CCM-101

Tity of Cambridge

IN CITY COUNCIL
January 29, 1973

Councillor Graham

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of proposing
1700 units of luxury efficiency, one and two bedroom apartments for the surplus NASA
land when the elderly and working-class families in Cambridge &re being forced out

of their city because of the present housing crisis and the subsequent need for the
massive construction of low-income housing; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge commnity question the validity of pro-
posing office space on the Golden Triangle when by the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority's own admission there is no demand for office space at the present

time and that the office development therefore won't be built for another 5-17
years. At the same time the CRA does not intend to even attempt to replace the
2750 industrial jobs they bulldozed out of Kendall Square even though the city as
a whole is suffering from an unemployment rate of 8.3% and the Inman Square--east
Cambridge community has an even higher rate of 14.4%; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge commnity question the validity of
building high-rise towers (some will be 34 story towers) which will cast shadows
throughout Kendall Square., whip up excessive ground winds, create serious fire
fighting problems, and will bring an estimated 3600 extra cars per hour through
Kendall Sq. durirg peak hours; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community seriously question the validity
of the CRA's sole justification for the project--namely increased tax revenue.
Cambridge tax payers have already lost over 1.5 million dollars in property taxes
that would have been collected if Kendall Square hadn't been demolished. If the
Golden Triangle was developed industrially and low and moderate income housing
was planned for the surplus NASA land it would steeply increase tax revenues to
the city above the present level for the area. Further the city has already al-
located $1 million in relocation payments, it will have to raise $312,000 for its
cesh share of the vrban renewal project, and when the public improvments for the
arca in the form of new streets, utilities, pedestrian plazas, and open spaces
could conceivably cost in excess of $10 million. Finally the CRA "estimates” of
"increased tax base" as a result of urban renewal are misleading at best; and

WHREAS, the CRA has already closed the bidding for the "Block 10" demolition
contract which is to clear the remaining buildings on the Golden Triangle. The
bids were closed as of December 31, 1972; and '

WH3LFAS, the time listed for the completion of this building by building demolition
is "immediately" on many buildings and May lst for the entire site to be cleared; and

WEEREAS, the CRA has told members of the community that the contract for the demoli-
tion will be let out by the end of January or the beginning of February; and

WHEKEAS, several small businesses employing numerous service and blue collar workers
remain on the site yet none of them have been informed of the Cambridge Redevelop-
ment Authority's May 1lst deadline for total demolition of the entire Kendall Square
site; and
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WHEREAS, these numerous businesses still return tax revenue to the City of Cambridge
through the Cambridge Redeveloprent Authority's in lieu of tax payments; and that
these same businesses generate some economic activity in the area; and

WHEREAS, it may be possible to incorporate many existing firms into an industrial

=TTe plan for the Golden Triangle; and

WHEREAS, a totally demolished Kendall Square site with no housing stock left,
no smell businesses, and no workers may be used as a subtle form of blackmail

" by the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority in order to force the'Cambridge City
Council and the public to "hurry up and do something with the now vacant and
non-tax producing land."; and

WHEREAS, it would re%uire, at the maximum, only four months to demolish the entire

Kendall Square site

if necessary and so desired) after an acceptable plan is

approved by the city council;j

BE IT ORDERED:=-

l.

That the City Manager direct the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority

to postpone the finalization and signing of any contracts relating

to demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any
buildings that house ongoing businesses or working people, until

the revised Kendall Scuare Urban Renewal Plan has been approved by the
City Council and the Department of Community Affairs.

. That the City Manager direct the Superintendent of Buildings, Charles

F. Sprague, to withhold approval and issuance of any permits for
demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any buildings
that house ongoing businesses or working people, until the revised
Kendall Square Urban Renewzl Plan has been approved by the City Council
and the Department of Commnity Affairs.
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@ity of Cambridge

. IN CITY COUNCIL
Councillor Vellucci Jnauary 29, 1973

ORDERED:

That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to direct the |
Cambridge Redevelopment Authority not to enter into any centracts for
demolition of buildings nor to send any eviction notices to any business
located in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area until this City Council
hag taken action on the orders eonsidered relative to the demolitioﬁ of

buildings in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area.

