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AMENDMENT TO
INTERIM FREEZE
PROPOSED
5/13/92

AN ORDINANCE

In amendmeht to an Ordinance designated as the "Cambridge
Municipal Code."

WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge ("City") and the
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State |
Implementation Plan ("SIP") under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.cC.

§ 7401, et seq., as amended, regarding the measures to be taken
by the City toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards necessary to protect public
health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREA8, the City, as part of a settlement of a legal
dispute pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze in Cambridge, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOA") - with the Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP")
on August 15, 1990 and passed Ordinance No. 1112 on November 26,
19?0 (the "Interim Ordinance"); and

) WHEREAS, the MOA and the Interim Ordinance require the City
Managér'to present to the City Council a proposal for, together

with a form of ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment of the

SIP that includes a program of transportation control measures
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directed toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards to protect public health in
the Commonwealfh; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that attainment of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards will require a regional
program of transportation control measures to reduce vehicle
miles travelled; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments specifically
prohibit states and localities from implementing transportation
control measures which will relocate traffic from ohe city or one
area of a region to another; and

WHEREAS, in light of amendments to the federal Clean Air Act
in November 1990, after execution by the City of the MOA and
enactment by the City of the Interim Ordinance, the SIP amendment
process may take another year or more; and

WHEREAS, DEP and the City amended the MOA on May _ , 1992;
and

WHEREAS, the Intérim Ordinance should be .amended to be
consistent with the policies of the City, the amended MOA, and
the federal Clean Air Act during the interim period; and

WHEREAS, the City will implement the terms of the Interim
Ordinance, as amended, until a SIP amendment is approved which
will replace and supersede the Interim Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the provisions of
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this Ordinance pursuant to G.L. Chapter 111, § 31C, as well as by
authority derived from the City's general police power.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the
City of Cambridge as follows:

Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic), Chapter 10.16

(Parking Freeze) is hereby amended by adding the following

Sections:
Determination of Exclusion
10.16.070 Nurber of CPFPs to be Issued
10.16.071 Restrictions on Unrestricted On-Street

Parking Spaces

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15,
1990, as amended

10.16.100 Effective Date

10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or Determination of

Exclusion.
(a) Not amended.
(b) Not amended.

(c) Add at the end of this subsection a new subparagraph 13
as follows:

13. A detailed statement of any public policy
considerations which support the application.

(d) Not amended.
(e) Not amended.
(f) Not amended.

(9) Amended to strike the third sentence thereof and §

10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
|
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3 read as follows:

The Director shall approve or dlsapprove the
application in accordance with the Committee's
determination. When the decision is made to
approve an adplication, the decision shall state
the name, address and authorized number of spaces
of the fac111ty and any conditions upon which the
appllcatlon is approved. All CPFPs shall include
a provision requiring that any spaces in the
~facility open to the general public for which
there will be an hourly or daily fee shall not be
available for occupancy prior to 9:30 a.m. on
weekdays.

10.16.070 Number of CEFP's to be Issued.

This section shall be stricken and replaced by the
following:

The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in
this Chapter, may issue permits only for parking spaces which are
in the parking space bank. The parking space bank shall be
comprised of parking spaces from the following sources:

(a) Parking spaces which the City has eliminated or against
which the City has initiated an enforcement action in accordance
with section 10.16.080; plus

(b) Commercial barking spaces which were permitted in
accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which are no longer
being used; plus

(c) Fifty percent (50%) of those unrestricted on-street
parking spaces identified in the City's on-street parking space
inventory which become subject to restrictions on use pursuant to

Section 10.16.071; plus
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(d) The twenty-two remaining Controlled Parking Spaces
available for allocation pursuant to Section 10.16.070 as
originally enacted; plus

(e) Such additional parking spaces as the DEP may from time
to time approve for inclusion in the parking space bank.

Rights to parking spaces that are eliminated by enforcement
cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert back to
the City for allocation under the procedure set forth in section

10.16.060.

10.16.071 Restrictions on Unrestricted On-Street Parking
Spaces.

Within one (1) month of the effective date of this

provision, the Traffic and Parking Department shall, based on the

City's inventory

. of all unregulated on-
street parking in the City, submit to the city Manager a written
recommendation specifying appropriate restrictions to discourage
the use of some or all of these spaces for long-term commuter
parking. These restrictions may include, without limitation, an
absolute prohibition against parking, installation of parking
meters, imposition of time restrictions, and/or restriction for

use by residents with permits.

The Director of the Traffic and

Parking Department shall make the recommendations

5
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available for

public review and shall schedule one or more public meetings, as
appropriate, for public discussion of the recommendations. Within
one month after the public meetings, the Traffic and Parking
Department shall submit a revised recommendation to the City
Manager. After consultation with the City Manager the Director
of the Parking and Traffic Department shall cause the

; to be implemented promptly.
10.16.090 Memorandum cf Agreement of August 15, 1990.

This section is stricken and replaced by the following:

The City agrees to fulfill the obligations set forth in the MOA
between the City and the Massachusetts DEP, dated August 15,
1990, as amended on May __ , 1992.

The City Manager shall prepare for submission to the
Metropolitan Planning Organization and DEP a proposed amendment
to the SIP and a form of ord:nance approved by the City Council.
The proposed SIP amendment and the form of ordinance shall
include, inter alia, provisicns whereby certain provisions of
such ordinance (i) shall not take effect prior to the sixtieth
(60) day after the final approval of a SIP amendment by the U.sS.
Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") which contains a program

of transportation control measures that are applieable

equally te

all communities in the Commonwealth, such as an

employer-based vehicle trip reduction program and which revokes
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the provisions of 40 C.F.R. section 52.1135 which apply to
Cambridge; and (ii) j

whereby such ordinance shall supersede and replace
this Chapter upon approval of such SIP amendment.

Upon finai approval of such SIP amendment(s) by all
governmental authorities with jurisdiction thereof, the City
Manager shall notify the City Council of the impact of such SIP
amendment (s) on Cambridge.

The provisions of this Chapter shall continue in effect for
the interim period.

10.16.100 Effective Date

The provisions of this amendment shall take effect upon

enactment.
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05/13/92

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an Ordinance designated as the "Cambridge
Municipavaode.ﬁ

WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge ("City") and the
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Proteqtion ("DEP") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to émend the State
Implementation Plan ("SIP") under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7401, et seq., as amended, regarding the measures to be taken
by the City toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards necessary to protect public
health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City, as part of a settlement of a legal
dispute pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze in Cambridge, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOA") with the Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP")
on August 15, 1990, amended on May __, 1992 and passed Ordinance
No. 1112 on November 26, 1990 (the "Interim Ordinance"), amended
on May _ , 1992; and

WHEREAS, the MOA and the Interim Ordinance require the City
Manager to present to the City Council a proposal for, together
with a form of ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment of the

SIP that includes a program of transportation control measures
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directed toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards to protect public health in
the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that attainment of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards will require a regional
program of transportation control measures to reduce vehicle
trips and vehicle miles travelled; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments specifically
prohibit states and localities from implementing transportation
control measures which will relocate traffic from one city or one
area of a region to another; and

WHEREAS, the elements of this Ordinance are consistent with
the policies of the City, the Interim Ordinance, and the federal
Clean Air Act to reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled
and encourage and develop greater use of public transit,
bicycles, walking, and other alternative modes of travel; ard

WHEREAS, implementation of this Ordinance will demonstrate
the commitment of the City to promote the objective of the Clean
Air Act by discouraging automobile traffic within and to the
City:; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of this Ordinance will achieve a

reduction in vehicle miles travelled and promote attainment and

-2-
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maintenance of the Natiopal Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards
necessary to protect public health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the provisions of
this Ordinance pursuant to G.L. Chapter 111, § 31C, as well as by
authority derived from the City's general police power.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the
City of Cambridge as follows:

A new chapter 10.17 shall be added to Title 10 of the Code
(Vehicles and Traffic), as follows:

Chapter 10.17

Vehicle Trip Reduction Ordinance

Sections: 10.17.010 Time Period of Chapter

10.17.020 Findings

10.17.030 Definitions

10.17.040 Expanded Commuter Mobility Program

10.17.050 Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Program

10.17.060 Restrictions on Visitor Passes

10.17.070 Fees for Residential Parking Stickers

10.17.080 Study of Zoning Revisions

10.17.090 Improved Coordination with MBTA

10.17.100 Regulation of Idling Busses, Trucks, and
' Taxis

10.17.110 Taxicab Improvements

-3 -
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Section 10.17.010 - Time Period of Chapter.

10.17.120

10.17.130

10.17.140

10.17.150

10.17.160

10.17.170

10.17.180

10.17.190

10.17.200
10.17.210
10.17.220

10.17.230

Annual Survey of Commuting
Characteristics of City Employees and
Employees of Selected Employers

Consultation with Employers and
Residents about Elements of Regional
Employer Vehicle Trip Reduction Program

Use of Fees

Recommendations for a SIP Amendment
Applicable to all Communities in the
Commonwealth

Municipal Vehicle Trip Reduction Program

'Expansion of Local Employment

Opportunities

Further Expansion of Commuter Mobility
Program

Restrictions on Parking Supply
Promotion of Clean Fuels
Development of Traffic Policy
Sunset Clause

Sections

10.17.040 through 10.17.150 of this Chapter shall take effect

sixty (60) days after final approval by the City Council. The

remaining provisions shall not take effect until, and shall at

Alewife Station and Garage

that time supersede and replace Chapter 10.16, sixty (60) days

after final approval by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

-4-
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("U.S. EPA") of a SIP amendment for Massachusetts which (i)
contains a program of transportation control measures that are
applicable equally to all communities in the Commonwealth such as

an employer-based vehicle trip reduction program; and (ii)

revokes any provisions of 40 C.F.R. Section 52.1135 that are

applicable to cambridges

Section 10.17.020 - Findings. The City of Cambridge finds

and determines that:

a. High levels of vehicle traffic and congestion add to
air pollution, noise, and inconvenience and erode the quality of
the living and working environment.

b. An increasing number of automobile registrations and
jobs in the City has resulted in growth of traffic in and around
Cambridge.

c. While the City has pursued programs to mitigate these
conditions, new measures must be implemented by the City and the
Commonwealth involving the participation of all sectors of the
community on a local and regional basis to make more efficient
use of mass transit, bicycling, walking, and other alternatives
to trips by single-occupancy vehicles.

d. The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 call for the

-5=
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attainment of compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality
Standard for Ozone within the Commonwealth by 1999.

e. Attainment of the Ozone Standard will require increased
control of vehicle-related air pollution ("transportation control
measures") throughout the Commonwealth, as well as the Naticn.

f. Throughtrips and other traffic over which Cambridge has
no control contribute significantly to the degradation of air
quality in the region. The degradation of air quality,
particularly ozone, is a regional problem which requires global
and regional solutions.

g. A large portion of vehicle traffic on Cambridge streets
is attributable to trips that neither originate nor end in
Cambridge ("throughtrips"). The City of Cambridge has virtually
no control over these throughtrips. Accordingly, it is
imperative that DEP amend the SIP to include transportation
control measures applicable equally to all communities in the
Commonwealth, including an employer-based vehicle trip reduction
program, to achieve reductions in the number of vehicle trips and
vehicle miles travelled throughout the region.

h. Increasing the use of commuting alternatives and
reducing the number of trips by single-occupancy vehicles is

beneficial for the City and the Commonwealth in reducing vehicle

-6-
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miles travelled, traffic and associated air pollution, fuel use,

noise, and congestion.

i. Programs offered through

employers,
institutions, owners of multiple-tenant buildings and complexes
and other organizations to encourage the use of mass transit,
bicycling, walking, and other alternatives to commuting by
single-occupancy vehicles are effective and should be expanded on
a city-wide and regional basis.

j. The approach best suited to accommodate the diverse
needs and capabilities of the governmental, business and
institutional communities in the City, and recommended for
adoption by DEP for state-wide application, is a flexible
approach which establishes performance goals and permits
government and private employers, institutions, and automobile
owners to select from among a variety of measures designed to
contribute toward reaching the goals.

k. The vehicle trip reduction program recommended for
adoption by DEP on a state-wide basis should give credit to those
employers which have already made substantial progress in
encouraging the use of mass transit, bicycling, walking, and
alternative means of commuting and in providing such

alternatives.
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1. Measures to discourage, and provide alternatives to,
vehicle trips and trips by single-occupancy vehicles made by
residents of and visitors to Cambridge are also necessary to
further the goals of the Clean Air Act.

m. Some of the measures contained in this Ordinance will
achieve immediate reductions in vehicle miles travelled; others
are designed to collect informétion and otherwise lay the
foundation for future actions to reduce vehicle miles travelled
and improve air quality. To maximize air quality benefits, some
types of transportation control measures must be adopted and

applied on a regional basis.

Section 10.17.030 - Definitions.

a. City shall mean the City of Cambridge, Massachusetts.

b. Clean Fuel shall mean any fuel or power source used in
a vehicle that complies with the applicable standards for clean
fuel vehicles contained in Sections 241-245 of the Clean Air Act,
42 U.S.C. §§ 7581-7585.

c. Clean-Fuel Vehicle shall mean a vehicle in a class or
category of thicles which has been certified to meet the
applicable clean-fuel vehicle standards as defined by and
pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.

d. Fleet shall mean ten (10) or more vehicles which are

-8
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(i) owned, leased, controlled or operated by a single person or
entity; or (ii) parked at the same location, excluding vehicles
held for lease or rental to the general public, vehicles held for
sale by dealers, vehicles used for law enforcement or emergency
purposes.

e. Ozone Standard shall mean the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard for ozone established pursuant to Section 109 of
the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 74009.

f. Region shall mean those communities located in
Massachusetts between Interstate 495 and the Atlantic Ocean.

g. Selected Employers shall mean those employers in

Cambridge who agree to participate in the Annual

. Survey of Employee Commuting Characteristics Pregram set

forth in Section 10.17.130.

h. Throughtrips shall mean vehicle traffic on City of
Cambridge streets attributable to trips that neither originate
nor end in the City of Cambridge.

i. Transportation Control Measures are transportatidn
control strategies aimed at reducing transportation-related
emissions of pollutants and controlling the growth of future
vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled.

j. VMT is an abbreviation for vehicle miles travelled.

-Q-
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Section 10.17.040 - Expanded Commuter Mobility Program.

In addition to continuing activities currently in progress,

the Commuter Mobility Coordinator shall develop and submit to the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the City
Manager a schedule for implementing additional programs
including, but not limited to:

* a bicycle commuter program, in conjunction with the
Cambrldge Traffic and Parking Department and the
Bicycle Advisory Committee, involving consultation with
Cambridge resicents and businesses;

* a program to assist employers in establishing bicycle
commuting incentives;

* a feasibility study of the potentlal use of an in-city
paratransit system of jitney services or shuttles to
transit locations, areas of major employment, and major
commercial/retail destinations; and

* a program for publicizing successes achieved by
businesses and institutions in decreasing the number of
single-occupancy vehicle commuters to their
establishments.
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Section 10.17.050 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Program.

The position of Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator is
created within the Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. The
City Manager shall, within one month of the effective date of
this provision, designate the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator.
The Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator shall devote at least 50%
of his/her time to carrying out the tasks required by this
provision. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator shall, in
conjunction with the Commuter Mobility Coordinator and the City's
existing Bicycle Advisory Committee, (i) design and implement a
program to encourage greater use of bicycles as alternatives to
single-occupancy vehicles within the City and (ii) focus the
-attention of the City on the needs of pedestrians. The program

will include, but is not limited to:

* development of a Cambridge Bicycle Master Plan;
* development of a Cambridge Pedestrian Master Plan;
* development and evaluation of recommendations for a

regional network of bicycle paths and bicycle priority
streets favoring both bicycles and pedestrians;

* consultation with Cambridge residents—and-businesses+

* ?undlng of bicycle amenities and storage facilities;
* funding of pedestrian amenities; and

-11-
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* provision of bicycles for use by City police and
Traffic and Parking Department staff.
The program shall be funded at an initial level of [$25,000]
annually; these funds shall be in addition to, and not utilized
for, the salary of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator.

S8ection 10.17.060 - Restrictions on Visitor Passes.

a. Official city Visitor Passes. The Citywide visitor
passes that have been distributed to authorized individuals will
be invalid thirty (30) days after the effective date of this
provision. The Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department is

authorized to issue stickers to individuals who would be

authorized to receive a Citywide visitor pass.

In order to be
effective, a sticker must be affixed to a vehicle and must
display the vehicle registration number and an expiration date.

b. Residential Visitor Passes. Beginning on the January

first following the effective date of this provision, each
residential visitor pass issued by the Traffic and Parking
Department shall be designed to display a calendar for the year
during which it is valid. Upon issuing a pass, the Traffic and
Parking Department shall write the resident's address on the

-12-
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front of the'pass. To be valid on a given date, the pass must be

displayed in the windshield and the date of use must be circled.

Section 10.17.070 - Fees For Residential Parking Stickers.

The fees for residential parking stickers shall be as follows:

1st Sticker per Household $ 8.00
2nd Sticker per Household $ 12.00
3rd Sticker per Household S 50.00
4th Sticker per Household $100.00

5th and additional Stickers per Household . $200.00

For the purpose of this measure, all vehicles registered at
the same residential address shall constitute the vehicles
registered to a household. Reductions and waivers available
under current law to elderly and handicapped residents shall
remain in effect.

Section 10.17.080 - Study Of Zoning Revisions

The Cambridge Planning Board (the "Board") shall consider
revising the required parking space ratios specified in the City
of Cambridge Zoning Ordinance and shall evaluate the
effectiveness of such revisions in reducing VMT and traffic
congestion and encouraging the increased use of commuting

alternatives other than by single-occupant vehicles.

Consideration shall be given, without limitation, to such

potential revisions as reduction of minimum and maximum parking

-13-
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requirements, special provisions for carpools and vanpools, and

encouragement of mixed-use developments.

The Board shall §

publicly report its
recommendations within one year of the effective date of this
provision. |

Section 10.17.090 - Improved Coordination with MBTA.

The Commuter Mobility Staff shall undertake a survey of
residents and commuters to identify barriers to use of the MBTA.
Based on the survey results, the Commuter Mobility Staff and the
Department of Traffic and Parking shall meet with representatives
of the MBTA to (i) improve public transportation schedules and
routes; (ii) improve bus stop signage; and (iii) review placement
of bus stops. Examples of points where coordination should be
improved include:

* Busses from Belmont to Lechmere;

* Connecting routes through Harvard and Central Square;
and
* Synchronizing schedules of busses from Belmont,

Arlington, and along Huron Avenue in Cambridge.
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S8ection 10.17.100 - Regulation of Idling Busses, Trucks, and
Taxis.

The Police Department shall promptly review and improve its
enforcement of the statutory prohibitions against idling by
busses, trucks, and taxis set forth at M.G.L. ch. 90, section
16A. Within two (2) months of the effective date of this
provision, the Commissioner of the Police Department shall resport
to the City Manager on the Department's implementation of this
provision.

Bection 10.17.110 - Taxicab Improvements.

The License Commission, through the Taxicab Advisory
Committee, shall consult with the taxicab industry, residents,
and commercial establishments in the City and prepare
recommendations:

* to make taxicabs more accessible for use by multipie
passengers with different destinations. The object of
this recommendation shall be to decrease single-
occupant use of taxicabs by providing monetary
incentives for the taxicab drivers and reducing the

cost for passengers; and

* about the potential ro
system for the ity ¢

Section 10.17.120 - Alewife Station and Garage.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development or his

. =15-
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designee shall consult with Alewife neighborhood groups and other

interested persons concerning the demand for (i) a railroad

station at Alewife and (ii) an expansion of the Alewife garage.

