
-sidered within the context of the total development.



.~ Passed -to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question
comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ordained by the Cil:y Council of the City of Cumbn’dge as follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained Sepﬁember 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambrldge is hereby

amended as follows:

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:
11.15 Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development_controls.apply to the parcel of
land upon. which a townhouse development is constructed
and, are not applic hbié“to subdivided.16ts;, The townhouse
development aveel as” 'a ‘whole must conform’ ‘to these con-
trols. But ofce satisfied for the total parcel, the
controls are waived for any subsequent subdivision of lots.
The reguired: ﬁiaiuum lot size for a townhouse development
and the required minimum lot area for each dwelling unit
in a townhouse development shall conform to the existing
" reqgulations for the district in which the townhouse:
development is constructed.

| ANY CHANGE IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-
AS- QUENT TO SUCH

(+ ANY CHANGES IN THE DI
TOWNKGUSE OF A

Note: This provision makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



.- Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question
comes on passing to be ordained. :

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



AN ORDINANCE

| “dn amendmenf to. a& ordinance entltled "The Zoning Ordinances of the
- City of Cambrldge .

,1”5

Be :t ordamed by the Ctty Councrl of the City of Cambridge as follows:
! P iz' "'1 : ‘

“The Zone Map accompanylng.ordlnance passed to be ordained Sepﬁember 26,

1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge"” is hereby

) amended as fqllows'

'.Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:
11§}S- Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

‘The following; development_controls«apply to the parcel of
land upon. which!a }townhouse development is constructed
and are not applic ble“to subdivided. 1ots: . The townhouse
development: pa&célias”a 'whole must conform to these con-
trols. But once gatisfzed for the total parcel, the
controls are: waived for any subsequent subdivision of lots.
The reguired: minimum lot size for a townhouse development
and the required minimum lot area for each dwelling unit
in a townhouse development shall conform to the existing
regulations for the district in which the townhouse-

- development is constructed.

ANY CHANGE IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY

TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-

RIGHT AND WHICH WAS SUBDIVIDED SUBSEQUENT TO SUCH

APPROVAL SHALL REQUIRE THE ISSUANCE OF A SPECIAL PERMIT
~ BY THE BOARD OF ZONING: APPEAL.

(+ ANY éﬁANGES IN'THE.DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY

TOWNHOUSE OF A  TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED BY
SPEC AL PERMIT SHALL. UIRE APPROVAL FROM THE SPECIAL
E

LINED IN TH.
THE TOWNHOUS

Note: This prov;sxon makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
~ held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question
~ comes on passing to be ordained.

ZATTEST:f Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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’ lh thé" Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ardamed by the City Counc:l of the City of Cambndgc as follows:

The Zone Map accompanymg ordmance passed to be ordained Sep't'ember 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge" is hereby
amended as follows:

- Amend Section-ll.ls by substituting therefore the following:
11.15 Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development_controls: apply to the parcel of

land upon. which:a townhouse development is constructed
and are not applicébié"to subdivided 16tsy, The townhouse
development: pd?eel ‘a8 a whole must conform to these con-
trols. But once satisfied for the total parcel, the
controls are waived £or any subsequent subdivision of lots.
The required mifiimumi/lot size for a townhouse development
and the required minimum lot area for each dwelling unit
in a townhouse develcpﬁent shall conform to the existing

‘'regulations for the district in which the townhouse-

development is constructed.

 ANY CHANGE ‘IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-
ICH. . SUBDIVIDED SUBSE!UENT _TO SUCH

Note: This provision makes clear that any future altera-
‘ tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



wt fuwPaséed~t6 a second reading at the City Council meeting
. held on June 11, 1984 and on or after June 25, 1984 the question
comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.
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| lf\ the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Bighty-Four

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ordamed by the Ccty Counc:l of the City of Cambndgc as follows:

The Zone Map accdmpanylng ord1nance passed to be ordained Sepﬁember 26,
1979 entitled "The Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambrldge is hereby

amended as follows:

Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:

11 15

Dlmen31onal Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development_controls.apply to the parcel of
land upon. which a towﬁhouse development is constructed
and are not &'ulicéble“to subdivided.14ts; The townhouse
development pattel as’a whole must conform to these con-
trols. But ofice satisfied for the total parcel, the

' controls are waived:for any subsequent gubdivision of lots.

The reguired miifiimum lot size for a townhouse development

and the required minimim lot area for each dwelling unit

in a townhouse develdpment shall conform to the existing
requlations for the district in which the townhouse-
development is constructed.

' ANY CHANGE ‘IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-
RIGHT AND WHICB WESWSUBDIVIDED SUBSEQUENT TO SUCH

(1

Note: This prov151on makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



e,

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting
held on June 11, 1984 and on or ‘after June 25, 1984 the question
comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.