In City Council January 29, 1973.
Adopted by a voice vote of 9 members.
Attest:~ Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

A true copy, ’;4£§225:>
Attests- 42%Q91f’ Z?i ’/j?

City Clerk.
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IN CITY COUNCIL

Councillor Graham _
January 29, 1973
WHERBAS, diverse members of the Cambridge commnity question the validity of proposing
1700 units of luxury efficiency, one and two bedroom apartments for the surplus NASA
land when the elderly and working-class families in Cambridge &re being forced out
of their city because of the present housing crisis and the subsequent need for the
massive construction of low-income housing; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge commnity question the validity of pro-
posing office space on the Golden Triangle when by the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority's own adnission there is no demand for office space at the present
‘time and that the office development therefore won't be built for another 5-7
years. At the same time the CRA dces not intend to even attempt to replace the
2750 industrial jobs they bulldozed out of Kendall Square even though the city as
"a whole is suffering from an unemployment rate of 8.3% and the Inman Square--east
~ Cambridge community has an even higher rate of 14.4%; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of
building high-rise towers (some will be 34 story towers) which will cast shadows
throughout Kendall Square., whip up excessive ground winds, create serious fire
fighting problems, and will bring an estimated 3600 extra cars per hour through
Kendall Sq. durirg peak hours; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Carbridge community seriously question the validity
of the CRA's sole justification for the project--namely increased tax revenue.
Cambridge tax payers have already _ost over 1.5 million dollars in property taxes
that would have been collected if Kendall Square hadn't been demolished. If the
Golden Triangle was developed industrially and low and moderate income housing
was planned for the surplus NASA land it would steeply increase tax revenues to
the city above the present level for the area. Further the city has already al-
located $1 million in relocation payments, it will have to raise $312,000 for its
cesh share of the urban renewal project, and when the public improvments for the
area in the form cf new streets, utilities, pedestrian plazas, and open spaces
could conceivably cost in excess of $10 million. Finally the CRL "estimates" of
"iycreased tax base" as a result of urban renewal are misleading at best; and

WH. REAS, the CRA has already closed the bicding for the "Block 10" demolition
contract which is to clear the remaining buildings on the Golden Triangle. The
bids were closed as of December 31, 1972; and '

WHELEAS, the time listed for thevcompletion of this building by building demolition
is "immediately" on many buildings and May lst for the entire site to be cleared; and

WEEREAS, the CRA has told members of the community that the contract for the demoli-
tion will be let out by the end of January or the beginning of February; and

WHEREAS, .several small businesses employing numerous service and blue collar workers
remain on the site yet none of them have been informed of the Cambridge Redevelop-
ment Authority's May lst deadline for total demolition of the entire Kendall Square
site; and
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WHEREAS, these numerous businesses still return tax revenue to the City of Cambridge
through ‘the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority's in lieu of tax payments; and that
. these same businesses generate some economic activity in the area; and

WHEREAS, it may be possible to incorporate many existing firms into an industrial
site plan for the Golden Triangle; and

WHEREAS, a totally demolished Kendall Square site with no housing stock left,
nc smell businesses, and no workers may be used as a subtle form of blackmail
by the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority in order to force the Cambridge City
Ccuncil and the public to "hurry up and do something with the now vacant and
non-tax producing land."; and

WHEREAS, it would require,-at the maximum, only four months to demolish the entire
Kendall Square site ? if necessary and so desired) after an acceptable plan is
approved ty the city councilj

BE IT ORDERED:=-

1. That the City Manager direct the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority
to postpone the finalization and signing of any contracts relating
to demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any
buildings that house ongoing businesses or working people, until
the revised Kendall Scuare Urban Renewal Plan has been approved by the
City Council and the Department of Community Affairs.