S8ection 10.17.130 - Annual 8urvey of Commuting
Characte ics of city Employees and

Employees of Selected Employers.

shall develop an Employer Survey Kit
; include an Employee Survey Form, administration
plan, and Automobile Efficiency Rate ("AER") (defined below)

calculation sheet, designed to elicit commuting data and—aetual

AER from all City employees and employees of Selected Empleyers—

The Employer Survey Kit
shall be prepared and distributed to City Departments and
Selected Employers within six (6) months of the effective date of
this provision. Each City Department and Selected Employer shall
distribute copies of the Employee Survey Form te—and
collect completed forms £rem—a—minimur—of

-16-




‘Chamber of Commerce
Clean Air Committee
Comments 6/1/92

PROPOSED
5/13/92

of its employees. Each City Department and Selected

Employer shall, no later than three (3) months from the date the
Employer Survey Kit is distributed, submit to the Assistant City
Manager for Community Development all completed Employee Survey
Forms, provided that, any Selected Employer may instead subnit a
report of the results of the employee survey on a standard AER
calculation sheet, signed and certified as to its accuracy by an
officer of the Company. A Selected Employer that does not submit
the Employee Survey Forms shall retain such forms for a minimum
of three (3) years. These forms shall be made available to the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development or his designee,

upon request.

Each Selected Employer shall cooperate with the

Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the Commuter

Mobility Staff in providing information about plans and programs

-17~-
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being utilized to encourage commuter travel modes other than by
single occupancy vehicles. At such time as the City implements
or enforces an employer-based vehicle trip reduction program on a
city-wide basis, each Selected Employer which has cooperated with
the Community Development Department and the Commuter Mobility

Staff and which has complied with paragraph a ! hereof shall be

entitled to use the AER reflected in its initial Employer Survey
Response as its baseline AER regardless of the extent of
improvements in its AER produced as a result of its cooperation
with the Community Development Department or its own commuter
mobility initiatives.

er g. The Assistant City Manager for Community
Development shall make arrangements with the Commuter Mobility

Staff to coordinate: (i) designation—eofand—written—agreements

Selected Employers; (ii) preparation

and distribution of the Employer Survey Kits; (iii) calculation

of the Base AER; (iv) review and tabulation of the

Survey Responses; (v) recalculation of the Base AER based on

review and analysis of the } . Survey Responses. The Assistant

City Manager for Community Development shall have the authority
to engage the services of technical consultants to assist with

these tasks.

-18~-
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The phrase Automobile Efficiency Rate ("AER") shall

mean the figure calculated by dividing the number of employees
who report to a Worksite within the City of Cambridge between
6:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. (inclusive Monday through Friday to
achieve a five consecutive weekday average) by the number of

vehicles used by these employees to reach the Worksite during

Clean-Fuel Vehicles shall be excluded from the vehicles counted.
Motorcycles and light trucks shall be included in the vehicles

counted.

those hours. Bicycles, public transit vehicles, and approved
er Thet . AER £ the—cid e cambrid hall}

-]19-
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£~ i The term Carpool shall mean a private motor vehicle
occupied by two to six employees travelling together for at least
75% of their commute trip distances.

The term Commute Alternatives shall mean

carpooling, vanpooling, | use of public

transit, bicycling and/or walking.

The term Employee shall mean any person hired by a

public or private employer, including part-time and seasonal

employees, who reports to work at least two (2) days a week

The term Worksite shall mean a building or

grouping of buildings which are located within the City of
Cambridge and are on physically contiguous parcels of land or on
parcels separated solely by private or public roadways or
rights-of-ways and which are owned, operated, or leased by the
same Employer.

Section 10.17.140 - Consultation with Employers and
Residents about Employer Vehicle Trip

Reduction Progrgm.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development or his

designee shall consult with Cambridge businesses, institutions,

during five (5) or more months of the year.
-20-
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City departments, f and

residents to evaluate recommendations for a regional employer-
based vehicle trip reduction program. During this consultation
process, issues to be considered shall include:

(i) whether different areas of the City should be subject
to different AER goals, depending on their proximity to

(ii) what the annual rate of improvement in the AER Goal
should be;

(iii) which, if any of the vehicle trip reduction plan
elements identified in Section 10.17.170 should be
required to be implemented by all employers in the
City:

whether employers should be required to achieve a City-
wide ¢ * AER Goal within a specified time period
or whether penalties should only be imposed for an
employer's failure to implement its plan;

identification and development of mechanisms for
transferring and/or sharing use of parking spaces as demand
for parking spaces decreases at a given worksite; and
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S8ection 10.17.150 - Use of Fees.
One hundred percent (100%) of the funds raised through the
sale of residential parking stickers shall be used for

implementing the tasks and programs specified in this Chapter.

[THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS ONLY TAKE EFFECT AFTER STATE AND
FEDERAL ACTION TO ALOPT A REGIONAL OR STATE-WIDE PROGRAM]

Section 10.17.160 - Recommendations for a SIP Amendment
Applicable to all Communities in the
Commonwealth.

In order to ensure that the vehicle trip reduction measures
in this Ordinance achieve their intended effect of reducing
vehicle miles travelled and enhancing air quality in the
Commonwealth, the City shall include in its submittal to the
Metropolitan Plénning Organization ("MPO") and DEP
recommendations for an emendment to the State Implementation Plan
under the federal Clean Air Act applicable equally to all
communities in the Commonwealth. These recommendations shall
include, but not be limited to:

(1) a proposal for an employer-based vehicle trip reduction
program;

(2) a proposal for measures applicable to new development
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projects to mitigate the traffic impacts of such
projects and reduce vehicle miles travelled to and from
such projects;

(3) a proposal for revising state taxing policies
concerning employer-paid transportation and parking
subsidies;

(4) a proposal for evaluating the utility of imposing fees
on single-occupant commuter vehicles and/or commuter
parking;

(5) a proposal for achieving appropriate convenient ptblic
transportation from the west and north to Cambridge,

including but not limited to support of a
circumferential transit system;

(6) preventing the diversion of traffic oriented toward
Cambridge to other areas with more limited transit
availability:;

(7) assuring that Cambridge is not placed at a competitive
disadvantage within the Region or the Commonwealth;

(8) reducing the growth in volume of throughtrips on
Cambridge roadways which is outside the control of the
City; and

(9) improved and extended use of water taxis.

Section 10.17.170 - Municipal Vehicle Trip Reduction Plans.
Based on its review of the Employee Survey Forms collected
pursuant to Section 10.17.130, the Commuter Mobility Staff shall
prepare a vehicle trip reduction plan for implementation by City

Departments. The plan shall contain a program of measures

designed to reduce
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vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled by municipal emplcyees

and thereby improve the City's AER, as computed on the annual AER

calculation sheets. The plan may include a variety of measures

including, but not limited to:

*

*

*

dissemination and periodic updating of information on

all available transit service to and from the Worksite;

advertising, promoting and making available for
purchase on the Worksite any pass program offered by
transit authorities;

recommendations to individual employees of employee-
specific travel options to reduce VMT;

incentives and assistance for bicycle commuting
including secure parking facilities, shower/changing
facilities, and education and training programs;

coordinating, facilitating and providing subsidies for

. employer-sponsored rideshare programs;

preferential parking for carpools and vanpools;
transportation allowances;

expanding opportunities for alternative work schedules
including 4-day weeks and flexible schedules to
facilitate ridesharing;

elimination or reduction of parking subsidies for
single-occupant vehicles;

shuttle service to transit stops; and/or

elimination of employee parking spaces.

After consultation with the Assistant City Manager for Community

Development and the City Manager about the plan, the Commuter
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Mobilify Staff shall promptly distribute it to City Departments
for impiementation. The Commuter Mobility staff shall assist

City Departments with implementation of the plan.

Section 10.17.180 - Expansion of Local Employment
Opportunities.

To demonstrate and further its commitment to increase the
number of Cambridge residents employed by Cambridge busihesses
and reduce vehicle miles associated with work commutes, the
annual budget for expansion of local employment opportunities
shall be increased to [$130,000]. That budget shall be applied

as follows:

1. To continue and expand the Cambridge Employment Program
within the Community Development Department;

2. To sponsor an annual job fair to inform residents of
local employment opportunities;

3. To sponsor and coordinate educational partnerships

between Cambridge employees and schools in Cambridge;
and

4. To develop a Local Employment Opportunity Plan.

These functions shall be coordinated and carried out by the
Community Development Department in conjunction with the
Department of Human Services and under the supervision of the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development. The Local
Employment Opportunity Plan shall be developed within one year of
the effective date of this provision.
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Section 10.17.190 - Further Expansion of Commuter Mobility
Program.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development, in
consultation with the City Manager, shall have authority to hire
additional staff to implement the tasks and programs specified in
this Chapter. Within three (3) months of the effective date of
this provision, at least one additional Commuter Mobility staff
member shall be hired. The Commuter Mobility Coordinator shall
develop—and—promptiy—implement

including but not limited to:

additional programs

* a program encouraging the use and sharing of computer
ride-sharing information between and among businesses
and institutions in the City:;

* a program to encourage commercial and retail businesses
to offer discounts to patrons with MBTA transit passes;

* a residential trip reduction program for apartment and
condominium complexes of 50 or more units; and

* implementation of an in-city paratransit system, to the
extent funds are available, to supplement MBTA
services.

Section 10.17.210 - Restrictions on Parking Supply.
a. Expansion of Parking Requlation. Within six (6) months

of the effective date of this provision, the Traffic and Parking
Department shall submit to the City Manager an updated written
inventory of all on-street parking spaces specifying the
restrictions applicable to each such parking space. As to any
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space which has not been restricted or removed from the supply of
on-street spaces pursuant to Chapter 10.16.071 of Title 10, the
Traffic and Parking Department shall prepare a recommendation for
restriction of each such space to discourage its use for long-
term commuter parking. These restrictions may include, without
limitation, an absolute prohibition against parking, installation

of parking meters, imposition of time restrictions, and/or

restrictions for use by residents with permits.

Director of Traffic and Parking shall make the recommendations

available for public review and shall schedule one or more public
meetings, as appropriate, for public discussion of the
recommendations. Within one month after the public meetings, the
Traffic and Parking Department shall submit its revised
recommendation to the City Manager. After consultation with the
City Manager, the Traffic and Parking Department shall promptly
implement the recommendations.

b. Municipal Parking Rates. The rates for daily and
monthly parking at all City-owned off-street parking facilities

shall be increased by twenty-five percent (25%) over current
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rates, to be effective within sixty (60) days of the effective
date of this provision.

c. Exclusive Residential Parking Near MBTA Stations. The
Traffic and Parking Department, in consultation with neighborhood
groups, residents, commercial establishments, and the City
Manager, shall prepare a proposal for establishing exclusive
residential parking zones on primarily residential streets
located near MBTA stations. The object of the proposal shall be
to limit residential parking on targeted streets close to MBTA
stations to residents of those neighborhoods by means of
appropriate signage and special resident stickers. The Traffic
and Parking Department shall convene a public meeting on its
proposal within four (4) months of the effective date of this
provision. Within one (1) month after such public meeting, and
after consultation with the City Manager, the Director of Traffic
and Parking shall cause the proposal to be implemented.

Section 10.17.210 - Promotion of Clean Fuels.

The Department of Public Works shall study, promote,
encourage, and identify incentives for the use of Clean Fuel in
fleets of vehicles operating within the City. The study shall
include an evaluation of the use of such fuels as methanol,

compressed natural gas, and reformulated gasoline based on
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characteristics of fleets in Cambridge and implementation costs.
The study shall also identify reasonably available incentives
which could be offered by the City, such as tax credits, to
encourage use of Clean Fuel in fleets of vehicles. The sum of
[$15,000] shall be appropriated for this program.

Section 10.17.220 - Development of Traffic Policy.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the
Director of the Traffic and Parking Department, or their

designees, shall with one year of the effective date of

this provision, conduct a study of major highways, city through
streets, streets with schools, different types of residential
streets, and streets at the borders of the City. Based on that
study, they shall prepare a written recommendation of:

(1) Appropriate speeds and volumes for Cambridge streets;
and

(ii) Means of encouraging travel and traffic patterns that
reduce VMTs.

This written recommendation shall be submitted to the City
Council for review and appropriate action.

Section 10.17.230 - Sunset Clause.

The provisions of this Chapter shall cease to be effective
on the date either the Department of Environmental Protection or

the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency adopts a final rule or
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reqgulation that imposes a freeze, cap, or other fixed limit cn
the number of parking spaces in Cambridge, unless such freeze,
cap, or other limit is applicable equally to communities
throughout the Region. The purpose of this sunset clause is to
give the City the opportunity to decide whether to continue to
implement the numerous provisions of this Chapter in the event
that it is singled out and subjected to state or federal

regulation that puts it at a competitive or other disadvantage in

the Region.
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WHEREAS, the C: (4 Zi R the

Massaéhusetts Depar: ion ("DEP") have
agreed to cooperate te
Implementation Plan ("SIE") under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7401, et seq., as amended, regarding the measures to be taken
by the City toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards necessary to protect public
health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City, as part of a settlement of a legal
dispute pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze in Cambridge, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOA") with the Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP")
on August 15, 1990, amenced on May _ , 1992 and passed Ordinance
No. 1112 on November 26, 1990 (the "Interim Ordinance"), amerded
on May _ , 1992; and

WHEREAS, the MOA anc the Interim Ordinance require the City
Manager to present to the City Council a proposal for, together
with a form of ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment of the
SIP that includes a program of transportation control measures
directed toward attainmént and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Aif Quality Standards to protect public health in

the Commonwealth; and
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AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an Ordinance designated as the "Cambridge
Municipal Code."

WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge ("City") and the
Massaéhusetts Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State
Implementation Plan ("SIP") under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C.

§ 7401, et seqg., as amended, regarding the measures to be taken
by the City toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards necessary to protect public
health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City, as part of a settlement of a legal
dispute pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze in Cambridge, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOA") with the Department of Environmental Protection ("DEP")
on August 15, 1990, amended on May _ , 1992 and passed Ordinance
No. 1112 on November 26, 1990 (the "Interim Ordinance"), amended
on May _, 1992; and

WHEREAS, the MOA and the Interim Ordinance require the City
Manager to present to the City Council a proposal for, together
with a form of ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment of the
SIP that includes a program of transportation control measures
directed toward attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary Ambient Aif Quality Standards to protect public health in

the Commonwealth; and
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WHEREAS, the City recognizes that attainment of the Naiional
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards will require a regional
program of transportation control measures to reduce vehicle
trips and vehicle miles travelled; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments specifically
prohibit states and localities from implementing transportation
control measures which will relocate traffic from one city or one
area of a region to another; and

WHEREAS, the elements of this Ordinance are consistent with
the policies of the City, the Interim Ordinance, and the federal
Clean Air Act to reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled
and encourage and develop greater use of public transit,
bicycles, walking, and other alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, implementation of this Ordinance will demonstrate
the commitment of the City to promote the objective of the Clean
Air Act by discouraging automobile traffic within and to the
City; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of this Ordinance will achieve a
reduction in vehicle miles travelled and promote attainment and
maintenance of the National Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards
necessary to protect public health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the provisionas of
this Ordinance pursuant to G.L. Chapter 111, § 31C, as well as by

authority derived from the City’s general polide power.
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NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the

City of Cambridge as follows:

A new chapter 10.17 shall be added to Title 10 of the Code

(Vehicles and Traffic), as follows:

Sections:

Chapter 10.17

Vehicle Trip Reduction Ordinance

10.17.010
10.17.020
10.17.030
10.17.040
10.17.050
10.17.060
10.17.070
10.17.080
10.17.090

10.17.100

10.17.110
10.17.120
10.17.130

10.17.140

10.17.150

Time Period of Chapter

Findings

Definitions

Expanded Commuter Mobility Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Prbgram
Restrictions on Visitor Passes

Fees for Residential Parking Stickers
Study of Zoning Revisions

Improved Coordination with MBTA

Regulation of Idling Busses, Trucks, and
Taxis

Taxicab Improvements

Alewife Station and Garage

Annual Survey of Commuting
Characteristics of City Employees and
Employees of Selected Employers
Consultation with Employers and
Residents about Elements cf Regional

Employer Vehicle Trip Reduction Program

Use of Fees
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10?17.160 Recommendations for a SIP Amendment

» Applicable to all Communities in the
Commonwealth

10.17.170 Municipal Vehicle Trip Reduction Program

10.17.180 Expansion of Local Employment
Opportunities

10.17.190 Further Expansion of Commuter Mobility
Program

10.17.200 Restrictions on Parking Supply

10.17.210 Promotion of Clean Fuels

10.17.220 Development of Traffic Policy

10.17.230 Sunset Clause

Section 10.17.010 - Time Period of Chapter. Sections

10.17.040 through 10.17.150 of this Chapter shall take effect
sixty (60) days after final approval by the City Council. The
remaining provisions shall not take effect until, and shall at
that time supersede and replace Chapter 10.16, sixty (60) days
after final approval by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
("U.S. EPA") of a SIP amendment for Massachusetts which (i)
contains a program of transportation control measures that are
applicable equally to all communities in the Commonwealth such as
an employer-based vehicle trip reduction program; and (ii)
revokes Any provisions of 40 C.F.R. Section 52.1135 that are
applicable to Cambridge.

Section 10.17.020 - Findings. The City of Cambridge finds

and determines that:
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a. High levels of vehicle traffic and congestion add to
air pollution, noise, and inconvenience and erode the quality of
the living and working environment.
b. An increasing number of automobile registrations and

jobs in the City has resulted in growth of traffic in and around

Cambridge.

c. While the City has pursued programs to mitigate these
conditions, new measures must be implemented by the City and the
Commonwealth involving the participation of all sectors of the
communityvon a local and regional basis to make more efficient
use of mass transit, bicycling, walking, and other alternatives
to trips by single-occupancy vehicles.

d. The Clean Air Act Amendments cf 1990 call for the
attainment of compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality
Standard for Ozone within the Commonwealth by 1999.

e. Attainment of the Ozone Standard will require increased
control of vehicle-related air pollution ("transportation control
measures") throughout the Commonwealth, as well as the Nation.

f. Throughtrips and other traffic over which Cambridge has
no control contribute significantly to the degradation of air
quality in the region. The degradation of air quality,
particularly ozone, is a regional problem which requires global
and regional solutions.

g. A large portion of vehicle traffic on Cambridge streets
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is attributable to trips that neither originate nor end ir
Cambridge ("throughtrips"). The City of Cambridge has virtually
no control over these throughtrips. Accordingly, it is
imperative that DEP amend the SIP to include transportaticn
control measures applicable equally to all communities in the
Commonwealth, including an employer-based vehicle trip reduction
program, to achieve reductions in the number of vehicle trips and
vehicle miles travelled throughout the region.

h. Increasing the use of commuting alternatives and
reducing the number of trips by single-occupancy vehicles is
beneficial for the City and the Commonwealth in reducing vehicle
miles travelled, traffic and associated air pollution, fuel use,
noise, and congestion.

i. Programs offered through employers, institutions,
owners of multiple-terant buildings and complexes and other
organizations to encourage the use of mass transit, bicycling,
walking, and other alternatives to commuting by single-occupancy
vehicles are effective and should be expanded on a city-wide and
regional basis.