.mITY OF CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

:@AVNING BOARD

57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 02139

March 8, 1984

To the Honorable, the city Council:
SUBJECT: TECHNICAL ZONING AMENDMENTS

The Planning Board hereby resubmits a series of
eight technical amendments to the zoning ordinance
for consideration by the City Council. Hearings

by the Ordinance Committee on the original package
of amendments, dated January 9, 1984, could not '
be scheduled within the required 65 days from
referral by the City Council, thereby requiring
-this resubmission.

The amendments are essentially the same as previously
filed, with one addition to Amendment #4 which T~
adds the restriction that dwellings being converted

to more units than normally permited in the Residence

A and B districts have existed prior to June 1,1940.

L

Respectfully submitted,
For the Planning Board

e ’\
ﬂ 4-—7““(1 /f)’"-'/

7 *
Arthur C. Parris
Chairman

Attachment



l/7a.

Amend subsection 5.244, paragraph (1) by deleting the last
sentence; Create a new subsection 5.245 as follows:

"5.245 Yard Formulae Exceptions. For buildings of forty

feet or less in height in districts for which a maximum
height of more than forty feet is permitted for all uses,

the denominator in yard formulas in the Tables in Section
5.30 may be increased by two subject to the minimum yard
‘requirements set forth in footnotes a, b, and c of the tables.

Amend Section 5.30, District Dimensional Regulations, by
inserting the following new formulas:

minimum yard in feet

side rear.

Table 5-1: Res., C-1 H&L(a) HeL H&L(C)
: : 6 7 6

Table 5-2: O-1 Har, (3) HaL HaL (2)
6 7 6

Table 5-3: BA none . none H&L(a)
; 7

‘ Table 5-3: BA-1 none none Har (2)

ql

Note:: This amendment is intended to ensure that the yard
formulas in the tables accuratelv reflect the per-
mitted setbacks as modified by the present Section
5.244. The proposed amendments do not alter in

- any way the setbacks now permitted, but do allow
the tables to more forthrightly reflect what is
allowed.

Amend Section 5.50, Special Dimensional Regulations, by inserting
a new subsection 5.53 as follows:

5:53 1In Residence A-1 and A- 2 Districts only one structure
containing a principal use shall be allowed on a lot.

Note: The purpose of this amendment is to ensure that all new
construction of single-family detached dwellings in
Residence A~1 and A-2 districts meet the intended 1lot
and dimensional requirements for those districts. The
ordinance currently allows more than one principal
structure on a single lot, Therefore, as long as the
minimum lot area per dwelling unit is met, it is possible
to construct several single-family detached dwellings on
a single lot through use of the condominium form of
ownership. The proposed amendment requires that every
new single-family dwelling inthese districts meet all
dimensional requirements including its own individual 1lot.



_'Amend Article 12 000 Planned Unit Development as follows.

é.s Delete subsection 12.343 and replace it with the following
new 12.343:

"12.343 The Development Proposal shall include written and
graphic materials as specified by the Planning '
Board and as requlred in the Development Proposal
Application form."

b. Delete subsection 12.344 and renumber subsequent sections.

Note: The provision (a) deletes essentially administrative
requirements of application submission (scale of maps,
types of information etc.) from the zoning ordinance.
Part (b) eliminates reference to payment by the applicant
of public hearing costs. Fees, established administra--
tively, have been set ° . by the Planning Board to
cover such costs, : )



Amend Section 4.30, Re51deh£1a1 Uses, subsection
4.31 (h), by addlng the follow;ng footnotes 2 and

15; | o.s. Xg3-» Rge
"h. Existing dwelling converted for more ' ,
than two families. ;g, l6. : no no yes

Amend Section 4.40, Footnotés to Table of Use
Regulations, as follows,

a. Delete the ex1st1ng footnote 2 and replace it
with the following new footnote 2;

"2. Provided that the dwelling was constructed

prior to June 1, 1940, and has not been substantially
enlarged since that date. The addition in the
aggregate of two hundred and fifty square feet

or more of gross floor area shall be considered

a substantial enlargement." ,

b. Change footnote 15 to read as follows;

"15. Provided that in a Residence A and B
district the exterior design of the structure
is not significantly changed." -

Note: This amendment would restrict the conversion
of existing dwellings in Residence A and

B districts to more units than normally
permited in these districts to only those
dwellings which existing prior to June 1, 1940.
This restriction is to ensure that the
conversion is tied to the larger older homes
and thus eliminating the possibility of

any recently constructed dwellings being
converted in attempts to negate the intent

of the single and two family districts.

~In addition, this amendment would apply the
condition that the exterior design of the :
structure is not changed when an existing
dwelling is being converted for more than two
families in a Residence B district as it now
applies in the Residence A district when single
family residences are converted to two family
residences.



5.

3

p)

Amend Section 5.244(3) by substituting the word "provided" for
the word "required" in the third sentence.