2.. That the City Manager direct the Superintendert of Buildings, Charles
F. Sprague, to withnold approval and issuance of any permits for
"demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any buildings
that house ongoing businesses or working people, until the revised
Kendall Square Urban Renewel Plan has been approved by the City Courcil
and the Department of Commnity Affairs.
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Tity of Camhbringe

IN CITY COUNCIL

Councillor Graham »
January 29, 1973
WHEBEAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of proposing
1700 units of luxury efficiency, one and two bedroom apartments for the surplus NASA
land when the elderly and working-class families in Cambridge &re being forced out
of their city because of the present housing crisis and the subsequent need for the
massive construction of low-income housing; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge commnity question the validity of pro-
posing office space on the Golden Triangle when by the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority's own admission there is no demand for office space at the present

time and that the office development therefore won't be built for another 5-7
years. At the same time the CRA does not intend to even attempt to replace the
2750 industrial jobs they bulldozed out of Kendall Square even though the city as
a whole is suffering from an unemployment rate of 8.3% and the Inman Square--east
 Cambridge community has an even higher rate of 14.4%; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of
building high-rise towers (some will be 34 story towers) which will cast shadows
throughout Kendall Square., whip up excessive ground winds, create serious fire
fighting problems, and will bring an estimated 3600 extra cars per hour through
Kendall Sq. durirg peak hours; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community seriously question the validity
of the CRA's sole justification for the project--namely increased tax revenue.
Cambridge tax payers have already lost over 1.5 million dollars in property taxes
that would have been collected if Kendall Square hadn't been demolished. If the
Golden Triangle wes developed industrially and low and moderate income housing
was planned for the surplus NASA land it would steeply increase tax revenues to
the city above the present level for the area. Further the city has already al-
located $1 million in relocation payments, it will have to raise $312,000 for its
cash share of the urban renewal project, and when the public improvments for the
arca in the form of new streets, utilities, pedestrian plazas, and open spaces
could conceivably cost in excess of $10 million. Finally the CRA "estimates" of
Mincreased tax base" as a result of urban renewal are misleading at best; and

WH.IREAS, the CRA has already closed the bidding for the "Block 10" demolition
contract which is to clear the remaining buildings on the Golden Triangle. The
bids were closed as of December 31, 1972; and

WH3LFAS, the time listed for the completion of this building by building demolition
is "immediately" on many buildings and May lst for the entire site to be clzared; and

WHEREAS, the CRA has told members of the community that the contract for the demoli-
tion will be let out by the end of January or the beginning of February; and

WHEKEAS, several small businesses employing numerous service and blue collar workers
remain on the site yet none of them have been informed of the Cambridge Redevelop-
ment Authority's May lst deadline for total demolition of the entire Kendall Square
site; and
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Wity of Cambridge

IN CITY COUNCIL
January 29, 1973

WHEREAS, these numerous businesses still return tax revenue to the City of Cambridge
througrk the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority's in lieu of tax payments; and that
these same businesses generate some economic activity in the area; and

WHEREAS, it may be possible to incorporate many existing firms into an industrial
site plan for the Golden Triangle; and

WHEREAS, a totally demolished Kendall Square site with no housing stock left,
no smell businesses, and no workers may be used as a subtle form of blackmail
by the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority in order to force the Cambridge City
Council and the public to "hurry up and do something with the now vacant and
non-tax producing land."; and

WHEREAS, it would require, at the maximum, only four months to demolish the entire
Kendall Square site % if necessary and so desired] after an acceptable plan is
approved by the city councilj

BE IT ORDERED:=-

1. That the City Maneger direct the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority
to postpone the finalization and signing of any contracts relating
to demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any
buildings that house ongoing businesses or working people, until
the revised Kendall Square Urban Renewal Plan hes been approved by the
City Council and the Department of Commnity Affairs.