J. The approach best suited to accommodate the diverse
needs and capabilities of the governmental, business and
institutional communities in the City, and recommended for
adoption by DEP for state-wide application, is a flexible

approach which establishes performance goals and permits
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government and private employers, institutions, and automcbile
owners to select from among a variety of measures designed to
contribute toward reaching the goals.

k. The vehicle trip reduction program recommended for
adoption by DEP on a state-wide basis should give credit to those
employers which have already made substantial progress in
encouraging the use of mass transit, bicycling, walking, and
alternative means of commuting and in providing such
alternatives.

1. Measures to discourage, and provide alternatives to,
vehicle trips and trips by single-occupancy vehicles made by
residents of and visitors to Cambridge are also necessary to
further the goals of the Clean Air Act.

m. Some of the measures contained in this Ordinance will
achieve immediate reductions in vehicle miles travelled; others
are designed to collect information and otherwise lay the
foundation for future actions to reduce vehicle miles travelled
and improve air quality. To maximize air quality benefits, some
types of transportation control measures must be adopted and
applied on a regional basis.

Section 10.17.030 - Definitions.

a. City shall mean the City of Cambridge, Massachusstts.
b. Clean Fuel shall mean any fuel or power source .used in

a vehicle that complies with the applicable standards for clean
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fuel vehicles contained in Sections 241-245 of the Clean Air Act,
42 U.S.C. §§ 7581-7585.

c. Clean-Fuel Vehicle shall mean a vehicle in a class or
category of vehicles which has been certified to meet the
applicable clean-fuél vehicle standards as defined by and
pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.

d. Fleet shall mean ten (10) or more vehicles which are

(i) owned, leased, controlled or operated by a single person or
entity; or (ii) parked at the same location, excluding vehicles
held for lease or rental to the general public, vehicles held for
sale by dealers, vehicles used for law enforcement or emergency
purposes.

e. Ozone Standard shall mean the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard for ozone established pursuant to Section 109 of
the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7409.

f. Region shall mean those communities located in
Massachusetts between Interstate 495 and the Atlantic Ocean.

g. Selected Employers shall mean those employers in
Cambridge who agree to participate in the Annual Survey of
Employee Commuting Characteristics Program set forth in Section
10.17.130.

h. Throughtrips shall mean vehicle traffic on City of
Cambridge streets attributable to trips that neither originate

nor end in the City of Cambridge.
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Transportation Control Measures are tfansportation

control strategies aimed at reducing transportation-related

emissions of pollutants and controlling the growth of future

vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled.

j.

VMT is an abbreviation for vehicle miles travelled.

Section 10.17.040 - Expanded Commuter Mobility Program.

In addition to continuing activities currently in progress,

the Commuter Mobility Coordinator shall develop and submit to the

Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the City

Manager a schedule for implementing additional programs

including, but not limited to:

*

a bicycle commuter program, in conjunction with the
Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department and the
Bicycle Advisory Committee, involving consultation with
Cambridge residents and businesses;

a program to assist employers in establishing bicycle
commuting incentives;

a feasibility study of the potential use of an in-city
paratransit system of jitney services or shuttles to
transit locations, areas of major employment, and major
commercial/retail destinations; and

a program for publicizing successes achieved by
businesses and institutions in decreasing the number of

single-occupancy vehicle commuters to their
establishments.

Section 10.17.050 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Program.

The position of Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator is

created within the Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. The

City Manager shall, within one month of the effective date of
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this provision, designate the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordirator.
The Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator shall devote at least 50%
of his/her time to carrying out the tasks required by this
provision. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator shall, in
conjunction with the Conmuter Mobility Coordinator and the City’s
existing Bicycle Advisory Committee, (i) design and implement a
program to encourage greater use of bicycles as alternatives to
single-occupancy vehicles within the City and (ii) focus the
attention of the City on the needs of pedestrians. The program

will include, but is no:t limited to:

* development of a Cambridge Bicycle Master Plan;
* development of a Cambridge Pedestrian Master Plan;
* development and evaluation of recommendations for a

regional network of bicycle patks and bicycle priority
streets favoring both bicycles and pedestrians;

* consultation with Cambridge residents and kusinesses;
* funding of bicycle amenities and storage facilities;
* funding of pedestrian amenities; and

* provision of bicycles for use bv City police and

Traffic and Parking Department staff.
The program shall be funded at an initial level of [$25,000]
annually; these funds shall be in addition to, and not utilized

for, the salary of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator.

Section 10.17.060 - Restrictions on Visitor Passes.
a. Official City Visitor Passes. The Citywide visitor
passes that have been distributed to authorized individuals will
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be invalid thirty (30) days after the effective date of this
provision. The Cambridge Traffic and Parking Departﬁent is
authorized to issue stickers to individuals who would be
authorized to receive a Citywide visitor pass. In order to be
effective, a sticker must be affixed to a vehicle and must
display the vehicle registration number ard an expiration date.

b. Residential Visitor Passes. Becinning on the January

first following the effective date of this provision, each
residential visitor pass issued by the Trzffic and Parking
Department shall be designed to display a calendar for the year
during which it is valid. Upon issuing a pass, the Traffic and
Parking Department shall write the resident’s address on the
front of the pass. To be valid on a given date, the pass must be
displayed in the windshield and the date of use must be circled.

Section 10.17.070 - Fees For Residential Parking Stickers.

The fees for resicdential parking stickers shall be as

follows:
1st Sticker per Hcusehold ~$ 8.00
2nd Sticker per Household $ 12.00
3rd Sticker per Household $ 50.00
4th Sticker per Household $100.00

5th and additional Stickers per Housz=hold $200.00

For the purpose of this measure, all vehicles registered at
the same residential address shall constitute the vehicles
registered to a household. Reductions and waivers available

under current law to elderly and handicapped residents shall
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remain in effect.

Section 10.17.080 - Study Of Zoning Revisions

The Cambridge Planning Board (the "Board") shall consider
revising the required parking space ratios specified in the City
of Cambridge Zoning Ordinance and shall evaluate the
effectiveness of such revisions in reducing VMT and traffic
congestion and encouraging the increased use of commuting
alternatives other than by single-occupant vehicles.
Consideration shall be given, without limitation, to such
potential revisions as reduction of minimum and maximum parking
requirements, special provisions for carpools and vanpools, and
encouragement of mixed-use developments.

The Board shall publicly report its recommendations within
one year of the effective date of this provision.

Section 10.17.090 - Improved Coordination with MBTA.

The Commuter Mobility Staff shall undertake a survey of
residents and commuters to identify barriers to use of the MBTA.

Based on the survey results, the Commuter Mobility Staff and the

Department of Traffic and Parking shall meet with representatives

of the MBTA to (i) improve public transportation schedules and

routes; (ii) improve bus stop signage; and (iii) review placement

of bus stops. Examples of points where coordination should be

improved include:

* Busses from Belmont to Lechmere;
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* Connecting routes through Harvard and Central Square;
and
* Synchronizing schedules of busses from Belmont,

Arlington, and along Huron Avenue in Cambridge.

Section 10.17.100 - Regulation of Idling Busses, Trucks, and
Taxis.

The Police Department shall promptly review and improve its
enforcement of the statutory prohibitions against idling by
busses, trucks, and taxis set forth at M.G.L. ch. 90, section
16A. Within two (2) months of the effective date of this
provision, the Commissioner of the Police Department shall report

to the City Manager on the Department’s implementation of this

provision.

Section 10.17.110 - Taxicab Improvements.

The License Commission, through the Taxicab Advisory
Committee, shall censult with the taxicab industry, residents,

and commercial establishments in the City and prepare

recommendations:

* to make taxicabs more accessible for use by multiple
passengers with different destinations. The object of
this recommendation shall be to decrease single-
occupant use of taxicabs by providing monetary
incentives for the taxicab drivers and reducing the
cost for passengers; and

* about the potential role of taxicabs in a paratransit
system for the City.

Section 10.17.120 - Alewife Station and Garage.
The Assistant City Manager for Community Development or his
designee shall consult with Alewife neighborhood groups and other
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interested persons concerning the demand for (i) a railroad
station at Alewife and (ii) an expansion of the Alewife garage.

Section 10.17.130 - Annual Survey of Commuting
Characteristics oI City Employees and

Employees of Selected Employers.
a. The City shall develop an Employer Survey Kit which

will include an Employee Survey Form, administration plan, and

Automobile Efficiency Rate ("AER") (defined below) caculation
sheet, designed to elicit commuting data and actual AER from all
City employees and employees of Selected Employers. The Employer
Survey Kit shall be prepared and distributed to City Departments
and Selected Employers within six (6) months of the effective
date of this provision. .Each City Department and Selected
Employer shall distribute copies of the Employee Survey Form to
and collect completed forms from a minimum of seventy-five
percent (75%) of its employees. Each City Depértment and
Selected Employer shall, no later than three (3) months from the
date the Employer Survey Kit is distributed, submit to the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development all completed
Employee Survey Forms, provided that, any Selected Employer may
instead submit a report of the results of the employee survey on
a standard AER calculation sheet, signed and certified as to its
accuracy by an officer of the Company. A Selected Employer that

does not submit the Employee Survey Forms shall retain such forms

for a minimum of three (3) years. These forms shall be made
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a&ailable to the Assistant City Manager for Community Development
or his designee, upon réquest.

b. Each Selected Eﬁployer shall cooperate with the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the Commuter
Mobility Staff in providing information about plans and programs
being utilized to encourage commuter travel modes other than by

single occupancy vehicles. At such time as the City implements

city-wide basis, each Selected Employer which has cooperated with
the Community Development Department and the Commuter Mobility
Staff and which has complied with paragraph a hereof shall be
entitled to use the AER reflected in its initial Employer Survey
Response as its baseline AER regardless of the extent of
improvements in its AER produced as a result of its cooperation
with the Community Development Departmeﬁt or its own commuter
mobility initiatives.

c. The Assistant City Manager for Community Development
shall make arrangements with the Commuter Mobility Staff to
coordinate: (i) designation of and written agreements with
Selected Employers; (ii) preparation and distribution of the
Employer Survey Kits; (iii) calculation of the Base AER;

(iv) review and tabulation of the Employer Survey Responses;
(v) recaléulation of the Base AER based on review and analysis of

the Employer Survey Responses. The Assistant City Manager for

or enforces an employer-based vehicle trip reduction program on a
;15-
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Community Development shall have the authority to engage the
services of technical consultants to assist with these tasks.

d. The phrase Automobile Efficiency Rate ("AER") shall
mean the figure calculated by dividing the number of employe=s
who report to a Worksite within the City of Cambridge betweén
6:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. (inclusive Monday through Friday to
achieve a five consecutive weekday average) by the number of ‘
vehicles used by those employees to reach the Worksite during
those hours. Bicycles, public transit vehicles, and approved
Clean-Fuel Vehicles shall be excluded from the vehicles counted.
Motorcycles and light trucks shall be included in the vehicles
counted.

e. The term Base AER for the City of Cambridge shall be
derived from the 1990 census modal share data and travel
statistics. The Base AER is subject to recalculation as provided
above.

f. The term Carpool shall mean a private motor vehicle
occupied by two to six employees travelling together for at least
75% of their commute trip distances.

g. The term Commute Alternatives shall mean carpooling,
vanpooling, use of public transit, bicycling and/or walking.

h. The term Employee shall mean any person hired by a
public or private employer, including part-time and seasonal

employees, who reports to work at least two (2) days a week
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during five (5) or more months of the year.

i. The term Worksite shall mean a building or grouping of
buildings which are located within the City of Cambridge and are
on physically contiguous parcels of land-or on parcels separated
solely by private or public roadways or rights-of-ways and which
are owned, operated, or leased by the same Employer.

Section 10.17.140 - Consultation with Employers and
Residents about Employer Vehicle Trip

Reduction Program.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development or his
designee shall consult with Cambridge businesses, institutions,
City departments, and residents to evaluate recommendations for a
regional employer-based vehicle trip reduction progran. During
this consultation process, issues to be considered shall include:

(1) whether different areas of the City should be sukject

to different AER goals, depending on their proximity to
public transit; :

(ii) what the annual rate of improvement in the AER Goal
should be;

(iii) which, if any of the vehicle trip reduction plan
elements identified in Section 10.17.170 should be

required to be implemented by all employers in the
City;

(iv) whether employers should be required to achieve a
City-wide AER Goal within a specified time period or
whether penalties should only be imposed for an
employer’s failure to implement its plan;

(v) identification and development of mechanisms for
transferring and/or sharing use of parking spaces as

demand for parking spaces decreases at a given
worksite; and
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(vi) whether any categories of employers should be exempt.

Section 10.17.150 - Use of Fees.

One hundred percent (100%) of the funds raised through the

sale of residential parking stickers shall be used for

implementing the tasks and programs specified in this Chapter.

[THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS ONLY TAKE EFFECT AFTER STATE AND
FEDERAL ACTION TO ADOPT A REGIONAL OR STATE-WIDE PROGRAM]

Section 10.17.160 - Recommendations for a SIP Amendment

Applicable to all Communities in the
Commonwealth.

In order to ensure that the vehicle trip reduction measures

in this Ordinance achieve their intended effect of reducing

vehicle miles travelled and enhancing air quality in the

Commonwealth, the City shall include in its submittal to the

Metropolitan Planning Organization ("MPO") and DEP

recommendations for an amendment to the State Implementation Plan

under the federal Clean Air Act applicable equally to all

communities in the Commonwealth. These recommendations shall

include,

(1)

(2)

(3)

but not be limited to:

a proposal for an employer-based vehicle trip reduction
program;

a proposal for measures applicable to new developmant
projects to mitigate the traffic impacts of such
projects and reduce vehicle miles travelled to and from
such projects;

a proposal for revising state taxing policies
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(7)

(8)

(9)
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concerning employer-paid transportation and parking
subsidies; -

a proposal for evaluating the utility of imposing fees
on single-occupant commuter vehicles and/or commuter
parking;

a proposal for achieving appropriate convenient public
transportation from the west and north to Cambridge,
including but not limited to support of a
circumferential transit system;

preventing the diversion of traffic oriented toward
Cambridge to other areas with more limited transit
availability;

assuring that Cambridge is not placed at a competitive
disadvantage within the Region or the Commonwealth;

reducing the growth in volume of throughtrips on
Cambridge roadways which is outside the control of the
City; and

improved and extended use of water taxis.

Section 10.17.170 - Municipal Vehicle Trip Reduction Plans.

Based on its review of the Employee Survey Forms collected

pursuant to Section 10.17.130, the Commuter Mobility Staff shall

prepare a vehicle trip reduction plan for implementation by City

Departments. The plan shall contain a program of measures

designed to reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled by

municipal employees and thereby improve the City’s AER, as

computed on the annual AER calculation sheets. The plan may

include a variety of measures including, but not limited to:

*

dissemination and periodic updating of information on
all available transit service to and from the Worksite;

advertising, promoting and making available for
purchase on the Worksite any pass program offered by
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transit authorities;
* recommendations to individual employees of employee-
specific travel options to reduce VMT;
* incentives and assistance for bicycle commuting

including secure parking facilities, shower/changing
facilities, and education and training progranms;

* coordinating, facilitating and providing subsidies for
employer-sponsored rideshare programs;

* preferential parking for carpools and vanpools;

* transportation allowances;

* expanding opportunities for alternative work schedules

including 4-day weeks and flexible schedules to
facilitate ridesharing;

* elimination or reduction of parking subsidies for
single-occupant vehicles;

* shuttle service to transit stops; and/or

* elimination of employee parking spaces.

After consultation with the Assistant City Manager for Community
Development and the City Manager about the plan, the Commuter
Mobility Staff shall promptly distribute it to City Departments
for implementation. The Commuter Mobility staff shall assist
City Departments with implementation of the plan.

Section 10.17.180 - Expansion of Local Employment
Opportunities.

To demonstrate and further its commitment to increase the
number of Cambridge residents employed by Cambridge businesses
and reduce vehicle miles associated with work commutes, the

annual budget for expansion of local employment opportunities
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shall be increased to [$130,000]). That budget shall be applied

as follows:

1. To continue and expand the Cambridge Employment Program
within the Community Development Department;

2. To sponsor an annual job fair to inform residents of
local employment opportunities;

3. To sponsor and coordinate educational partnerships

between Cambridge employees and schools in Cambridge;
and

4. To develop a Local Employment Opportunity Plan.

These functions shall be coordinated and carried out by the
Community Development Department in conjunction with the
Department of Human Services and under the supervision of the
Assistant City Manager for Community Development. The Local
Employment Opportunity Plan shall be developed within one year of
the effective date of this provision.

Section 10.17.190 - Further Expansion of Commuter Mobility
Program.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development, in
consultation with the City Manager, shall have authority to hire
additional staff to implement the tasks and programs specified in
this Chapter. Within three (3) months of the effective date of
this provision, at leasz one additional Commuter Mobility staff
member shall be hired. The Commuter Mobility Coordinator shall
develop and promptly implement additional programs including but
not limited to:

* a program encouraging the use and sharing of computer
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ride-sharing information between and among businesses
and institutions in the City;

* a program to encourage commercial and retail businesses
to offer discounts to patrons with MBTA transit passes;

* a residential trip reduction program for apartment and
condominium complexes of 50 or more units; and

* implementation of an in-city paratransit system, <o the
extent funds are available, to supplement MBTA
services.

Section 10.17.210 - Restrictions on Parking Supply.
a. Expansion of Parking Requlation. Within six (6) months

of the effective date of this provision, the Traffic and Parking
Department shall submit to the City Manager an updated written
inventory of all on-street parking spaces specifying the
restrictions applicable to each such parking space. As to any
space which has not been restricted or removed from the supply of
on-street spaces pursuant to Chapter 10.16.071 of Title 10, the
Traffic and Parking Department shall prepare a recommendaticn for
restriction of each such space to discourage its use for long-
term commuter parking. These restrictions may include, without
limitation, an absolute prohibition against parking, installation
of parking meters, imposition of time restrictions, and/or
restrictions for use by residents with permits. The Director of
Traffic and Parking shall make the recommendations avzilable for
public review and shall schedule one or more public meetings, as
appropriate, for public discussion of the recommendations.

Within one month after the public meetings, the Traffic and
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Parking Department shall submit its revised recommendation to the
City Manager. After consultation with the City Manager, the
Traffic and Parking Department shall pfomptly implement the
recommendations.

b. Municipal Parking Rates. The rates for daily and
monthly parking at all City-owned off-street parking facilities
shall be increased by twenty-five percent (25%) over curren=
rates, to be effective within sixty (60) days of the effective

date of this provision.

c. Exclusive Residential Parking Near MBTA Stations. The

Traffic and Parking Department, in consultation with neighborhood
groups, residents, commercial establishments, and the City
Manager, shall prepare a proposal for establishing exclusive
residential parking zones on primarily residential streets
located near MBTA stations. The object of the proposal shall be
to limit residential parking on targeted streets close to META
stations to residents of those neighborhoods by means of
appropriate signage and special resident stickers. The Traffic
and Parking Department shall convene a public meeting on its
proposal within four (4) months of the effective date of this
provision. Within one (1) month after such public meeting, and
after consultation with the City Manager, the Director of Traffic

and Parking shall cause the proposal to be implemented.
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Section 10.17.210 - Promotion of Clean Fuels. .

The Department of Public Works shall study, promote,
encourage, and identify incentives for the use of Clean Fuel in
fleets of vehicles operating within the City. The study shall
include an evaluation of the use of such fuels as methanol,
compressed natural gas, and reformulated gasoline based on
characteristics of fleets in Cambridge and implementation costs.
The study shall also identify reasénably available incentives
which could be offered by the City, such as tax credits, to
encourage use of Clean Fuel in fleets of vehicles. The sum of
[$15,000] shall be appropriated for this program.