(3) Where a building presents a variety of vertical planes to any
given lot or street line, no plane shall be closer to the
street or building line or lot line than permitted by the
application to such plane of the appropriate formula in the
tables of dimensional requirements in Section 5.30. For all
Planes set forward of the setback line required by said table
for the building if it were constructed in a single vertical
plane, other planes must be set behind the setback line so
calculated. The result shall be that the sum of the products
of the setback provided for each plane times the facing area
of each plane respectively shall be at least as great as the
product of the setback required by the appropriate table for
the building if it were constructed in a single vertical plan

times the facing area of the building if viewed as a single
plane. (see illustration below)

Product of

(Setbackl x facing area 1) = Setback 2 x facing area 2)
MUST EQUAL OR EXCEED the product of

(single plane Setback) x (Single Plane facing area)

Note: This amendment substitutes the word "Provided"
(meaning the setback actually shown on building
plans for a wall and building) for the word
"required"” (meaning the setback determined for a

particular wall using the setback formulas in
Section 5.30).

The intent of the provision (to allow some sections of -a building
wall to be closer to the property line, if compensating portions

of the wall are set further back) cannot be met if the "required"
setback figure is used in the formula. It is frequently neces-

- sary for a wall to be setback further than the "required" set-
- back dimension would provide and it is that actual setback

dimension which should be used inthe formula. The amendment ~

does not later in any way the actual application of the provision-
it merely allows the formula to work.



6.

Dedete Subsection 12.52, PUD Development Parcel Size and substi-
tute therefore the following:

"12.52 PUD Development Parcel Size. The minimum size of a

‘development parcel for a planned unit development shall be

as _specified in each planned unit development district;

- however, the Planning Board may, at its discretion allow

development parcels containing less than the minimum required

development parcel size but at least five times the minimum

required area for a lot in the base zoning district in which

- the development would be located. The Planning Board may per-

mit development parcels containing less than the minimum

required development parcel size for the district but only
upon its written determination that public review and approval

. of such a small development is necessary for accomplishing the

planning objectives of the PUD district in which the develop-

ment is located."”

Note: The proposed new language replaces reference to one acre
as the minimum development parcel size for each PUD dis-
trict. Since the adoption of subsection 12,52 there
have been amendments to the ordinance creating PUD
districts with a minimum development parcel size greater

than one acre. Subsection 12.52 was not amended to reflec

those later amendments. The original intent of this sub-
section 12.52 was to allow Planning Board discretion to

hear PUD applications which cannot meet the minimum parce:

size yet meet the objectives of the PUD district.  The prc
posed amendment generalizes the original intent of sub-

section 12.52 and makes it applicable to all PUD s regard-

less of parcel size,



e
< . T

7. Amend Article 2.000 Definitions by deleting "Parking facility,
’ accessory" and substitute therefore the following:

1.

Parking facility, accessory. A parking facility developed

to serve the residents, occupants, employees, patrons, or
other users of a particular land use or building. An acces-
sory parking facility shall be subordinate and customarily
incidental to the principal use. For residential uses
parking shall be accessory to each individual unit for which

a parking space is.required.

Note: The intent of the amendment is to ensure that each
residential unit is provided with the required off-
street parking.

8. Amend Section 11.15 by substituting therefore the following:

11.15 Dimensional Standards for Townhouse Development

The following development controls apply to the parcel of
land upon which a townhouse development is constructed
and are not applicable to subdivided lots. The townhouse
development parcel as a whole must conform to these con-
trols. But once satisfied for the total parcel, the
controls are waived for any subsequent subdivision of lots.
The reguired minimum lot size for a townhouse development
and the required minimum lot area for each dwelling unit
in a townhouse development shall conform to the existing
regulations for the district in which the townhouse-
development is constructed.

ANY CHANGE IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED AS-OF-
‘RIGHT AND WHICH WAS SUBDIVIDED SUBSEQUENT TO SUCH
APPROVAL SHALL REQUIRE THE ISSUANCE OF A SPECIAL PERMIT
BY THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEAL.

(+ ANY CHANGES IN THE DIMENSIONS OF THE SITE PLAN OR ANY
TOWNHOUSE OF A TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT APPROVED BY
SPECIAL PERMIT SHALL REQUIRE APPROVAL FROM THE SPECIAL
PERMIT GRANTING AUTHORITY.

THE DIMENSIONAL STANDARDS FOR TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT OQUT-
LINED IN THIS SECTION 11.15 SHALL APPLY WHETHER OR NOT
THE TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT HAS BEEN SUBDIVIDED.

Note: This provision makes clear that any future altera-
tion in an approved Townhouse Development is con-
sidered within the context of the total development.



J- Ak
Technical Amendment Number Two:

to insert a new subsection 5.53 in the
subsection entitled "Special Dimensional
Regulations. '
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