2.. That the City Manager direct the Superintendent of Buildings, Charles
F. Sprague, to withhold approval and issuance of any permits for
demolition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area, in any buildings
that house ongoing businesses or working people, until the revised
Kendall Square Urban Renewzl Plan has been approved by the City Council
and the Department of Commnity Affairs.
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@ity of Camhridge

IN CITY COUNCIL
January 29, 1973

Councillor Vellucci

ORDERED:

That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to direct the
Cambridge Redevelopment Authcrity not to enter into any contracts for
demolition of buildings nor to send’any eviction notices to any business
located in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area until this City Council
has taken action on the orders considered relative to the demolition of

buildings in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area.

In City Council January 29, 1973.
Adopted by a voice vote of 9 members.
Attest:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk

A true copy,
Attest:-%&% % 7

City Clerk.



January 18, 1973

Canbridge Tensnts® Orgamrizing Comitiee
593 Magsachusetta Avenuae
Cambridgae, iassschusetts 02139

the Hard Times
40 Hampshire SCraet
Cambridoe, Kassochusetts 02139

Eas Response to Reaction o Comcept Plan
Kendall Square Urban Eonewal aArea
Project Ho. Hass. R=107

Gentlenmcns

vi» have received a copy of o pamphlet entitled "Stop Xendall
Square Project*, publizhed by the Casbridge Tenants® Orqonizing
Committee (CTOC) and The Isxd Times with certain technical sssiat-
ance provided by Urban vlamning ald, Inc. (UPR). ¥%e are concernad
about & number of inaccuracies which desarve correction,

in the prefacs of this pamphlet, you assext thet “on the mational
level urban renswal has boen responsible for destroying ovex
533,000 low income housing units while only 73,000 units have
been built in thair place.® %o nots thst you hove made no xefar-
ence to the nuaber of vacant, delapideted, or substandard units,
nazardous to the health and safety of thsir occupants, which

have beon removed. Haile vou do nmot identify the scurce of such
information, appayently UPA has not chossn to make availabls
upeto~datas inforiation oa the conduct of urban ronewal activities.

hecording to the 1971 statisuical Yeaxbaok, urban renevel agencies
axound the country had & relocation caseload, as of Juns 30, 1971,
af 492,764 familics #nd individuale of all income levels. @he
sams sgencies had planned, ss of that date, 324,615 new dwelling
units of which 243,872 had been completad or wers under canstruce
tion, ©Of those dwelling units, 42,477 are public housing and &

y
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‘significant portion of the remainder are subsidized for low= and
moderata~incoma occupancy.

Regardless of what has happened in the national level, it is more
important to look at what has happened in Cambridge. In the sece
tion of your pamphlet entitled “Bousing”, you assext that "the
CRA has demolished more low-income housing then they have built,.®
In fact, the Authority has demolished or is scheduled to damolish
278 dwelling units predominantly cccupied by families or indivie
duals of low= and moderate-income, in previous, including the
Rogers Block, or existing urban renewal projects, Uhile the
Authority is not empowered to construct dwelling units directly,
it has caused a total of 364 dwelling units to be constructed

by developers on urban renewal land in Cambridga. Of these
dwelling units, 296 are, in fact, for low= and moderate=income
families and the elderly, providing more than a one to ona ratio
of such new units to relocatess of low= and moderate-incoma,

You go on to assert that "nona of the proposed spartmants are
largex than 2 bhedrooms.® Your researcher evidently chose to
ignore matarials made available to him which indicated that a
ninimam of 5% or G8 of the proposed dwelling unitas would cone
tain 3 bedrooms and that within ths Authority concept plan as
many 38 140 dwelling units containing 3 and 4 bedrooms could
ba made available,

That ressarcher alszso chose to ignore the possibility of 25%
of the 1,750 proposed dwelling units being made available for
low= and modarste-income families or elderly,

You also assart that the Authority's housing plan has a density
of over 135 dwelling units per acre., In fact, the Authority's
concept plan shows a maximum residential density of 120 dweliing
units per acre as permitted in the Urban Renewal Plan f£for Kendall
Sguare, approved by the City Council in 1965,

.Your gaction on housing also appaars to ignore the existance of
rent control in Cambridge and the fact that, according to the