Section 10.17.220 - Development of Traffic Policy.

The Assistant City Manager for Community Development and the
Director of the Traffic and Parking Department, or their
designees, shall with one year of the effective date of this
provision, conduct a study of major highways, city through
streets, streets with schools, different types of residential
streets, and streets at the borders of the City. Based on that
study, they shall prepare a written recommendation of:

(i) Appropriate speeds and volumes for Cambridge streets;
and

(ii) Means of encouraging travel and traffic patterns that
reduce VMTs.

This written recommendation shall be submitted to the City

Council for review and appropriate action.
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Section 10.17.230 - Sunset Clause.

The provisions of this Chapter shall cease to be effective
on the date either the Department of Environmental Protection or
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency adopts a final rule or
regulation that imposes a freeze, cap, or other fixed limit on
the number of parking spaces in Cambridge, unless such freeze,
cap, or other limit is applicable equally to communities

throughout the Region. The purpose of this sunset clause is to

‘give the City the opportunity to decide whether to continue to

implement the numerous provisions of this Chapter in the event
that it is singled out and subjected to state or federal

regulation that puts it at a competitive or other disadvantage in

the Region.
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FOLEY, HOAG & ELIOT

ONE POST OFFICE SOUARE
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109

TELEPHONE: (617) 482-1390 IN WASHINGTOA. D.C.

CABLE ADDRESS "FOLEYHOAG" 1615 L STREET, N.W.
TELECOPIER (617) 482-7347 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036
TELEX 940693 TELEPHONE (202) 775-0600
WENDY B. JACOBS

May 13, 1992

Robert W. Healy, City Manager
Cambridge City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Re: SIP Revision

Dear Bob:

At the request of the Chair of the City Council Committee on
Ordinances, I am enclosing a proposed ordinance to amend the
Interim Parking Freeze Ordinance to improve its continued
implementation during the period until a SIP Amendment replacing
it has been approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). Also enclosed for submission to the Committee on
Oordinances is a redraft of the Vehicle Trip Reduction Ordinance
which incorporates the measures recommended by the Chair.

As requested in the Chair’s memorandum to the Committee,
some of the provisions in the redrafted Vehicle Trip Reduction
ordinance are studies which may lead to additional transportation
control measures in the future. Other provisions would achieve
reductions in vehicle miles travelled soon after implementation.

In view of the recent City Council and Ordinance Committee
hearings and the City Council Resolution of April 27, 1992, the
employer-based trip reduction measure and the new development
measure originally proposed for the Council’s consideration are
not included in the redrafted Ordinance and thus would only
become applicable in Cambridge as part of a transportation
control program adopted by the Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) for application throughout the Commonwealth. I
do note, however, that pursuant to the special permit process in
Cambrldge, significant new developments are typically required to
prepare and implement traffic mitigation and/or transportatlon
management plans. Furthermore, the redrafted Ordinance contains
a provision by which the City would submit recommendations to DEP
for a broad-based program of transportation control measures
applicable throughout the Commonwealth. These would include, for
example, an employer-based trip reduction program, a new
development-based trip reduction program, an evaluation of
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pricing and taxing strategies to shift the cost of inefficient
driving behaviors onto drivers, and improvements to public
transit.

I call your specific attention to my attempt to respond to a
sequencing issue raised by the City Council Resolution dated
April 27, 1992 that was not directly addressed in the Chair‘s
earlier memorandum. As I understand the concerns expressed by
the Committee and the Council, there is reluctance by the members
to adopt measures now that will place Cambridge employers and
businesses at a competitive disadvantage in relation to those in
other communities or to subject Cambridge residents to
inconveniences not yet being imposed on residents of other
communities. To address this concern, Section 10.17.010 provides
that some provisions would be effective immediately but others
would not take effect until a later date. That later date is
keyed to adoption by DEP of a program of transportation control
measures designed to reduce vehicle miles travelled and apply
equally to communities throughout the Commonwealth.

I anticipate that DEP may, during the next few years, adopt
a SIP containing an employer-based vehicle trip reduction measure
similar to the one you originally submitted to the Council.
Given the substantial benefit to air quality that would result
from such a measure (particularly if it is made applicable
equally throughout the Commonwealth), the City would reasonably
expect that the interim parking freeze would be lifted so that
the Cambridge would then be subject to the same transportation
control measures imposed on all communities in the region. There
is, however, a likelihood that given the history of litigation
surrounding the parking freeze in Cambridge and the Conservation
Law Foundation’s ongoing efforts to link the Cambridge parking
freeze to the Central Artery project, the state may seek to
minimize further litigation on the issue by taking no action to
1ift the Ccambridge parking freeze or by otherwise incorporating
some form of a parking freeze in its future SIP revisions. If
this were to happen, then, contrary to what the Council may
intend by adopting a comprehensive program of transportation
control measures, Cambridge may nonetheless remain at a
competitive disadvantage to other communities.

If DEP fails to lift the Cambridge parking freeze and the
City has already enacted an Ordinance by which all measures take
effect immediately, the result may be that Cambridge will be
saddled with whatever regional program is imposed by DEP, all of
the additional local measures contained in the Chair’s list, and
a parking freeze. It was not clear to me that the Committee
members understood this possible outcome or that they would be
content with such a result.
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To anticipate such an outcome and yet continue the City’s
efforts to advance the objectives of the Clean Air Act, the City
could adopt several measures now and provide for other measures
to take effect shortly after the adoption by the state of a
regional or state-wide program provided that the state agrees to
1ift the parking freeze in Cambridge. In addition, the City
could preserve its right to decide whether to continue to
implement the entire Ordinance in the event that at a future date
DEP or EPA were to single the City out and subject it to
additional measures that are not applicable elsewhere in the
Region and thus place the City at a disadvantage. It is these
objectives that Sections 10.17.010 and 10.17.230, the Effective
Date and Sunset Clause, are designed to achieve.

In summary, as drafted, the Ordinance proposes the immediate
effectiveness of certain measures beyond those being implemented
by other cities in the Commonwealth to address clean air issues.
The provisions that would take effect immediately are largely
drawn from the Chair’s list of "effective non-controversial
measures to adopt now" and also include certain important study
measures identified in the Chair’s list of items for possible
future implementation. While significant to the City’s ongoing
efforts to contribute to improvements in air quality, the
measures proposed to take immediate effect would not unreasonably
burden the City’s residents or businesses. Rather, the City as
an institution would bear the brunt of any burden. Some of the
measures proposed for immediate implementation are: some
expansion of the Commuter Mobility Program, creation of a Bicycle
and Pedestrian Mobility Program, restrictions on visitor passes,
study of zoning revisions, coordination with the MBTA, an annual
survey of the commuting characteristics of City employees and
employees of those employers who volunteer to participate in the
survey program, and consultation with employers and residents
about the types of goals and measures for employer-based vehicle
trip reduction programs deemed appropriate for Cambridge so that
Cambridge can participate in a meaningful way in the state’s
development of such a program for application regionally or
Commonwealth-wide.

These provisions will enable the City to work toward
improved transportation management proposals within the City
while waiting for the state decision on a regional transportation
control plan for the SIP.

Additional measures in the Ordinance would not take effect
until DEP and EPA amend the SIP to include transportation control
measures applicable equally throughout the Commonwealth. These
additional measures include: a municipal vehicle trip reduction
program, further expansion of the commuter mobility program,
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expansion of local employment opportunities, restrictions on the
parking supply, and study of clean fuels for City fleets. At
such time as a broad regional or Commonwealth-wide program of
measures is instituted by DEP and EPA, then the City would be
subject to the regional plan and would also implement the above-
listed additional measures locally. These additional measures
would further reduce vehicle miles travelled by a significant
amount and would thus be in lieu of and would justify lifting the
parking freeze in the City. Cumulatively, all of the measures in
the Ordinance, as the technical data previously submitted to the
Committee and DEP show, would produce significant savings in
vehicle miles travelled. The technical data demonstrates the
superiority of the measures in the Ordinance in combination with
an employer-based vehicle trip reduction program in reducing air
pollution as compared with a parking freeze. If the City
immediately implements all of these measur2s, there is no way to
ensure that Cambridge does not remain the only City in the
Commonwealth subject to both a city-wide parking freeze and a
regional vehicle trip reduction plan.

If the Council decides to adopt this approach, it can submit
the adopted Ordinance to the Metropolitan Planning Organization
("MPO"). We can also prepare a memorandum for the MPO that
explains the value of an employer-based trip reduction measure
and new development-based measure applicable to communities
across the Commonwealth.and provide supporting technical data to
assist the MPO and DEP in developing such a regional program.
The City will still have the opportunity through the public
hearing process to comment on any proposals generated by the MPO
and DEP and to use the input received from Cambridge employers
and residents.

Very truly yours,

2

Wendy B. Jatobs

WBJ : cmh
Enclosures




CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL

CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
(617) 349-4280
FAX (617) 349-4287
Alice K. Wolf ’
City Councillor
Mayor
1990-1991

SUGGESTED ACTION ON CAMERIDGE RESPONSE TO SIP

Introduction

< The City Council has the opportunity to recommend a plan to »ut
3 Cambridge in compliance with The Clean Air Act, as amended. This
plan would focus on reducing emissions from moving sources of
pollution, largely automobiles, and would become part of the
Commonwealth's draft State Implementation Plan (SIP). This draft
will provide a regional plan for reducing air pollution; it will
require extensive public hearings. The Commonwealth is required
to submit a plan by November, 1993.
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The City Council has before it a plan submitted by the City
Manager. It has a number of components. They are largely focussed
at reducing the number of vehicle miles travelled in the Citv.

The City Council also has testimony and recommendations from

: citizens, businesses, and groups, including an extensive proposal
. from Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods.

The clearest points to come from the submissions and testimony so
far are:

1. Residents and business people alike recognize the
importance of cleaning up current levels of air pollution.

2. Residents and business people alike feel that there must
be a regional solution for the environmental clean-up.

3. Residents are uralterably opposed to the 4-zone solution
for reducing VMTs generated by residents.

4. Business people are unalterably opposed to stringent

1
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mandatory regulations that reduce travel and parking options
unless others in the region must comply with similar regulations.

'~ Recommendation on Procedure

In keeping with this undarstandlng, I recommend to the City
Council that it proceed in the following manner:

I recommend that the City Council take three types of actions:

1. The City Council should adopt effective but non-controversial
parts of the City Manager's vehicle trip reduction ordinance or
of other proposals. Thesa are actions that can readlly be
implemented in the near future, will make some gains, or can
provide the base in information or funds for future actions.
These actions should be submitted to the Commonwealth as par: of
the regional plan.

2. The City Council should improve the interim ordinance to make
its continued implementation better and more palatable. Such
improvement would include convertlng some of the presently
unreqgulated spaces into spaces in the parking bank, assuring that
those needs that meet a public purpose get prlorlty, and filling
the unfilled positions on the IPC. The goal is to complete the
regional plan to supercede the interim ordinance.

3. The C1ty Council should identify potentially useful measures
in the various proposals for additional study and later
implementation. These are components of the proposals that are
more complex, need careful discussion and analysis,and/or need to
tie down funding; however, they are seen as having good potential
for the long-run and for the regional plan. The City Council and
the Manager should put in place a careful process with businesses
and citizens to develop the details of those proposals. These
proposals should become part of the discussion within the
regional planning process as well, but would not be commitments

of the City unless and until fully worked out and adopted by the
City Council.
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Specific Measures for Each Action
Effective, non-controversial measures to adopt now -

1. Expanded mobility program, as outlined in the City Manager's
plan. The City has implemented the start of a commuter mobility
program. Though it has been lightly staffed, it has made
substantial contributions to the goals and to the business
community. Now the program should receive adequate staffing; work
toward utilizing computer ride-sharing; highlight successes
achieved by businesses in their programs; ensure credit to
businesses which adopt traffic mitigation measures such as T pass
subsidies or carpool preferential parking. In addition, it would
spur the work of in-city paratransit system, by continuing

support of shuttles being developed, and helping to coordinate
them for greater impact.

2. Bicycle and pedestrian program. Adopt proposals and utilize
the Bicycle Advisory Committee. In addition, focus the attention
of the City on the needs of pedestrians.

3. Control on use of official city visitor passes and
improvements in visitor parking pass program.

4. Promote local employment program for Cambridge residents.

5. Coordinate with the MBTA. Pressure the MBTA to improve public
transportation schedules and routes. For example, route busses
from Belmont through to Lechmere; synchronize Belmont, Arlington
and Huron bus schedules; connect routes at Harvard and Central
squares; improve coordination of schedules at transfer point.
Improve bus stop signage and review placement of bus stops.
Undertake survey of residents and commuters to better understand
barriers to use of the MBTA.

6. Regulate and enforce regulation of idling busses, trucks, and
taxis.

7. Implement appropriate transportation Management plans for new
developments.

8. Begin mobility program for municipal employees.

9. Develop and do an employer survey of employees' transportation
needs to get a better understanding of issues around devloping
effective and feasible employer trip reduction plans.

10. Promote clean fuels for vehicle fleets.

11. Develop a traffic policy. This policy will identify major
highways, city through streets, streets with schools, and

3



different types of residential streets. The city will then
establish appropriate speeds and volumes for these streets.

12. Increase off-street municipal fees for all-day parking.

Useful, but more controversial:

13. Progressive fee schedule for residential parking stickers.
Improve the interim ordinance

1. Convert some presently unregulated spaces into spaces in the

parking space bank. That is make them residential, metered, or no
parking.

2. Ensure that public policy priorities receive priority in
receiving spaces.

3. The City Managef to fill unfilled positions on the IPCC.
Work toward future implementation after feasibility study

1. For those unregulated spaces not dealt with in 1. above, work
toward appropriate resolution of these spaces.

2. Regional Cambridge through-trip reducticn program. Study
roadways at the borders of Cambridge to see if alternative routes
that do not increase VMTs can be encouraged.

3. Employer Trip Reduction Plans. Work with representatives of
the business community to assess different approaches. Utilizing
results of the employer surveys, develop employer trip reduction

approach that most meets the needs of the business community and
the clean air goals.

4. Zoning revisions. Work toward zoning revisions that join

together reductions in required parking with access to public
transportation.

5. Study and develop mechanisms for transferring parking spaces

and generally dealing with different parking needs when the
program is successful.

6. Evaluate the effectiveness, feasibility, and means of pricing

strategies for parking for a fee or other means of passing the
costs of driving along to the drivers.

7. In-city paratransit system. Drawing on the experience with
shuttles, work to develop a broader in-city system for residentsa
dn commuters, through planning, folowing up alternative financing
strategies for start-up, such as federal transportation or clean
fuel dollars, coordinating with the MBTA, working with the taxi
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industry.

8. Commuter public transportation. Get help from the State, our
legislators, etc. to get appropriate convenient public
transportation from the West and the North in the near future.
Work toward more long term public transportatlon, such as the
circumferential transit system.

9. Taxicab improvements. Work with the cab industry, residents,
and business people to make taxi fares oriented to increased
passengers, making higher fees for drivers and lower cost for
users. Evaluate taxi industry's potential role in the
paratransit.

10. Residential parking near MBTA stations. Work with residents
to assess the possibility of special residential zones in the
streets abutting subway stations.

11. Work with Alewife groups and others to assess need of
railroad station and/or expansion of Alewife garage.

lon
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Mayor
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May 13, 1992 '
To: The Honorable Members of the Ordinance committee

From: Councillor Alice Wolf, Chair

on April 14, this committee discussed an ordinance supmitted by
the City Manager regarding Cambridge's participation 1in the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) of the Clean Air Act. At that time, I
submitted to you a memorandum of suggested action.

Today, I am submitting an amended version of the recommendations,
including many suggestions of city Councillors and the public.
The City Manager will also submit an amended version of the
ordinance that reflects these comments.

In addition to the commitment to a regional approach, some of the
proad concerns that have been expressed are that we must:

Vcommit only to actions that we really can accomplish.

7
"Have some clear, quantifiable measures for progress.

/ ) .
Create an advisory structure for residents and buslness peoplef

4 3 o
v Get credit from the State for parking reductions achieved before

a statewide SIP and pass similar credits on to businesses.

V(ﬁave adequate resources to meet our commitments.
*{Address, in the long run, the issue of a cap on parking versus
complex vehicle trip reduction measures.

JtHave a real working plan with the State's DEP and the MBTA to
develop a regional response.

RECOMMENDATION After further discussion at this meetinq, the
memorandum and ordinance be reported out to the City qounc1l.
'Additional amendments would be made at the city councll level.
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Mayor
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SUGGESTED ACTION ON CAMBRIDGE RESPONSE TO CLEAN AIR ACT

Submitted to the Ordinance committee of the City council
May 13, 1992

Introduction

The City Council has the opportunity to recommend a plan to put
Cambridge in compliance with The Clean Air Act, as amended. Thls
plan would focus on reducing emissions from noving sources of
pollution, largely automobiles, and would become part of'the
Commonwealth's draft State Implementation Plan (SIP) . This draft
will provide a regional plan for reducing air pollution: it will

require extensive public hearings. The commonwealth is required
to submit a plan by November, 1993.

The City Council is committed to working cooperatively within the
city, with residents and the business community, and to induce
state agencies to work cooperatively with the city as well. It
has become clear that it will only be with eytensive, cooperatlve
work that a satisfactory permanent total plan will emerge. Thls
will require the development of a clear participaticn plan.

The City Council has had before it a plan submitted bY the City
Manager. It has a number of components. They are 1§rgely fgcussed
at reducing the number of vehicle miles travelled 1n the City.

In response to that plan, the city Council also has had testimony
and recommendations from citizens, businesses, and groups. The
City Council also received an extensive proposal from the
Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods.

The clearest points to come from the submissions and testimony SO

far are:
1. Residents and business people alike recognize the
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importance of cleaning up current levels of air pollution.

2. Residents and business people alike feel that there must
be a regional solution for the environmental clean-up.

3. Residents are unalterably opposed to the 4-zone solu?ion
for reducing VMTs generated by residents. In response, the City
council voted to delete the 4-zone plan.

4. Business people are unalterably opposed to stringent
mandatory regulations that reduce travel and parking options.
unless others in the region must comply with similar regulations.

In response, the City Council voted a resolution that commits
itself to a regional approach for such regulations.

5. The key to effective measures will be alternative forms
of transportation. Public transportation, shuttles, car-pooling,
highway improvements that give advantages to pooled
transportation will be necessary to make other measures
effective.

In response to the hearings, testimony, recommendations, and
correspondence, City Councillors have made additional
recommendations. These recommendations along with others have, to
the extent possible, been incorporated into this document.

These responses of the City Councillors and the public have shown
the strong commitment of all sectors of the community to work on
this difficult project in a collaborative manner as long as we
assure that Cambridge is not singled out for actions that are
really required at the regional level.

Recommendation on Procedure

In keeping with this understanding, I recommend to the City
Council that it proceed in the following manner:

I recommend that the City Council take three types of actions:

1. The City Council should adopt effective but non-controversial
parts of the City Manager's vehicle trip reduction ordinance or
of other proposals. These are actions that can readily be
implemented in the near future, will make some gains, or can
provide the base in information or funds for future actions.
These actions should be submitted to the Commonwealth as part of
the regional plan.

2. The city Council should improve the interim ordinance to make
its continued implementation better and more palatable. Such
improvement would include converting some of the presently
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unregulated spaces into spaces in the parking bank, assuring Fhat
those needs that meet a puklic purpose get priority, and filling
the unfilled positions on the IPC. The goal is to complete the
regional plan to supercede the interim ordinance.