City's Planning and Development Department, a sufficient quantity
of low=income elderly housing is now under comtruct;ion in the
eastern part of Cambridge. e
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In the section of your pamphlet entitled "Riatory®, it is
assexted that the Authority displaced 1,500 lever Brothara
workers and more than 230 units of low-income housing on the
Rogers Block site, It is impartant to nots that the Rogers
Block Urban Renewal Project did not include the lever Brothers
plant and encompassed only 133 dwelling units,

it is also implied that 2,750 jobs hawe been lost due to cleay-
ance activities in the Kendall Squars Urban Rsnewal Project.
In the section of your pamphlet entitled "Jobs*, you asssrt
that "enly 30% of the industries that left the Kendall Square
area were relocated in the Cambridge labor market.* In fact,
48 f£irms employing 1,695 people, wera relocated within the
City of Cambridgs. an additional 43 firms, empleying 781
people, were relocated within the MBTA district so that at
least 80¥% of tho employment in Rendall Sqguare industries was
¥elocated within the Cambridge labor market. an additional
10 firms employing 251 people ware relocatad within the Routs
128 perimster resulting in a full 88% of Kendall Square jobs
remaining accessible to the employees living in Cambridgs or
elsewhere within the greater Boston area,

You go on to assert that the Authority does not indicate what
kind of jobs might be provided within its concept plan and that
most of those jobs would go to professionals and businassmen.
Again you apparently chose to ignore thas materials made availe
able to you which indicate that as many aa 3,775 of ths 5,760
projected jobs would go to clerks, secretaries, salespersons,
craftamen, foremen, cperatives, laborers, servicemen, and
others which might be classified as blue collar workers. The
reports made available to you indicate that such jobs would

be available in various growing businesses providing the “good
jobs that will provide a decent income to live on and security
for workers® in which you agsert to bs interested,

W2 note with interest that you chosa to uss a photograph showw
ing the dsmeolition of the old Badger Company building with tha
new Badger bhuilding in the bachkground., This dramatically dem=
anstrates the pressrvation of jobs within Cambridge in new and
improved quarters providing bettar working conditions for the

enployees,

-

\|
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In the section of your pamphlet entitled "Taxes®” you asaexrt
that the urban rencwal authoritiss have a sordid histoxy of
never keeping their promises relevant to tax revemue. Accor-
ding to the 1971 HUD statistical Yearbook, assessed valuations
in urban renswal proisctz have increased 261% as a result of
raodevalopment activitias., A more recent study performed by
HUD indicates that, on a national average basis within urban
renewal projects, actual real estate tax revenue has increased
as much as 395% dus to urban renewal activities,

Again, it is more important to look at what has happened in

Cambridge. The Technology Square development, part of which
is located in the Rogers Block Urban Renewal Area, pays ovar
$500,000 in annual real estate taxes compared with $135,000

collected prior to that development,

You go on to assert that “The ultimats loglc of tha CRA's
approach to producing city revenue is to replace poor and
working class neighborhoods with highsr taxzepaying businesses
and housing developmants.® That assertion iz indefensible in
light of (1) ths fact that Rendall Square was not a residen=
tial neighborhaod prior to urban renswal, (2) ths new 240 unit
low= and moderata=incoms housing development which replaced
vacant and underutilized industrial land in ths Walden Square
trban Renewal Area without displacing a single family, and

{(3) the fact that the Authority is conducting a neighborhood
comservation program in the WellingtoneHarrington Urban Reneswal

Area, providing among other things a nsw 56 unit low= to moderatee

incomes cooparative housing development on 3 site formarly come
prised mainly of junk yards, and tha £imancing of residentisl
yehabilitation including that zeferred to in the preface of
your pamphlet,

In the section of vour pamphlet entitled “Environment* you
guggest that the Authority is trying to revive the Inner Belt,
You apparently chose to ignore the fact that the Authority's
traffic congultant, Barton-Aschmsn Associates, iz the same
consultant employed by the City to agsist it in the defeat of
the Inner Balt, You further chose to ignors that consultant's
recommendation £or the improvement of the City's exiasting
street systanm ag the means of handling traffic generated by
new developrent in Kendall Sguare,