3. The City Council should identify potentially useful measures
in the various proposals for additional study and later
implementation. These are components of the proposals that are
more complex, need careful discussion and analysis,and/or need to
tie down funding; however, they are seen as having good potential
for the long-run and for the regional plan.

The City Council and the Manager should put in place a careful
process with businesses and citizens to develop the details of
those proposals. These proposals should become part of the
discussion within the regional planning process as well, but
would not be commitments of the City unless and until fully
worked out and adopted by the City Council. -

In adopting this approach, the city must find a way to measure
progress. There must be a way to measure the impact of the
actions to be adopted immediately. In addition, there must be a
way to measure the manner in which individual companies are
contributing to this progress.

gSpecific Measures for Each Action
Effective, non-controversial measures to adopt now

1. Expanded mobility program, as outlined in the City Manageg's
plan. The City has implemented the start of a commuter mobillty
program. Though it has been lightly staffed, it has made
substantial contributions to the goals and to the business
community.

Now the program should receive adequate staffing; work toward
utilizing computer ride-sharing; highlight successes achieved by
businesses in their programs; ensure credit to businesses which
adopt traffic mitigation measures such as T pass subsidies or
carpool preferential parking. In addition, in order to spur the
work of in-city paratransit system, the programs must give
substantive help to newly proposed shuttles, and help to
coordinate them for greater impact.

The commuter mobility program should be a key part of developing
employer plans, as described in 9. of this section.

2. Bicycle and pedestrian program. Adopt proposals and gtilize
the Bicycle Advisory Committee. TO support the use of b}cyclesl
bicycles should be included in all infrastructure planning and

developers should be assisted in including plans for bicycles in
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new and remodeled development.

In addition, focus the attention of the City on the needs of
pedestrians -- organize a pedestrian campaign.

3. Control on use of official city visitor passes and
improvements in visitor parking pass program.

4. Promote local employment program for Cambridge residents.
Since this constitutes the second largest reduction of VMTs 1n
the City Manager's proposal, adequate resources and a strong plan
would have to be put together for this to be meaningful.

5. Coordinate with the MBTA. Pressure the MBTA to improve public
transportation schedules and routes. For example, route busses
from Belmont through to Lechmere; synchronize Belmont, Arlington
and Huron bus schedules; connect routes at Harvard and Ceptral
squares; improve coordination of schedules at transfer point.
Improve bus stop signage and review placement of bus stops.
Undertake survey of residents and commuters to better understand
barriers to use of the MBTA.

This will not work unless a major, high level commitrent is made
to implementing such measures.

6. Look at issues around regulating and enforcing regulation cf
idling busses, trucks, and taxis, which are major pollutants. Try
to come up with an enforcable plan. There is concern that it is
not possible to come up with something that is actually
enforcable. .

7. Implement appropriate transportation Management plans for new
developments.

8. Begin mobility program for municipal employees.

9. Develop and do an emplcyer survey of employees' transportgtion
needs to get a better understanding of issues around developing
effective and feasible employer trip reduction plans.

The planning must recognize the uniqueness of employers and their
differing needs. Some attention should be given to the cost of
current parking needs and alternatives that will help to lower
these costs for employers. Employers should be asked to )
participate in voluntary plans for vehicle trip reduction 1n
connection with the expanded commuter mobility program; these
plans should be studied to see if a future mandated trip
reduction plan is really feasible and likely to be effective.

10. Promote clean fuels for vehicle fleets.
11. Develop a pilot project in one neighborhood to learn how a
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traffic policy could be developed city-wide. This policy would
identify major highways, city through streets, streets with
schools, and different types of residential streets. The city
would then establish appropriate speedsin accordance with State
laws, and volumes for these streets.

12. Increase off-street municipal fees for ali-day parking.

Useful, but more controversial:

13. Progressive fee schedule for residential parking stickers.

Improve the interim ordinance and amend MOU

1. Convert some presently unregulated spaces into spaces in the
parking space bank. That is make them residential, metered, or no
parking.

2. Ensure that public policy priorities receive priority in
receiving spaces. :

3. The City Manager to fill unfilled positions on the IPCC.

4. Assure that provisions of this plan and of the MOA are
properly enforced.

5. Consider éreatinq a time limit on future permits issued
concurrent with other permits.

Work toward future implementation after feasibility study

A. Efforts for city agencies, working in cooperation with
residents and businesses.

1. For those unregulated spaces not dealt with in 1. above, work
toward appropriate resolution of these spaces.

2. Regional Cambridge through-trip reduction progran. SFudy
roadways at the borders of Cambridge to see if alternative routes
that do not increase VMTs can be encouraged.

3. Employer Trip Reduction Plans. Work with representatives cf
the business community to assess different approaches. Utiliz@ng
results of the employer surveys, develop employer trip reduction
approach that most meets the needs of the business community and
the clean air goals.

4. Zoning revisions. Work toward zoning revisions that join.
together reductions in required parking with access to public
transportation. Most likely density reductions will be necessary
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to achieve reduction in required parking; in this connec?ion, the
'zoning provision that excludes parking from the calculation of
FAR should be studied.

5. Study and develop mechanisms for trans?erring parking.spaces
and generally dealing with different parking needs when the
program is successful.

6. Evaluate the effectiveness, feasibility, and means of pricing
‘strategies for parking for a fee or other means of passing the
costs of driving along to the drivers. :

7. Taxicab improvements. Work with the cab industry, residents,
and business people to make taxi fares oriented to increased
passengers, making higher fees for drivers and lower cost for
users. Evaluate taxi industry's potential role in the
paratransit. Find ways to increase use of local cabs by local

people.

8. Residential parking near MBTA stations. Work with_residents to
assess the possibility of special residential zones 1n the
streets abutting subway stations.

B. Efforts for City agencies, residents apd.businesses.that can
only be accomplished if there is the specific cooperation of
State and Federal agencies.

1. In-city paratransit system. Drawing on the experience with
shuttles, work to develop a broader in-city system for're51dents
and commuters, through planning, following up alternative o
financing strategies for start-up, such as federal trangportgtlon
or clean fuel dollars, coordinating with the MBTA, working with
the taxi industry.

2. Commuter public transportation. Get help from the State, our
legislators, etc. to get appropriate convenient public
transportation from the West and the North in the near future.
Work toward more long term public transportation, such as the
circumferential transit system.

3. Work with Alewife groups and others to assess need of railroad
station and/or expansion of Alewife garage.

C. The Transportation Committee of the City Council should take a
major role in the para-transit system, taxi improvements, and
public transportation improvements.

D. The City, in conjunction with the DEP should give further
study to how stationary source reduction can be achieved.
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Honorable Cambridge City Council
Cambridge City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: Proposed SIP Ordinance

On behalf of Boston Properties, I would like to express our
appreciation for the opportunity that the Council has given to
members of the business community to express their opinions
regarding a proposed new SIP Ordinance, and for the action the
Council took on April 27 in passing a resolution that took those
views into consideration. We see this as consistent with the
balanced way in which the City has addressed such issues in the
past, and it reinforces our own long held view that Cambridge is
a terrific place for businesses to locate, operate and grow.

In regard to the specific issues at hand, we have seen the lzatter
previously submitted to you by the Clean Air Committee of the
Chamber of Commerce and are in agreement with many of the
positions expressed there. We have, however, some additional
comments, which we hope you will consider in the context of »ur
experience and situation as a developer in Cambridge.

Specifically, since starting our first building at Carbridge
Center in 1980, we have completed over 1.5 million square fest of
development and become the largest commercial landlord and s=zcond
largest taxpayer in Cambridge. Our objective for the future is
not only to retain tenants in our existing buildings in
Cambridge, but also to build additional buildings for expansion
of Cambridge companies and for firms that will be started in the
future or can be attracted from other parts of the Boston region.

From this perspective, we think transportation management plan
requirements for new development as part of a SIP can not be
categorized as a non-controversial measure. We ask that such
requirements not be immediately adopted, but be deferred until
they are further reviewed and assessed, for the following '
reasons:

Dear Councilors:

BOSTON PROPERTIES « 8 ARLINGTON STREET « BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02116-3495 « TEL. (617) 859-2600
BOSTON, MA « NEW YORK, NY « WASHINGTON, DC
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(1) As you know, it is extremely difficult to make new
development work under current conditions in the regional
economy and real estate markets. If you wish to see any
new development added to the City’s economy and tax kase,
traffic management plans should be carefully designed to
accommodate this, and at the very least should not
intentionally or by result discriminate against new
development.

(2) Any plan that is implemented should address the specific
expansion needs of existing businesses.

(3) Traffic management requirements might best be included as
part of zonlng and special permit procedures (as they
have been in the past) rather than added or duplicated in
separate SIP requirements.

(4) Most importantly, the amount of completed development in
the City is vastly larger than whatever relatively small
amount will be added in the years immediately ahead, and
there is relatively little to be gained by even the most
draconian measures focused on new development.

As it happens, tomorrow Boston Properties will be celebrating
"World Class Commuting Day" on the plaza at Cambridge Center for
the third year in a row, as part of National Transportation Week.
We have initiated centralized efforts at Cambridge Center in MBTA
pass distribution, car-pooling, commuter van access and the like,
and believe more widespread and enhanced efforts of this sort can
be implemented on a voluntary basis across the City as a whole.
This can do much to achieve clean air goals, and the very limited
opportunities for new development that will present themselves
during the coming years should be encouraged rather than stifled
by uniquely burdensome reguirements.

We look forward to continuing to work with the City on measures
to achieve the goals of the Clean Air Act while being careful to
avoid unnecessary obstacles to new development at this
particularly sensitive time, and to assure that no disadvantages
are established for businesses in Cambridge that would limit
their abilities to function and adversely affect the economy and
tax base of the City.

Very truly yours,

cec: Robert Healy
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mm Commonwectth of Massachusetts

2 Executive Office of Environmental Affairs

g Depariment of
D E P

Environmental Protecticn
Daniel S. Greenbaum -
Commissioner

July 3, 1991 | | L
Richard L. Taylor: Lo é,/l;
Metropolitan Plar
State Transportat
10 Park Plaza —_
Boston, MA 0211¢€ S7 {
Dear Chairman Tay W /f w

" As a followup to évh//j he Department of
Environmental Prc ; administrative
completeness revi as part of the
MPO-approved 'Mem :t  Traffic and Air
Quality Mitigatio __Harbor Tunnel
(CA/T) Project" a the Massachusetts
State Implementat 'ative completeness
review for Item 4 " from the othker
items of the MOU . of each existing

and proposed parking freeze. Hlstorlcally, parking freeze
programs have been developed separately for each area due tc
differences in types of parking and the vehicle miles travelled
(VMT) and air quality emissions generated by the parking supply.
To provide an update of the status of individual parking freeze
programs, DEP has received proposed SIP revisions for the East
Boston/Revere and South Boston freezes and has processed the
Logan Airport/East Boston Freeze as a SIP revision with EPA
approval pending. The City of Cambridge and the City of Boston
are in the process of evaluating their respective parking freeze
programs.

Item 4 of the MOU is presented in the MPO's submittal as a
measure which will have a positive impact on traffic volumes as
determined in a Sensitivity Analysis of the Final Supplementary
Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) for the CA/T project. DEP's
administrative completeness review consists of two parts: a
determination of whether the item of the MOU meets federal SIP
submittal requirements and whether it is consistent with air
quality goals in the SIP and suitable for a SIP revision.

Before DEP can process this item of the MOU as a SIP revision,

there is certain support-ng information which must be submitted.
‘The submittal must contain a clear definition of who/where the

measure is applicable to, the standards the affected party must
meet, dates by which the standards must be met, and specific

One Winter Street e  Boston, Massachusatts 02108 L FAX (617) 556-1049 e Telephone (617) 232-5500




ATTACHMENT 1

)

mm Commonwectth cf Massachusetts

Executive Office cf Environmental Affairs
' § Department of
D E P Environmental Protecticn

Daniel S. Greenbaum
Commissioner

July 3, 1991 L

Richard L. Taylor, Chairman
Metropolitan Planning Orcanization
State Transportation Building, Room 2150
10 Park Plaza

Boston, MA 02116

Dear Chairman Taylor:

" As a followup to my letter on April 29, 1991, the Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) has performed an administrative
completeness review of Item 4, Parking Freezes, as part of the

MPO-approved "“Memorandum of Understanding (MOU): Traffic and Air

Quality Mitigation For tre Central Artery/Third Harbor Tunnel
(CA/T) Project"™ as proposed as an amendment to the Massachusetts

State Implementation Plan (SIP). The administrative completeness
review for Item 4 has been performed separately from the other
items of the MOU due to the unique requirements of each existing
and proposed parking freeze. Historically, parking freeze
programs have been developed separately for each area due to
differences in types of parking and the vehicle miles travelled
(VMT) and air quality emissions generated by the parking supply.
To provide an update of the status of individual parking freesze
programs, DEP has received proposed SIP revisions for the East
Boston/Revere and South Boston freezes and has processed the
Logan Airport/East Boston Freeze as a SIP revision with EPA
approval pending. The City of Cambridge and the City of Boston
are in the process of evaluating their respective parking freeze
programs.

Item 4 of the MOU is presented in the MPO's submittal as a
measure which will have a positive impact on traffic volumes as
determined in a Sensitivity Analysis of the Final Supplementary
Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) for the CA/T project. DEP's
administrative completeness review consists of two parts: a
determination of whether the item of the MOU meets federal SIP
submittal requirements ard whether it is consistent with air
quality goals in the SIP and suitable for a SIP revision.

there is certain supporting information which must be submitted.
‘The submittal must contain a clear definition of who/where the
measure is applicable to, the standards the affected party must.
meet, dates by which the standards must be met, and specific

Before DEP can process this item of the MOU as a SIP revision,
One Winter Street e  Boston, Massachusatts 02108 . FAX (617) 556-1049 e Telephone (617) 232-5500




requirements of conduct. All of the criteria must be federally
enforceable as defined by EPA, which usually means codified by
state regulation. This is a departure from past practice where
some measures were incladed in the SIP in a narrative or tabular
form without a supporting requlation or enforceable program.

In evaluating each request for a SIP revision, DEP reviews the
submitted information in relation to the EPA completeness
checklist (a copy of which is enclosed). Where feasible and
practical, SIP submittals are codified by a state regulation and
adopted by DEP. This was the case in the instance of the parking
freezes adopted in East Boston and at Logan Airport in 1989.

Item 4 of the MOU applies to parking freezes in Downtown Boston,
Cambridge, South Boston and East Boston/Revere. DEP has reviewed
this item in light of existing parking freeze regulations and
commitments. In short, the MOU requires that: each freeze area
shall have a firm numerical limit on the total number of parking
spaces in the geographical area in which the freeze applies;
freeze limits shall be calculated to ensure attainment of lavels-
of-service and air quality objectives; the Boston MPO shall
submit language on the permitting of parking facilities with each
parklng freeze submission to DEP (this language shall be included
in a plan submitted to <he Governor); the parties to the MOU
shall take all necessarv steps to ensure submission and adoption
of all parking freezes which shall apply to all off-street
parking spaces and address exempt employee spaces.

DEP's administrative completeness review for Item 4 of the Mou

consisted of rev1ew1ng the item in terms of the "SIP Completeness

Criteria" listed in the attached "SIP Submittal Completeness
Checklist". In summary. the review indicates the need for
supporting documentation in each of the following areas:
Applicability, Effect of Change, Standards of Conduct, Record
Keeping, Test Methods, Exemptlons (if applicable), Economlc
Impacts and Variances (if applicable) (see the attached SIP
Submittal Completeness Checklist).

In addition to the docunentation needed for the areas mentioned
above, there is certain key information DEP needs to process a
parking freeze regulation. For each individual freeze area
mentioned in the MOU, the MPO should submit the following: the
geographic boundarles of the freeze areas not already defined;
numerical parking space limits (see the attached matrix for DEP's
best judgement of current freeze numbers) and the types of
parking spaces controlled (i.e. commercial, employee, mixed-use,
off-street, on-street, etc.); technical snpport information which
demonstrates that the parking freezes will lead to decreases in
vehicle miles travelled (VMT) and air quallty emlsSLOns, or at a
minimum, limits in the growth of VMT and air quallty emissions
and a demonstration that controlling parking in the specific
areas will not cause VMT to be relocated to other parts in the
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region to comply with Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. t is
important to note that the Sensitivity Analysis in the FSEIR is
not sufficiently comprehensive to support to this item of the MOU
as proposed as a SIP revision.

I look forward to receiving from you the information identified
above so that DEP can move forward as quickly as possible to
schedule a public hearing on this item of the proposed SIP
revision. My staff ané¢ I would be happy to provide further
guidance to you if you have any questions about this letter or
the SIP revision process.

Szncerely,

/" 62,2 -4, L A (/{,Lt

Barbara Kwetz, Dlrectpr
Division of Air Quality Control

l

attachments

cc. Tom Powers, DEP
Doug McGarrah, DPW
Steve Burrington, CLF
Steve Lipman, DEP
Tom McShane, EOEA
Wendy Jacobs




PARKING FREEZE NUMERICAL LIMITS: PARKING FREEZES AT EXISTING.
LEVELS WITH A 20% GROWTH INCREMENTS ALLOWED FOR SOUTH BOSTON AND
EAST BOSTON II/REVERE

Freeze Region # of spaces in 2010

e ——— =

Boston Proper 68,464

Industrial South 15,960 (13,300 + 20%)

Boston

Cambridge 51,830

Logan Airport 19,315 (commercial and
employee)

East Boston I 6,487 (rental and park 'n fly

East Boston II/ ? + 20% + 1000 Logan Remote

Revere employee parking

w

Total = 163,056 + E.Boston II/

Revere
* Sources for freeze numbers:
Boston Proper: CA/T FSEIR Sensitivity Analysis
Industrial South Boston: South Boston Proposed Amendnent to
the TESIP .
Cambridge: Current Inventory
Logan Airport: ' » 310 CMR 7.30(3) Parking Space
Inventory

East Boston I: East Boston Parking Facility
: Inventory as certified by DZP

East Boston II/Revere: East Boston/Revere Proposed
Amendment to the TESIP




SIP SUBMITTAL COMPLETENESS CHECKLIST

SIP # TBA CMR REF: 310 CMR 7.3X
TITLE: Memorandum of Understanding: Traffic and Air Quality

Mitigation for the Central Arterv/Third Harbor Tunnel
Project (CA/T), Item 4 - Parking Freezes -

APPLICANT: Boston MPO

COMPLETENESS REVIEW

[R] to be included in regqulation
[(B] to be included in background document

Applicability (who/where) The CA/T Memorandum of Understanding

[(B]1[R] (MOU) Item 4., Parking Freezes, applies
: to parking spaces in East Boston/Revere,
South Boston, Downtown Boston and
Cambridge. Specific freeze area
boundaries should be defined
geographically.

Standards/Terms [B][R] Each freeze area shall have z firm
numerical limit on the total number of
parking spaces in the geograrhical area
in which the freeze applies; Freeze
limits shall be calculated tc ensure
attainment of levels-of-service and air
quality objectives; With each freeze
submission to DEP, the Boston MPO shall
subnmit language on the permitting of
parking facilities where such language
has been included in a plan submitted to
the Governor; The parties to the MOU
shall take all necessary steps to ensure
submission and adoption of all parking
freezes; Freezes shall apply to all off-
street parking spaces and address exempt
employee spaces.

Effect of Change The MOU references the Sensitivity
(Emissions reductions, AQ Analysis contained in the transportation
impact criteria and appendix of the FSEIR and estimates that

SIP COMPLETENESS CRITERIA COMMENTS ON SUBMITTAL
\

and non-criteria [B] full parking freezes for Cambridge (the
~ sensitivity analysis for Cambridge only
covers that part of Cambridge encom-
passed by the CA/T study area) and




Standards of Conduct (how
standards will be met and
and managed [B][R]

Incorporation of Reference
Transfer Efficiency

Compliance Period (length of
compliance averaging time)

(BI(R]
Record Keeping [B][R]

Test Methods (how compliance
‘will be determined) [B][R]

Exemptions (size of exempt
source)

Variances (how triggered and
managed) [B][R]

ADDITIONAL STATE CRITERIA

Economic Impacts (small

Boston would lower regional trip ends by

135,000 (this estimate should be
documented and full parking freeze
should be further defined, i.e. How many
and what types of spaces should be
frozen?). This reduction of regional
trip ends should be coaverted into
reductions in VMT and air quality
emissions (both NMHC and CO).

Additional estimates of VMT and air
quality emission reductions should be
similiarly presented for the East
Boston/Revere and South Boston Parking
Freezes as well as the remainder of
Cambridge. In addition to estimates of
VMT and air quality emission reductions,
the proposal should include a
demonstration that the numerical parking
space limits will be consistent with
acceptable Levels-of-service and air
quality objectives and that the
implementation of the parking freezes
will not have the effect of relocating
VMT to other areas in the region.

- The MOU designates certain steps to be

taken and responsibilities to the
parties to the MOU. The submittal does
not address how the standards will be
met.

Not applicable to this SIP

Not applicable ‘to this SIP

Not in submittal but assumed
instantaneous

Not in submittal

Not in submittal

Not in submittal

Not in submittal

COMMENTS ON SUBMITTAL

Not in submittal




Business, Cities, Towns) [B]

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

o Background and support material require
submittal are absent from the submittal

o Regulation designation: 310 CMR 7.35.

d for public hearings and SIP
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

CONSERVATION LAW FOUNDATION OF

NEW ENGLAND, INC.; CHARLES RIVER
WATERSHED ASSOCIATION; MASSACHUSETTS
AUDUBON SOCIETY; CAMBRIDGE CITIZENS
FOR LIVEABLE NEIGHBORIOODS;

FRANCIS W. HATCH; WILLIAM BOSSERT;
JAMES A. FAY; ROBERT L. FRENCH;

MRS. THOMAS B. GANNETT; MICHAEL B.
MOSKOW; KATHARINE PRESTON; JONATHAN M.
_SACHS; FRANCIS SARGENT; GEORGE T. SHAW;
JAMES W. STOREY; JOHN M. TEAL; and
THOMAS L. WINSHIP,

Plaintiffs,
VERSUS

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION; THOMAS
D. LARSON, in his official capacity as
ADMINISTRATOR OF THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION; DONALD E. HAMMER,

in his official capacity as DIVISION
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE MASSACHUSETTS
‘DIVISION OF THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY .

~ ADMINISTRATION; WILLIAM F. WELD, in

his official capacity as GOVERNOR OF
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS;
RICHARD L. TAYLOR, in his official
capacity as MASSACHUSETTS SECRETARY OF
TRANSPORTATION AND CONSTRUCTION;
MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
WORKS; and JAMES J. KERASIOTES, in his
official capacity as MASSACHUSETTS
COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC WORKS,

Defendants.
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Civil Action
No. 91-12222-K

§ELEQLATION AND JOINT MOTION FOR STAY OF PROCEEDINGS

1. WHEREAS, the plaintiffs commenced this action on August

21, 1991, seeking relief under the Clean Air Act, Administrative

4 (f) of the Department of Transportation Act; and

2. WHEREAS, the plaintiffs and federal defendants

Procedure Act, National Environmental Policy Act, and Section |
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subsequently filed mozions for summary judgment, the parties
filed-their respective oppositions thereto, and the Court
scheduled a trial on liability on March 13, 1992; and

3. WHEREAS, the plaintiffs allege that the federal
defendants have unlawfully failed to adopt in their Record of
Decision for the Central Artery/Third Harbor Tunnel Project
mitigation measures n2cessary to minimize or avoid adverse
impacts on traffic volumes and air quality, and have unlawfully
failed to minimize th=2 use of and harm to parks; and

4. WHEREAS, th= defendants do not admit their liability
herein, but intend to comply with the requirements of federal and

state law as they apply to mitigation for the Central

Artery/Tunnel Project and to implementationrof commitments in the
_.Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Report ("Final
SEIS/R"), and the state defendants intend to implement mitigation

measures necessary to avoid or minimize impacts on traffic

volumes, air quality, and parks, and specifically to comply with
requirements in the Cértificate of the Secretary of
Environmental Affairs on the Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (January 2, 1991); in the Department of
Environmental Protection ("DEP") Conditional Acceptance of

Preconstruction Certification of the Central Artery/Third Harbor

' Tunnel Project (July 3, 1991) (with the modifications thereof

which the state defendants intend to submit to DEP)} and in the
following DEP Air Pollution Control Reqgulations: 310 CMR 7.36 -

Transit System Improvaments (1991), 310 CMR 7.37 - High Occupancy
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Véhicle Lanes (1991), and 310 CMR 7.38 - Certification of Tunnel
Ventilation Systems (1991); and

5. WHEREAS, since the commencement of this action, the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
("ISTEA") has been enacted into law, declaring it to be "the
policy of the United States to develop a National Intermodal
Transportation System that is economically efficient and
environmentally sound, provides the fouadation for the Nation to
compete in the global economy, and will move people and goods in
an energy efficient manner," and providing that that system
"shall include significant improvements in public
'~ transportation"; and

6. WHEREAS, the enactment of ISTEA, together with certain
:developments in state air:quality law that have occurred since
-the commencement of this action, could help ensure that
mitigation commitments in the Final SEIS/R for the projeét will
be fully implemented; and

7. WHEREAS, the plaintiffs and defendants mutually intend
'~ to cooperate with one another and with'other interested parties
both in resolvipg concerns about implementation of commitmeﬁts
for the Central Artery/Tunnel Project, and in broader regional
transportation planning; and

8. WHEREAS, the parties consider it desirable for the

concerns and disputes that have prompted this action to be

addressed through means other than litigation, and recognize that

certain ‘opportunities exist for resolving those concerns and
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disputes and could obviate the need for a trial or hearing on
dispositive motions harein;

IT IS NOW STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the
plaintiffs and defendants that:

9. The state defendants will proceed with the reform of
existing controls on parking supply in the folléwing manner. By
June 30, 1992, the state defendants will provide DEP with the
additional information necessary to process a revision to the
Massachusetts State Implementation Plan for Ozone and Carbon
Monoxide ("siP") with a regulation for the management of parking
supply in accordance with the pending proposals of the |
Métropolitan Planning Organization. The state defendants and
plaintiffs agree to confer with DEP for the purpose of
-establishing a schedule for the processing and submission to the
U.s. Environmenfal Protection Agency ("EPA") of a proposed SIP
amendment with a requlation for the management of parking supply
based on the outcome of the DEP regulatory process for the
pending proposals. The state defendants and plaintiffs agree to
advise the Court within 14 days from the date of this stipulation
of the schedule for processing and submission of the proposed SIP
amendment, and the state defendants will then use good faith in
adhering to said schedule. Nothing in this paragraph shall be
construed as abridging full and open public discussion and
hearings on any propcsed regulation or SIP amendment.

10. The state defendants will complete their evaluation of

recommended alternative designs for the Charles River crossing
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within six months fron the date of this stipulation, and will
take no action during that period that would materially prejudice
the adoption or implementation of any of the alternatives under
consideration by the Bridge Design Review Committee, now known as
"-CIP 3.1," "CIP 5.3" and "CIP 8.1.D."

11. On the basis of this stipulation, the parties hereby
request the Court to stay this case in its entirety until EPA has
approved the following as amendments to the SIP, and any
proceeding for judicial review of EPA's action and any EPA
action on remand following any such proceeding has been
completed:

(1) 310 CMR 7.36 - Transit System Improvements, and
310 CMR 7.37. - High_Occubancy Vehicle Lanes;
(2) 310 CMR 7.38 - Certification of Tunnel Ventilation
‘Systems; and
(3) Regula%*ion with parking supply controls submitted
in accordance with paragraph 9 of this
stipulation.
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed as abridging EPA's
exercise of its regulatory responsibilities.

12. The parties agree that the Court should lift the stay
upon motion by any party only in the event of noncompliance with
the terms of this stipulation or a substantial violation by any
of the state defendants, occurring-after the date of this
stipulation, of a requirement of federal or state law perfaining

to mitigation for the Central Artery/Tunnel Project or to
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implementation of commitments in the Final SEIS/R, including any
requirement in the Certificate of the Secretary of Environmental
Affairs on the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
(January 2, 1991); in the Department of Environmental Protection
Conditional Acceptance of Preconstruction Certification of the
Central Artery/Third Harbor Tunnel Project (July 8, 1991) (with
the modifications thereof which the state defendants intend to
submit to DEP); and in the following DEP Air Pollution Control
Regulations: 310 CMR 7.36 - Transit System Improvements (1991),
310 CMR 7.37 - High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes (1991), and 310 CMR
7.38 - Certification of Tunnel Ventilation Systems (1991).

13. On the basis of this stipulation, the parties further
‘request that, upon.final EPA approval of all three SIP amendments
-referred to in paragraph 11, the Court dismiss-counts 1-16 and 19
of plaintiffs' complaint, and that, upon the defeﬁdants' édoption
of-a design for the Charles River crossing which is substantially
equivalent to CIP 8.1.D or otherwise satisfactory to the
plaintiffs, the Court di;miss counts 17 and 18 of plaintififs’
complaint. The plaintiffs agree that, in the event that the
Court dismisse; counts of the plaintiffs' complaint as
contemplated by this paragraph, they shall not appeal that
dismissal and that dismissal would have the same effect on the
same claiﬁs brought against the defendants in another action as
on the claims in this action.

14. At the end of each calendar quarter, the state

“defendants will provide counsel for the plaintiffs a written
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summary of actions taken to fulfill mitigation commitments and
requirements cited heréin, and in that summary will identify and
state the reasons for any failure to fulfill any such mitigation
commitment or requirement.

15. The parties have entered into this stipulation to
facilitate an extrajudicial resolution of the dispute giving rise
to this action, and agree that no party should be prejudiced in
any way as’'a result of entering into this stipulation, either on
a theory of admission, estoppel, waiver or otherwise, should a
trial on the merits cr a hearing on a dispositive motion take
place.

Respectfﬁlly submitted,

CONSERVATION LAW FOUNDATION,
et al.,

. S ] Crengs.

Douglas I. Foy (BBO 1769CO0)
Stephen H. Burrington (BBO 556354)
Conservation Law Foundation

3 Joy Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02108-1497
(617) 742-2540

Counsel for Plaintiffs

SCOTT HARSHBARGER
Attorney General
- Commonwealth of Massachusetts

By: L\JﬁKZ:ek_u-Sii~gzlgz-;/

William L. Pardee

Assistant Attorney General
Government Bureau, Room 2019
One Ashburton Place

Boston, Massachusetts 02108
(617) 727-2200

Counsel for State Defendants




Dated:

By:

By:

March 12, 1992

WAYNE A. BUDD
United States Attorney

Jugith S. Yogman
iate U.S. Attorney
District of Massachusetts
1107 J.W. McCormack P.O.

and Courthouse
Boston, Massachusetts 02109
(617) 223-9419

BARRY M. HARTMAN
Acting Assistant Attorney General

Banadn, )\ Npoh (M\

Beverly Sh&}man Nash
Attorney
General Litigation Section

"Environment and Natural Resources

Division
U.S. Department of Justice
P.0. Box 663 7
Washington, D.C. 20044-0663
(202) 272-6867

Counsel for Federal Defendants



ATTACHMENT 3

Ccnservation Law Foundation

3 Joy Street
Boston, Massachusetts
02108-1497

(617) 7422540

Fax: (617) 523-8019
ac 617 March 26, 1992

By Hand

The Honorable Robert E. Keeton

United States District Judge

J.W. McCormack Post Office and Courthouse
Post Office Square

Boston, Massachusetts 02109

Re: Conservation Law Foundation, et al. v. Federal Highway
Administration, et al., Civil Action No. 91-12222-K

. Dear Judge Keeton:

On behalf of th2 plaintiffs and state defendants, I am
:writing pursuant to paragraph 9 of the Stipulation and Joint
“Motion for Stay of Proceedings filed on March 12, 1992, to advise
the Court of the state defendants' schedule for processing and
.submission to the U.S5. Environmental Protection Agency cof a
proposed amendment t> the state implementation plan with a
regulation for the management of parking supply. The schedule is
set out in the attached copy of a letter from Thomas B. Powers,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, tc Robert
Baum, Massachusetts Executive Office of Transportation and
Construction, and myself.

Very truly yours,

% A %ér/ﬁrg/’éo

Stephen H. Burrington
Counsel for the Plaintiffs

Enclosure

cc (with enclosure): Judith S. Yogman; Esqg.
Beverly Sherman Nash, Esq.
‘William L. Pardee, Esq.

Vermont Office: 21 East Stat2 Street, Suite 301, Montpelier, Vermont, 05602-2152 e (802) 223-5992

Maine Office: 60 Ocean Street, Rockland, Maine 04841 e (207) 594-8107
Printed on Recycled Paper
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commonwearh of Massachusetts
Executive Office of Environmentatl Affeirs

e | Dopariment of .
Q242N Environmental Protection

Wililam F. Weld
Gaovernor

Danlel 8. Grnnbium
Commissoner

March 26, 19%2 -

Robert Baun, Undersecreatary
Executive Office of Transportation
and Construction

10 Park Plaza

Boston, MA 02116

Stephen Burrington, Esquire
Conservation Law Foundation
3 Joy Street

Boston, MA 02108
.Dear Messrs. Baum and Burrington:

I have spoken with each of you about the provision in your
recent court settlement agreement which provides that the parties
will confer with DEP to provide an appropriate schecdule for our
review and processing of the presently pending MPO proposals
regarding parking supp.y management. My best estimate of the time
required is set forth in the schedule below. However, I would
stress that this schedule assumes that there is not a need for
further analyses ox iaformation once we receive and review the
information due to us by June 30, 1992, given the complex issues
involved. I would also stress that the federal Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990, ard subsequent U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency regulations, place enormous demands on state air prcgrans
- over the next twelve months., We will do our best to meet the
schedule set out below, but you should recognize that federal
demands beyond our control may make that impossible. Although DEP
is not a party to your court proceeding, if it appears that the

agency will be unable to meet a milestone date, I will contact each
of you.

SCHEDULE
June 30, 1992 EOTC  completes  submittal of required
information
Sept. 15, 1992 DEP provides EPA its required advance rotice

of SIP change

- One Winter Strest . o  Boston, Massschusetts 02108 e  FAX (817) 556-1048 ¢ Talephona (817) 292-5500
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Oct.

Oct.
Nov.

Nov.

1, 1992

15, 1992
16-20, 1992
30, 1992

February 1, 1993

1D:CEP BOSTON TEL MC:517 535 1042 #3321 POZ

DEP provides advance notice to agencies
reguired by Executive Order # 145

Puklication of notice of public hearings
Pubklic Hearings

Clcse of written comment period

Subkmission of final regulation to

Massachusetts Secretary of State for
prcemulgation

I must make it clear, as I believe each of you understand,
that nothing in this estimated schedule should be taken as intended
to constrain the substantial public debate that may accompany these
proposed regulations or to abridge the open, public and indeperndent
hearing process we are required to adhere to.

Meeting this schedule will require preparatory work to cccur

this spring prior to the June 30 deadline and clese coordination
‘batween our agencies. I look forward to working with both of you
in our efforts to improve the Commonwealth’s air quality.

TBP/ag

cc:

Very truly yours,

e B Lo

Thomés B. Powers
Deputy Commissioner

Commissioner Greenbaum

Barbara Kwetz
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CAMBRIDGE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

The Honorable Cambridge City Council

City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue _

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139 June 1, 1992

Dear Councillors:

The Clean Air Committee of the Cambridge Chamber of Commerce
would like to again express its appreciation to the Cambridge
City Council and to its Committee on Ordinances, chaired by
" Councillor Alice Wolf, for the opportunity to provide public
comment during the several hearlngs before the Ordinance
Committee and again this evenlng, on the ordinances which are
being considered for revision of the State Implementation Plan
(SIP).

We support most of the concepts set forth in Councillor
Wolf’s memorandum to the Ordinance Committee dated May 13, 1992,
as positive steps towarc our collective goals of cleaner air,
reduced traffic, and more efficient use of our energy resources.
In our previous letter to the Council dated April 23, 1992, we
expressed general support to the three -tiered approach belng
followed by the Council. We also appreciate the order passed by
the Council at its April 27th, 1992 meeting which: a) responded
to concerns expressed by residents, business, and institutional
representatives, b) resolved to consider in a deliberative
manner, options availabZe for reducing vehicle miles travelled
and, c) supported a regional approach to implementing provisions
of the Clean Air Act amendments of 1990. The ordinances which
are before you for consideration are clearly pointed in the right
direction.

The Clean Air Committee of the Chamber is composed of
representatives of large and medium sized businesses,
institutions, property owners and developers, all of whom would
be impacted by the proposed ordinances. These representatives
have committed the time necessary to follow the complicated steps
in developing these ordinances. The Committee includes members
who served as business and institutional representatives on the
City Manager’s Working Committee on the SIP, which examined a
variety of options available for encouraging changes in travel
behavior by all sectors of the Cambridge Community.

859 MASSACHUSETTS AVE. CAMBRIDGE, MA 02139 (617) 876-4100




The Honorable Cambridge City Council ' June 1, 1992

Page 2

After reviewing the most recent drafts of the proposed
ordinances which were made available on May 13th, 1992, the Clean
Air Committee met to consolidate comments from 1ts
constituencies.

Attached are copies of the City’s draft of May 13th, 1992 on
which we have indicated some suggested language changes, by
lining through language to be deleted and by highlighting new
language with shading.

The language changes suggested for the Interim Ordinance are
minor and should be self explanatory.

The changes proposed for the Vehicle Trip Reduction
Ordinance are, in summary:

1. recommendation for conversion of busses and taxi fleets
to clean fuels.

2. clarification of the initial survey of commuting
characteristics of Selected Employers.

3. establishment of a Steering Committee of Selected
Employers for tke purpose of facilitating participation
and cooperation in designing the survey, reviewing the
results, and designing any citywide employer based
vehicle trip reduction program.

4. clarification of the Automobile Efficiency Rate (AER) and

' flexibility as to the use of the data obtained from
surveys in developing an appropriate citywide and
regional progran.

In addition to the suggested language changes indicated on
the attached drafts, we have several further general comments:

a) The terms Commor.wealth and Region are used inconsistently
and the documents should be reviewed to determine the
appropriate term for each use.

b) Members of our committee found the use of the various
AER modifiers confusing, such as: AER, Base AER, baseline
AER (small "b"), AER Goal, Citywide AER, City’s AER.
Perhaps the use of these various terms can be clarified
further in the definition section of the ordinance.



The Honorable Cambridge City Council June 1, 1992
Page 3

c) In forwarding the material to the State and Federal
agencies for further review, the City should make clear
that any citywide or regional employer based vehicle trip
reduction ordinance should apply to all governmental
agencies with operations within Cambridge (such as
County, State, and Federal departments), not merely to
City agencies.

Representatives of the Clean Air Committee are ready to meet
with representatives of the City during the next few days to
discuss and to clarify any of the suggested changes.