In your summary and cenclusion you suggast that the project as
currently conceptualized should not ke undertaken, that non-tax
producing usas be constructed in Kendall and that the City fine
ance the cost of its sezvices through a steeply graduated income
tax, It is important to note here that the proposal for such a
graduated income tax was defeated on the bhallot in Noverber 1972
byaztalaatgin.

vhile we welcdma youyr intense interest in thias most inportant
urban renewal undeyxtaking, ws deplore this inaccurate, if not

irresponsible, product of advocats planning assistance and
suggest that you re-exanmine the information available to you.

B8incersly yours,

fobert P, fowland
Executiva Director

RPRiaal
ces Urban E’l&mj-ng &i&. nc,



TWHEREAS, these numerous businesses still return tax revenue to the City of Camb-
‘bridge through the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority's in lieu of tax payments,
and that these same businesses generate some economic activity in the area; and

WHEREAS, it may be possible to incorporate many existing firms into an industrial
site plan for the Golden Trianglej and

WHEREAS, a totally demolished Kendall Square site with no housing stock left,

no small businesses, and no workers may be used as a subtle form of blackmail

by the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority inorder to force the Cambridge City
Council and the public to "hurry up and do something with the now vacant and none~
tax producing land.® § and

WHEREAS, it would require, at the maximum, only four months to demolish the en-

tire Kendall Square site (if necessary and so desired) after an acceptable plan
is approved by the city councils

BE IT ORDEREDS =

1« That the City Manager direct the Cambridge Redevelopment Authority to

’ postpone the finalization and signing of any contracts relatipng to de~ o
molition in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area,rg&lﬁé%mgﬁ% c.“
Kendall Square Urban Renewal Plan -‘asshesmaprpqued—be=t Fee=Couneil @ FE07€
& :3.“]“5,;.._:." —atestsl .

In Ths

2, That the City Manager digegt the Superintendent of uildings, Charles
¥. Sprague, to withhold pproval and issuance of any\ permits for demo-
lition in the Kendall Sqgére Urban Renewal Area, unt)l the revised
Kendall Square Urban Renebal Plan has been approved y the City Council

"and the Department of Community Affairs. ‘égsy
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T0: The Housing Policy Committee and the Cambridge City Council
FROM: The HARD TIMES and The Cambridge Tenants! Organizing Committee
RE: Kendall Square Demolition

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of pro-
posing 1700 units of luxury efficiency, one and two bedroom apartments for the
surplus NASA land when the elderly and working-class families in Cambridge are
being forced out of their city because of the present housing crisis and the sub=-
sequent need for the massive construction of low-income housings and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of pro-
posing office space on the Golden Triangle when by the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority's own admission there is no demand for office space at the present

time and that the office development therefore won't be built for another 5-7
years. At the same time the CRA does not intend to even attempt to replace the
2750 industrial jobs they bulldozed out of Kendall Square even though the city

as a whole is suffering from an unemployment rate of 8.3% and the Inman Square=-
east Cambridge community has an even higher rate of 14.4%; and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community question the validity of
building high-rise towers (some will be 34 story towers) which will cast shadouws
throughout Kendall Square., whip up excessive ground winds, create serious fire
fighting problems, and will bring an estimated 3600 extra cars per hour theough
Kendall Sg. during peak houssj and

WHEREAS, diverse members of the Cambridge community seriously question the valid-
ity of the CRA's sole justification for the project--namely increased tax revenue.
Cambridge tax payers have already lost over 1.5 million dollars in property taxes
that would have been collected if Kendall Square hadn't been demolished. If the
Golden Triangle was developed industrially and low and moderate income housing
was planned for the surplus NASA land it would steeply increase tax revenues to
the city above the present level for the area., Further the city has already al=-
located § 1 million in relocation payments, it will have to raise $312,000 for
its cash share of the urban renewal project, and when the public improvements

for the area in the form of new streets, utilities,; pedestrian plazes; and open
spaces could conceivably cost in excess of §10 million, Finally the CRA “"esti=-
mates" of “increased tax base™ as a result of urban renewal are misleading at
bosts and