Thank you for this further opportunity to present our
comments on this complex issue. As stated earlier, we strongly
endorse the need for a regional solution to air pollution. Every
business, institution, neighborhood, and community in the region
must work together to improve the quality of our environment. We
extend our continuing support and commitment to this end.

Sincerely,

Cambridge Chamber of Commerce
Clean Air Committee

Karl P ,fagan:)é//#

Karl P. Fagans, Chairman

c.c. Robert W. Healy, City Manager
John E. Flynn, Deputy City Clerk
Wendy B. Jacobs, Esquire -Foley, Hoag & Eliot
Donald A. Drisdell, Esquire -Deputy City Solicitor
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AMENDMENT TO MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AND THE CITY OF CAMBRIDGE (DATED AUGUST 15, 1990)
WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge (City) and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) (collectively, the
"parties") have agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the
State Implementatlon Plan (SIP) under the Clean Air Act 42 U.s.C.
§ 7401 et 8eq., regarding the measures to be taken by the city
'toward attainment and naintenance of the National Primary Ambient
- Air Qualiﬁy Standérdsinecessary to protect publie health in the
Commonwealth; and
WHEREAS, the city and DEP as part of a settlement of a legal
dispute pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze in Cambridge, ertered into a Memorandum of Agreement (ﬁOA)
on August 15, 1990 witrout waiving any rights or clainms relative
to said legal ‘dispute; and .
WHEREAS, the MOA and the Interinm Ordinance enacted by the
City to implement the MoaA require the City Manager to present to
the City Council a proposal for, together with a form of
ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment of the SIP that
includes a program of transportation control measures directed
toward attainment and maintenance of the National Primary Ambient
Air Quality Standards to protect public health in the

Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, upon execution of the original MOA, the parties

expected the SIP amendment process to takd’ apﬁggﬁiﬁétely one

year; and | 61 s Ggf”“:ér

i1

[




WHEREAS, Congress amended the Clean Air Act in Novemberl
1990; and

WHEREAS, the parties expect the SIP amendment process could
take another year or mcre; and
# - WHEREAS, the City has been implementing the MOA; and

WHEREA8, pursuant to the MOA and the Interim Ordinance
enacﬁed by the City to implement the MOA, the City Manager has
presented the City Council a proposal fOr( together with a form

of q;dinapce_concerninq, a proposed amendment of the SIP that

'ihcludes a progrém of transportation control measures directed

toward attainment and maintenance of the National Prlmary Ambient

Air Quality Standards to protect public health in the

Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, said proposal and form of Ordinance have undergone
feview, revision, and adoptién by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City agrees to continue to implement the terms
of the MOA, as amended aereby, until a SIP amendment is approved,
said péfiod to be known as the_"interim period."

NOW, THEREFORE, th2 MOA shall be amended as follows.

A new paragraph A.l4.A. shall be added as follows:

14.A. In addition t3 the permits authorized by paragraph 13,
the City may, during the interim period, issue Controlled Parking
Facility Permits (CPFP) for 50% of the number of currently
unrestricted on-street parking spaces which the City henceforth
subjects to restrictions as set forth in this section and which

unrestricted spaces are located in a non-residential zone or in a

-vzo-



;asidentialhzone within five hundred feet by public or private

.. way of an MBTA bus line or subway étbp. The total number of

'r:additional.spaces for which the Ipce may issue permits under thig

1:,paragraph shall not exceed 1,100, Restrictions shall be designed

B to discourage or prohlbit use. of such spaces by commuters and

‘Tshall include without limitation the following types of

”'restrlctlons. an absolute prohibition against parking,

*lnstallatlon of parklng meters,. 1mp031tion of other time

.restrlctlons, and/or restrlctlon for use by residents with

es;dent parking permits. The IPCC shall not lssue any CPFP

based on such restrlctions, untxl thlrty days after the City has

'submltted to the DEP a wrltten 1nventory 1dent1fy1ng the location

of each such space and the nature of the parklng restriction

lmposed . .

A new paragraph A 14. B. shall be added as follows:
14'B'

S

Each CPFP issued after the date hereof shall be for a
?i,specifled term.

The terms of this Amendment to the MOA become

signing by all parties.

effective upon

Dye .

-

e Datéd Robert W. Healy ’
i Clty Manager
dzﬁ/ =
. D3ted / Daniel S. Gréenbaun

Commissioner, DEP
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CAMBRIDGE CHRONICLE

THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1992

for Real Estate
Advertising

information, call
Kay Forte
628-6200

Cambridge Chronicle
Somerville Journal
Watertown Press
Medford Citizen

ELLEN BROCKMAN
of Cambridge was recently appointed
vice president of Hunneman & Compa-
ny-Coldwell Banker. A sales associate
in the Cambridge Office, Brockman
has consistently been a top producer
and continues to provide a high level
of real estate services to a growing Iisl

GAIL ROBERTS
a realtor with Hunneman & Co.-Cold-
well Banker, was recently named
“Realtor of the Year” in the Cambridge
Council of the Greater Boston Real
Estate Board. Roberts was chosen for
her involvement in Realtor organiza-
tions, commitment to community ser-

of Brockman
homes sales in Cambridge o
Somerville:

GAIL ROBERTS
of the Cambridge Office of Hunneman
and Company-Coldwell Banker was
recently named the "Number 1 Sales
Associate in the Company” for 1991

vice, and p

Five sales associates at the Cam
bridge office of Hunneman and Com-
pany-Coldwell Banker — Cecilia Peck,
Maureen Ahern, Alton Van Wie, Patty
Michaels, and Gary Vrotsos (— wore
horored recently as members of the
company’s President's Club, which
includes employees involved in 10 or
more residential sales in 1991

We Give Away Our
Commission!!

To sell your house faster
and it doesn't cost you a thing

Charles Associates

Real Estate Sales
2067 Mass. Ave. Cambridge, MA 617-661-4064

0f Real Estate
PUBLIC AUCTION

NOTICE OF CONTINUATION
SCHEDULED DATE: WED., MAY 27, 1992
6 UNIT APARTMENT BUILDING
180-182 Third Street, Cambridge, MA
New Date: Friday, June 26, 1992 at 11:00 a.m.
1st level contains 1 unit with 6 rms, 3 bdrms, 1 bath, and 1,182 sq ft of
| ‘GLA. 2nd level has 2 units with 5 rms, 3 bdrms, 1 bath and 1,056 sq ft of
| GLA in each unit. 3rd level has 3 units, 2 with 5 rms, 2 bdrms, 1 bath, and
| 656 sq ft of GLA in each unit, and 1 unit contains 3 rms, 1 bdrms, 1 bath
| and 600 sq ft of GLA. Neighborhood is bounded by O'Brien Hwy, First,
| Fulkerson, and Rogers Street. Middlesex South District Registry of Deeds,

| Book #19156, Page 20 Ref. #RM-247
TERMS OF SALE: A deposit of $10,000.00 must be presented in cash,
| certified check, bank treasurer's check or bank cashiers check at the time
: and place of sale. Balance due within 30 days. Other terms may be
announced at the sale. Howard A. Renynolds, Esq., Anurney for the
| Mortgagee. Ronald V. Maynard, Auctioneer, CAI

For more information call

(508) 649-4280
FAX 649-4396

MA Lic #112
NH Lic #2340

CAMBRIDGE, MA

The Prudential Le Vaux Properties negotiated
and just closed on the sale of 167 Pemberton
Street in Cambridge for $775,000.

Bonny Lamb of their Commercial Division represented
the Seller, Avon Glass, maker of glass artworks, and the
Buyers, Martha Schwartz and Peter Walker, landscape
architects, from San Francisco.

You can reach Bonny Lamb at

(617) 547-5668

171 Huron Avenue
Cambridge

Recently Listed
25 Kelly Road

# Gracious Queen Anne
Victorian Condo
Sparkling Top Floor

Two Bedrooms

New Kitchen & Bath
Recently Painted Exterior
Asking $159,000

Shown by appointment

Le Vaux Properties

864-8566

171 Huron Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02138 '

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE
AT PUBLIC AUCTION
HARVARD SQ. CAMBRIDGE, MASS.
VALUABLE FIRST CLASS OFFICE/RETAIL BUILDING
6 STORY APPROX. 100,000 S.F., BUILT 1991
location cor. Brattle & Mt. Auburn St.

Local Real Estate $old
These real estate transactions are selected from copyrighted
material that previously appeared in the Banker & Tradesman.
They are reprinted with permission from the publisher: Warren
Publishing Corporation, 210 South St., Boston, MA 02111.

CAMBRIDGE Worgan, Francis J etal;
BUENAVISTAPK 2527 §200,000 ERVILLE
Souza, Ronald K 1o~ BROWNING RD 56 $161500
Leahy. Jossica G; : Driscol, Alce Ao
CANAL PARK & 20000 Finoman, Vel F etal
UNIT 50511 DAN $191,000
Bamside Rlty Com (0 Wit il 810
Carrol, Jane C et ux; Anmed, Shafiqu
DMAN RD 2- $205000  MORELANDST 87 . $103000
Shelley, Dorothy to
el Dana, Melanie K ot
gﬂ:?m yueteas OLIVER'ST 54. $130000
URON AVE 420, $263000  George Brothers Incto
M onon Boaid Gt aio Ma, YeuQietux;
Webber, Thomas P etal; WATERTOWN
MEDFORD COMMON ST 256 5218000
ARLINGTON ST 42... ... $134000  Horkan, Pairck C et ux o
Lewis, Dawn Ex for i Calhes Jomet Ly
Iva R Fure Estlo T “"F i ‘ £
.90 Presion, George F etal
e M'EPL o $205,000
as, Ceo 10
e L.§165000 _ Paisial, Aniony Jetd;
Joyal DanlRetalto STANDISH RD 148... ..$261,000
Higgins, Edward T et Shaw, Thoms W ol ux o
soU ..§126000  Osur, Stacy et ux;

Amao, John J et ai 0

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
IS SEEKING TO LEASE SPACE
IN CAMBRIDGE FOR PARKING

Proposals are being solicited to furnish existing space for parking of
30 to 65 vehicles, or about 15,000 sq. ft. The proposed site should
be pre-approved for parking by the City of Cambridge. The basic
term is fifteen years with two-five year renewal options. The
prefen'ed area is the general vicinity of Central Sq. bounded as
follows:
South by the Charles River
West by JFK Street "
North by Broadway
East by Albany Street
The space must meet the requirements for handicapped access in
accordance with Architectural Barriers Act of 1968. For further
information, please call or write:

Kathleen Walker

Real Estate Specialist, St.

'USPS Facilities Service Office

One New England Executive Park

Burlington, MA 01803-5097

(617) 270-0949 FAX (617) 270-0929
Contact should be made on or before July 31, 1992, close of business.

One Brattle Square, Cambridge, Mass.
To Be Sold On The Premises

[ Thursday July 16, 1992 At 2:00 P.M. T

Parcels of land on City of Cambridge Assessor's Map 168, Parcels 36 & 37
containing approx. 29,600 S.F. of land improved by a 6 story, plus a mechanical
penthouse with 2 basements (built in 1991), First class, office /retail building
constructed of steel frame brick & composite panel siding containing approx.
100,000 S.F. of rentable area, with parking garage. First and second floor consist
of retail space. The remaining floors are commercial office space. Each story
approx 12 high, concrete & metal floors, alum. windows, membrane roof, elec.
heat pumps, 2 passenger elev., 1 freight elev., sprinkler system, carpet, marble
main-lobby: floor: Public-water, sewer, elec., & gas. Middlesex South Registry of
Deeds, Book 20411, Page 250.

SALE TO BE HELD AT OFFICE ENTRY, OFF BRATTLE ST. NEXT TO BRATTLE THEATER

Limited broker's commission subject to terms.

Terms of Sale: A deposit of $250,000 in cash, certified or cashier's check will be
required at time and place of sale and balance within 60 days. All other terms
announced at sale.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION & INSPECTION OF PROPERTY CALL AUCTIONEER

REAL ESTATE AUCTIONEER
JIG ENTERPRISES INC. ¢
3 WALLIS COURT « LEXINGTON, MA 02173
MASS AUCTIONEERS LIC. #300 (617) 862-4540

AUCTION

o X

HISTORIC DISTRICT

MORTGAGEE'S FORECLOSURE ~o4px\

-~ CHARLESTOWN %%

%% (11) RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS AUCTIONED INDIVIDUALLY % %

SATURDAY, JULY 18, 1882 @ 10:00 A.M. ON THE PREISES |

CHESTNUT STREET GCONDOMINIUM
27-37 l:nzsmn S1., CriarLesTOWN DISTRICT OF anmu, Mass.

The Best Place in Cambridge
to Get The Best Price

For Your Home.
Hunneman & Company-Coldwell Banker

%

« Town House & Garden Style Condominium
« 4-year Old Complex
« Ceramic Tile Baths
- Fully Applianced Kitchens

- Fireplaces
- Central Air Cond.

* AUCTIONS BEGIN AT 10:00 A.-M.

General Specifications

For, Kicten, LivgDising A, 2 Bcrooms, 2 Bus, QUESTNUT st

L Unit#101 1113 SF In
Patio, Pk
“’?‘ o *ichen, Living/Dining Ares, 2 Bedrooms, 2 B,

2 Unit 4103 -1050
Parking.
5 Unih104 i EE o Fror, Kitche, Living/Dining Area, 2 Bedrooms, 2 Ba,

o Unit 105 108 St Flor, Kichen,Living/Dining Ar, 2 Bcrocns, 2 Bah,
o, Puking

5.Uahi09 TIEST mﬁm, i LiviDising e 2 b, 2B,
2 it

6. Unit#201 uuss.F SaFioe, sz:n, Living/Dining Aren, 2 Bedrocms, 2 Baths,

« New Brick Building

« Deeded & Garage Parking
« Large Rear Patios

EACH UNIT OFFERED INDIVIDUALLY *
REGISTRATION OF BIDDERS PRIOR TO THE AUCTIONS

% Directions %
ondominu is located i

T omior i Monument & Square and within walking disui
Canstitution & Museur and Marina.

%% Favorable Financing Aleldblk_ *k

« No Points ar Application Fees
- 59 Int, Rate (o stat - 6% 20d Year

Five Thousaad ($5,00000) Dollars Depasic by high bidder on each il 1o be paiy

%
(-]
INTEREST ~

RATEFOR
19 YEAR i,

THEN CHOOSE FIXED
ORVARIABLE RATE

+ Laundry

» Elevator

« Thermopane Windows
« New Street

e o s of Carloions,

5% Down Paymens w 95% B ey

* Choose fixed or vasiable rate aficr 21

Terms

e hA s DuplexTovnbouse, Kitcen, D Koo
7. Uit 4205 um’s P - K

i R, By vl R ol i
o Parin Spue ¥24

i e e Fos Bupin/ nous, Kitcen, Liviag Reom,

REE ‘“"”m e e
O e b, Pukin Spac: 425

BIDDERS WII.I BE REQUIRED
70 DISPLAY TO THE AUCTIONEER,
THE LISTED DEPOSIT IN ORDER TO

bank check
) G 0 Beoad Stee, Bosten, MA

i R, 12 B it o P L
o, Paing Space
. Uaichzme m‘asﬁ‘;‘,‘ o ole oo, s Do R, SUFFOLK COUNTY REGITRY O RS s =
Living Robm, Hovtor, 172 Bt o Lo P ol los b uwmen iews %
Level, Parking el A e xS UNITH20s  lews B
5. Unit 4208 1571 S 2o nd o, K ;\ik ing Room, gl R INTios 1o 12
P R T UNITAI0S 16 % i om0
1§ Spmen: ] 82 N
10. Unit #209 -] 157251’ 2nd & 3rd. Kitchen, Living Room, INTLALCH L UNIT #210 16354 163

Gl S ol |
AUCTEDNJER

Mass. L. #1650
P.O. Box 3300, Greenwood, MA 01830

cauas rousiG
or

Because we really know and appreciate the
Cambridge real estate market, we can get the
best selling price for your property. It’s
another reason more and more Cantabrigians
are selecting Hunneman & Company-Coldwell
Banker to sell their properties.

Call us at (617) 864-4430

" | No Matter Where You
Turn, Our Signs Are
T crites sy o e o fom ot i, Ghon EverYWhere’.
1730 Mass Ave.
Cambridge, MA 02138
=X (617) 864-4430

coLbwerL
BANKER O

HUNNEMAN
& COMPANY
8630321

(617) 979-0141

THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1992

Tibetans come to live and to seek
help for beleaguered countrymates

Continued from page 1

of Cambridge said only 23 of the 50
expected immigrants already have
sponsors. Some of the Tibetans, like
Khengsar, will work at entry level
jobs at the Hyatt on Memorial
Drive.

This effort by the Hyatt is part of
a national initiative by the hotel
chain to ease the transitions of the
Tibetans, according to John Bing-
ham, sponsorship coordinator of the
Boston project.

“Hyatt is challenging other major
chains across the country,” Bingham
said. “The hospitality industry even-
tually wants to go to Tibet when it is
liberated.”

Some residents question the
hotel’s eagerness to offer Tibetans
ja_b:I when local unemployment is so

igh.

“Some people are very sensitive
that these people have jobs,” said
Logue. “There is some negative
feedback out there due to the reces-
sion.”

Heliere, who will house Yarchim
in her Wendell Street home, said
immigrants are in this country not
only to better their own economic
well-being, but also on a political
mission.

“These immigrants come to speak
and influence politicians, so that
more Americans will know about
the situation in Tibet and so their
voice may be heard around the
world,” Heliere said.

Ever since their homeland was
invaded by the Chinese in 1950,
about 1.2 million native Tibetans
have been slaughtered by the com-
munist government, advocates for
them say. Thousands of Tibetans
fled to Nepal or India on foot. The
Temaining 6 million survivors were
forced to give up their culture and
submit to the Chinese way of life,
which outlaws the practice of Bud-
dhism.

For more than 40 years, Tibetans
in India and Nepal could not get
visas from the US. Life in the over-
crowded villages brought hardship
and suffering.

Because it does not accept Tibet’s
independence, the US government
refuses to grant exiled Tibetans
refugee status. In 1990, only 300
Tibetans lived here, 20-in-the —
Boston area.

A section of the 1990 Immigra-
tion Act, sponsored by Rep. Bamney
Frank (D-Mass.), granted 1,000
exiled Tibetans US visas to come

CAMBRIDGE CHRONICLE

If you desire to preserve your right to file an
objection to said account, you or your atlomey
must file a written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the 22nd day of July,
1992, the return day of this citation. You may
upon written request by registered or certified
mail o the fiduciary, or 1o the attorney for the fidu-
ciary, obtain without cost a copy of said account.
If you desire to object to any item of said account,
you must, in addition to filing a written appear-
ance as aforesaid, file within thirty days after said
return day or within such other time as the Court
upon motion may order a written statement of
each such item together with the grounds for
each objection thereto; a copy 1o be served upon
the fiduciary pursuant to Mass. R.Civ.P. Rulé 5.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Cour, this eighteenth (18th) day of
June, 1992

Donna M. Lambert
Register
(Cpune2s
#10254

installed by tenants or former tenants now located
on the premises, and also to all laws and ordi-
nances including, but not limited 1o al building
and zoning laws and ordinances.

TERMS OF SALES: The successful bidder of
each parcel shall tender a deposit of Five Thou-
sand Dollars and 00 Cents - ($5,000.00) in cash or
certfied or bank funds at the time of the sales,
with the remainder of the purchase price fo be
paid to the Morigagee in cash or certfied o bank
funds on the twenty-ifh (25th) day following the
auction sales (or the first business day following
thereafter if such date falls on a Saturday, Sunday
or legal holiday), to Ellen O. Harder, Esquire,
Sherin and Lodgen, 100 Summer Street, Bosion,
Massachusetts as agent for the Bank, and the
dead shall be delivered at that time. Other terms,
if any, to be announced at the sales. The suc-
cessful bitder shall be required to sign a Memo-
randum of Terms and Conditions containing the
above terms and others announced at the sales.