WHEREAS, the CRA has already closed the bidding for the "Block 10" demolition
contract which is to clear the remeining buildings on the Golden Triangle. The
bids were closed as of December 31, 19723 and

WHEREAS, the time listed for the completion of this building by building demoli=-
tion is "immediately" on many buildings and May 1st for the entire site to bs
cleared; and

WHEREAS, the CRA has told members of the community that the contract for the de~
molition will be let out by the end of January or the beginning of Februaryj and

WHEREAS, several small businesses employing numerous service and blue collar
workers remain on the site yet none of them have been informed of the Cambridge
Redevelopment Authority'!s May 1st deadline for total demolition of the entire
Kendall Square sitsej and

( OVER )
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Cambridge Redevelopment Avuthority

336 MAIN STREET e+  CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02142 * PHONE (617) 492-6800

CANTABRIGIA
OREGIMINE DONAT

January 29, 1973

Mr, John H, Corcoran

City Manager

Cambridge City Hall

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Re: Proposed Demolition Activities
Kendall Square Urban Renewal Area
Project No. Mass. R-107

Dear Mr., Corcorans

It has come to our attention that a proposed resolution has been
transmitted to the Cambridge City Council which would direct the
Redevelopment Authority to cease demolition work in the Kendall
Square Urban Renewal Project.

Bids have been opened on Site Clearance and Demolition Contract

No. 10. The Authority will consider the award of that contract

at its next meeting. The contract provides for the demolition of
15 structures, one of which is located in the Wellington-Harrington
Urban Renewal Area. Of the 14 structures located in Kendall Square,
eight are already vacant and two are partially vacant. ‘The re-
maining four structures could be vacated by May 1, 1973, All oc~
cupants of these properties were notified by certified mail on

July 7, 1972 of the Authority requirement that the properties be
vacated by December 31, 1972.

The structure located in Wellington-Harrington is vacant. Its
demolition will permit the rehabilitation of an owner-occupied
three~-family structure attached to it under the Section 312 three
percent interest rehabilitation loan program. Delay of this demo-
lition could render that rehabilitation unfeasible, imposing a
hardship on the owner-occupant.

The purpose of the proposed contract is (a) to provide as urged
by the Cambridge Fire Department for the prompt demolition of
vacant properties which represent a hazard to the community, (b)
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to enable the Authority to demolish additional properties as soon
as they become vacant, and (c) to clear an area where major public
improvements must take place to support new development in the
Triangle site,

In view of the fact that the Cambridge City Council has not been
requested to take certain public actions considered essential to
the commencement of new development on the Triangle site, the Auth~-
ority obviously will not proceed to forceably evict remaining oc-
cupants of the project area for demolition purposes until such City
Council actions have been taken,

Sincerely yours,

/Z/W /Cgf

Robert F. Rowland
Executive Director

RFR:rijt



CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
Tel. 876-6820

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

JOHN H. CORCORAN
City Manager

January 29, 1973

To the Honorable, the City Council:

I transmit herewith self=explanatory communication from
Robert F, Rowland, Executive Director of the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority, relative to a communication and proposed resolution which
would direct the Redevelopment Authority to cease demolition work
in the Kendall Square Urban Renewal area.

It is my strong feeling that the Cambridge Redevelopment
Authority should proceed with demolishing all vacant buildings
in the Kendall Square area in accordance with the original Urban
Renewal plan.

As the Authority indicates in its letter no present occupants
in the project area will be forcibly evicted until such time as the
City Council takes necessary actions required for new development.

I strong urge that your Honorable Body not accept this
resolution now before you.
‘",
/

Very truly yours,

H. lne—

John H. Corcoran
City Manager
JHC/b

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE —
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Comm. from John H, Corecoran,
to proposed resolution before the City
Council which would direct the Cambiidge
Redevelopment Authority to cease
demolition work in the Kendall Square
Urban Renewal Project.
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