For further information contact Ellen O. Harder,
Esquire, Sherin and Lodgen, 100 Summer Street,
Boston, 02110, (617) 426-5720.

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE COMMISSIONERS

Notice is hereby given that Fawaz Mahmmoud,
doing business as The Olive Tree Cafe, Manag-
et has applied for re-consideration of the denial of
his common victualer' license 1o be exercised on
the st floor at 377a Walden Street. Said license
if granted would allow food and non-alcoholic
Deverages to be sold, served, and consumed on
said premises, and 1o have a total occupancy of
17 parsons. Said license if granted would be
axercised from 8:a.m. 1010 p.m. daily.

A hearing on said application will be held on
Tuesday, July 14, 1992 at 6 pm., in the Michael
J. Lombardi Municipal Building, 2nd floor, 831
Massachusetts Avenue. Any person wishing to
comment on said application may attend the
hearing, or such person may prior to the heafing
submit a writien statement to the License Com-
mission, Michael J. Lombardi Municipal Building,
1st floor, 831 Massachusetts Avenue, Cam
bridge, Mass., 02139,

Alex Rodriguez
Kevin Fitzgerald
Henry Breen
License Commission
(C)June25
#10396

TIBETAN GUESTS — Marie-France Heliere of Wendall Street welcomes
Tibetans Dolkar Yarchim and Penpa Khangsar as they arrived this month
at Logan Airportt. Yarchim and Khangsar will live and work in Cambridge.

(Photo by Caroline Baker)
here by September 1993 as “dis-
placed Tibe

“The Bush admmlsuaucn did not
want to insult the Chinese [who
claim historical sovereignty over
Tibet],” Frank said last Wednesday.
“I think they deserve to be insulted,
but it was a small concession to pay
to get them here.”

On April 18, 65 Tibetans arrived
in New York, marking the first
wave of Tibetans to come under the
bill. According to Heliere, about 10

Tibetans will arrive in Boston every
other month.

The Tibetan government in exile
in India selected the 1,000 individu-
als from a list of 5,000 applicants.
Hchem—safd’ﬂrbse—mm
good chance of quickly establishing
themselves based on their skills.

But the new lmmlgrants may: be in
for some surprises concerning the
American dream, points out Lama

Jorden, a Harvard Divinity School
student from Tibet.

“Many Tibetans have fantasies
about the US,” said Jorden, who left
India in 1987. “They think dollars
fall off trees. I plan to give them
advice on how to adjust to the cul-
ture here.”
~ Jorden and Heliere, however,
stress the importance of maintaining
the Tibetan culture.

“We hope to build a cultural cen-
ter where Tibetans could practice
and teach others about their tradi-
tions,” Heliere said. “They must
continue to spread their way of
paumng, basket weavmg, and dancf

Yarchim believes the new immi-
grants are up for the challenge.

“We have to start a new life here,”
she said. “And we will help as much
as we can.”

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE COMMSSIONERS

Pursuant to General Laws, Chapter 140, notice
is hereby given that the Licanse Commission has
received an application from Cambridge Rac-
quetball, Inc., Edwin Soul, manager holder of
an all alcoholic beverages as a restaurant license
at 215 First Street has applied to have it s enter-
tainment license be extended to include (1) pool
1able; two (2) dart boards; one (1) juke box; one
(1) audio tape machine only playing background
music below ordinary conversation level; one (1)
radio and 5 TV's in addition to dancing by
patrons; live musical instruments and/or live
vocalists, with ampiffication and three (3) video
games already licensed.

The hearing on this application will be held on
Tuesday evening, July 14, 1992, at six o'clock, in
the Michael J. Lombardi Municipal Building, 2nd
floor, 831 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge.

Alox Rodriguez
Kevin Fitzgerald
Henry Breen
License Commission
(CMunezs
#10395
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex, ss. Probats
No. 517549
NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT

To all persons interested in the estate of Henri-
etta Robinson of Cambridge, in said County, a
‘mentally il person.

You are hereby notified pursuant to Mass.
R.Civ.P. Rule 72 that the 1st thru 5th & final
accounts of Victor J. Tagliaferro as Guardian (the
fiduciary) of the property of said ward have been
presented to said Court for allowance.

If you desire to preserve your right to file an
objection 10 said accounts, you or your atorney
must file a written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the 7th day of July, 1992,
the retun day of ths citation. You may upon writ
ten request by registered or certiied mail to the
fiduciary, or to the attorney for the fiduciary,
‘obtain without cost a copy of said accounts. If you
desire to object o any item of said accounts, you
must, in addition to filing a written appearance as
aforesaid, file within thirty days after said return
day or within such other time s the Court upon
motion may order a written statement of each
such item together with the grounds for each
objection thereto, a copy 1o be served upon the
fiduciary pursuant to Mass. R.Civ.P. Rule 5.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this 5th day of June, 1992

Donna M. Lambert
Register

(Cpune25
#10408

Cambridge on or before the 7th day of July, 1992,
the retum day of this citation. You may upon writ
ten request by registered or certified mail to the
fiduciary, or to the attorney for the fiduciary,
obtain without cost a copy of said account. If you
desire 1o object 1o any item of said account, you
must, in addition to filing a written appearance as
aforesaid, file within thirty days after said retum
day or within such other time as the Court upon
motion may order a written statement of each
such item together with the grounds for each
objection therefo, a copy to be served upon the
fiduciary pursuant to Mass. R.CIv.P. Rule 5.
Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this 5th day of June, 1992.

with the Middlesex South District Registry of
Deeds in Book 18663 at Page 419 has filed with
said court a complaint for authority to foreclose
said morigage in the manner following: by entry
and possession and exercise of power of sale.

f you are entitled to the benefits of the Soldiers'
and Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1340 as amended
and you object to such foreclosure you or your
attorney should file a written appearance and
answer in said court at Boston on or before the
20th day of July 1992 or you may be forever
barred from claiming that such foreclosure is
invalid under said act.

Witness, John E, Fenton, JR., Chief Justice of
said Court this 5th day of June 1992.

Charles W. Trombly, Jr.

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Sealed proposals will be received at the Office
of the Purchasing Agent, Room 303, City Hall
Cambridge, Mass., until 11:00 o'clock A M. Thurs-
day, July 9, 1992 at which time and place they
will be publicly opened and read for furnishing the
following to the City of Cambridge.

Thyroid/Quan. HCG Test Kits

Repair of Lightnin Mixing Equipment

Elevator Maintenance at Macht Center
See proposal for bid deposit

The City of Cambridge reserves the right to
waive any informalities or to reject any or all pro-
posals.

Specifications may be obtained at the Office of
thie Purehasmg ‘Agent, Room 303, City Hall, Cam-
bridge, M

Each pmposal must be in a sealed envelope
plainly marked “Proposal for ‘Designate Item' *
and addressed to Barbara L Duffy, Purchasing
Agent, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Barbara L Dufy
Purchasing Agent
(CNune25
#0422

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE

By virtue and in execution of the Power of Sale
contained in a certain mortgage of property at 8-
9A Cottage Street and 161 Putnam Avenue, Cam-
bridge, Middlesex County, Massachusetls given
by Stacy John Thomas and Martha R. Singer,
Trustees of 161 Putnam Avenue Realty Trust, and
Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of 9-9A Cottage
Street Trust to Progressive Consumers Federal
Credit Union, a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of the United States, with a princi-
pal place of business at 366 Cross Straet,
Malden, Massachusetts 02148 dated December
11, 1987 and recorded with the Middlesex Reg-
sty of Deeds (Southern District) at Book 18752,
Page 315, of which morigage the undersigned is
the present holder, for breach of the conditions of
‘s2id morigage and for the purpose of foreclosing
ths same, will be sold at Public Auction at 10:00
am. on the 13th day of July, 1992 at 9-9A Cot-
tage Street, Cambridge, Middlesex County,
Massachusetts, and immediately thereafter at
161 Putnam Avenue, Cambridge, Middlesex
County, Massachusetts, being all and singular the
premises described in said morigage, with the
auildings thereon, f any, to wit:

A centain parcel of land with the buildings there-
o e L D R B

bOUTHWESTERLY on Cottage Street, thirty-

Y on land formerly of James

INORTHEASTERLY on land now.or formerly of
+esse Osbom, thirty-eight (38) feet; and

Donna M. Lambert PARCEL |
Register Recorder
(CHune2s (Cune2s
#10409 #10247 described as follow:
5 Sight (38) feet
e = THE THIAL COURT B
T¥E TRDIAL fr:uﬂ:o i HULALL el 1. Sparrow, ninety (90) feet;
LS e COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division _ Docket No. 7-P6932C

Middlesex Division Docket No. 90P0268GI
NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT

To all persons interested in the estate of
Thomas Richard Sullivan of Cambridge, in said
County, amentally il person.

You are hereby notified pursuant to Mass
RCiv.P. Rule 72 that the First and Final account
of Geraldine Salemme as Guardian (the fiduciary)
of the property of said Ward has been presented
10 said Court for allowance.

If you desire to preserve your right (o file an
objection to said account, you or your attorney.
must file a written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the 22nd day of July,
1992, the return day of this citation. You may
upon written request by registered or certified
‘mail to the fiduciary, or to the attomey for the fidu-
ciary, obtain without cost a copy of said account
If you desire to object to any item of said account,
you must, in addition o filing a written appear-
ance as aforesaid, file within thirty days after said
return day or within such other time as the Court
upon motion may order a written statement of
each such item together with the grounds for
each objection therelo, a copy 10 be served upon
the fiduciary pursuant to Mass. R.Civ.P. Rule 5.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this 18th day of June, 1992.

Donna M. Lambert
Register
(Cune2s
#10253

CCOMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
LAND COURT
OF THE TRIAL COURT

CCOMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETYS
Middlesex, ss. al! Courl

17549
NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT
To all persons interested in the estate of Henri-
etta Robinson of Cambridge, in said County, a
mentally il person
You are hereby notified pursuant to Mass.
R.Civ.P. Rule 72 that the 1st & final account of
Victor J. Tagliaferro as Temporary Guardian (the
fiduciary) of the property of said ward has been
presented to said Court for allowance.
If you desire to preserve your right to file an
objection to said account, you or your attorney
must file a written appearance in said Court at

(SEAL)
Case No. 179934

To Canal Park Associates, Arnold Marcus,
G.P., William J. Catacosinos, G.P., Leeam
Lowin, G.P., Varney Hintlian, G.P. and to all
persons enmled 1o the benefit of the Soldiers’ and
Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1940 as amended: The
Travelers Insurance Company, claiming to be the
holder of a morlgage covering real property
known es First Street and Otis Way, a/kia One
Canal Park, Cambridge given by Canal Park
Associates, Amold Marcus, G.P., William J. Cata-
cosinos, G.P., Leeam Lowin, G.P., and Varney
Hintlian, G.P. to The Travelers Insurance Compa-
ny dated as of November 3, 1987 and recorded

NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT
To all persons interested in the estate of
Robert Stratton, late of Cambridge, in said
County, deceased, a person under conservator-

shi

You are hereby notified pursuant to Mass
R.Civ.P. Rule 72 that the First and Final Account
of Geraldine M. Foley, Temporary Conservator;
and the Substitute First, Second Substitute Sec-
ond, and Third and Final accounts of Geraldine
M. Foley, Conservator of the property of said
Ward have been presented to said Court for
allowance.

If you desire fo preserve your right o file an
objection 1o said accounts, you or your atiorney
must file a written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the Third day of July,
1992, the return day of this citation. You may
upon written request by registered or certified
mail o the fiduciary, or 1o the atiorney for the fidu-
ciary, obtain without cost a copy of said accounts.
If you desire to object to any item of said
accounts, you must, in addition to filing a written
appearance as aforesaid, file within thirly days
after said return day or within such other time as
the Court upon motion may order  writien state-
‘ment of each such item together with the grounds.
for each objection thereto, a copy to be served
upon the fiduciary pursuant to Mass. R.Civ.P.
Rule5.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this Second day of June,
1992

Donnz M. Lambert
Register
(Cpune25
#10411

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
THE TRIAL COURT
PROBATE AND FAMILY
COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division  Docket No. 90P0268GI
NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT
To all persons interested in the estate of
Thomas Richard Sullivan of Cambridge, in said,
County, amentally il person
You are hereby noified pursuant to Mas
RCiv.P. Rule 72 that the First and Final acoent
of Geraldine Salemme as Temporary Gu#dian
(the fidueiary) of the property of said wird has
been presented to said Court or allowance.

SOUTHEASTERLY on land now or formerly of
Dsborn et al, ninety (30) feet.

“The property is also shown as Lot A on a plan
titled, “Plan of Land in Cambridge, Mass.,
fecember 23, 1982, Scale 1" = 10, Frederick R.
Lyce Company, Surveyors, 99 Massachusetts
uvenue, Arlington, Massachusetts 02174", said lot
ontaining 3,420 square feet according to said
flan, bounded and described according to said
fan as follows:

SOUTHWESTERLY by Cotiage Street, 38 feat;

NORTHWESTERLY by land now or formerly of
‘mothy B. and Christopher Anne Affect, 90 feet;

NORTHEASTERLY by land now or formerly of
“homas D. and Mary A. Brown, 38 feet; and

SOUTHEASTERLY by land now or formerly of
Fllios and by land now or formerly of Catherine
N Martin, 90 feet

For title reference, see deed recorded herewith.

PARCEL Il

The land in Cambridge, bounded and described
atfoliows:

3eginning at a point on the westerly side of Put-
nan Avenue and one hundred two feet northerly
fnm.Sand Street and thence running westerly
baunded on land now or late of Charles H. Foley,
o hundred sixteen and 4/100, to Eimer Street,
thnee turning and running northerly by said
Ener Street, forty-two feet; thence turning at
abut a right angle and,running easterly bounding
netherly by land now o formerly of Power, one
hndred seventeen 4/10 feet to Putnam Avenue,
fay-two feet to point of beginning.

“or title reference, see deed dated February 8,
192, recorded with said Middlesex South Deeds
in ook 14537, Page 349

Tere is also included in the sales all equipment
anl fixtures situated on the above-described
pretises 10 the extent the same are part of the

e
8 premises will also be sold subject to and/or
wh théenefit of any and all rights of way, ease-
rents, réstrictions, covenants, conditions, reser-
tions and agreements of record, 1o the extent
e same ae in force and appiicable and do not
naterially interfere with the current use of the
premises, oufstanding tax titles, municipal or other
public liens of assessments, water and sewer
bils.
Said premiseswill also be sold subject o all
leases and tenancies having priority over said
forigage, 1o rights or claims in personal property

Progressive Consumers Federal
Credit Union
Present Holder of said Mortgage,
By s Atiomeys,
Sherin and Lodgen
100 Summer Streat
Boston, Massachusetts 02110
(617) 4265720
(Chune?1,18.25
#0235

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE

By virtue and in execution of the Power of Sale
contained in a certain Mortgage, Leasehold Mort-
gage and Security Agreement dated as of April 5,
1988 given by Charlesport Limited Partnership
(the "Morigagor*) to The Travelers Insurance
Company, the present holder of said mortgage
(the "Mortgagee®), with offices at One Tower
Square, Hartford, Connecticut said mortgage
being recorded with the Middlesex South District
Registry of Deeds at Book 18966, Page 175 for
breach of the conditions of said morigage and for
the purpose of foreclosing the same, there will be
sold at Public Auction at 10:00 A.M. on Tuesday,
July 7, 1992 at or near that portion of the mort-
gaged premises located at Twenty-five First
Street, Cambridge, Middlesex County, Mas-
sachusetts (known as "The Davenport Bulld-
ing"), the premises located at Twenty-five First
Street, Cambridge, Middlesex County, Mas-
sachusetts (the “Land and Improvements) and
the Mortgagor's leasehold estate as tenant under
a certain Lease Agreement for Parking Spaces in
the East Cambridge Parking Facility - Phase Il
between the City of Cambridge and Charlesport
Limited Partnefship dated November 18, 1985
with respect to premises located at the comer of
First Street and Thorndike Street, Cambridge,
Middlesex County, Massachusetts (the "Lease-
hold Premises”), all as described in said mort-

- gage, to wit:

Land and Improvements

“Beginning at a point, said point being the inter-
section of the westerly sideline of First Street and
the northerly sideline of Thorndike Street in the:
City of Cambridge, County of Middlesex, Com-
monwealth of Massachusetts, bounded and
described as follows:

N 80° - 28'- 11 W Along the northerly sideline of
Thorndike Street a distance of Four Hundred and
Thiny-Eight Hundredths feet (400.38) o a point,
said point being the intersection of the northerly
sideline of Thomdike Street and the easterly side-
line of Second Strest, thence turing and running;

Nog>- 31 2 49" E Along the easterly sldehne of

" SocondStreet a-distance-of Sixty-and
dredihs feet (eo 00), toa point, frezes urning

and unning;

S 80° - 28' - 11" E A distance of One Hundred
and No Hundredths fest (100.00') to a point,
thence tuming and running;

0% - 36" - 54" E A distance of One Hundred

Forty and Seventy-Two Hundredths feet (140.72)
1o a point, said point being along the southerly
sideline of Otis Street, thence turning and run-
ning;
S 80° - 21" - 10" E Along said southerly sideline
of Otis Street a distance of Three Hundred and
No Hundredths feet (300.00') to a point, said point
being the intersection of said southerly sideline of
Otis Street and the westerly sideline of First
Stree, thence turning and running;

S.0°- 28 - 49" W Along said westerly sideline
of First Street a distance of Two Hundred and
Eleven Hundredths feet (200.11) to the point of
beginning

The parcel of ?and contains an area of 66,170
s or 1.52acress.”

Leasehold Premises

"All those four parcels of land bounded and
described as follows:

Al that certain lot, piece or parcel of land lying
and being in Cambridge, County of Middlesex,
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, bounded and
described as follows:

Beginning at the southwesterly corner of First
Street and Thorndike Street, at the most north-
easterly comer of the parcel to be described:

Thence S 09° 31" 11° W along the westerly side
line of First Stree, a distance of 102.65 feet o @

int;

Thence N 80° 58' 02" W along land now or for-
merly of Charles Webb, a distance of 100.00 feet
toapoint;

Thence N 09° 31' 11" E along land now or for-
merly of Charles Webb and land now or formerly
of Iving & Casson Realty Trust, a distance of
10350 feet to a point on the southerly side line of
‘Thomdike Street;

Thence S 80° 28 49" E along said southerly
side line of Thomdike Street, a distance of 100.00
feet to the point of beginning,

The above described parcel contains 10,307
square feet, more ofless.

A certain piece or parcel of land situated in
Cambridge, County of Middlesex and Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, bounded and described
as follows:

Beginning at a point on the southerly side line of
Thorndike Street at the most northeasterly corer
of the parcel o be described; said point being N
80° 28" 49" W and 100.00 feet from the south-
westerly comer of Thorndike Street and First
Street;

Thence S 09° 31" 11" W along land now or for-
merly of the Tarvis Realty Trust, a distance of
100.00 feet o a point;

Thence N 80° 28' 43" W along land now or for-
merly of Charles Webb, a distance of 100.09 feet
to: point;

Thence N 09° 38 03" E along land now or for-
merly of Kolligian Realty Trust, a distance of
100.00 feet to a point on said side line of
Thorndike Street;

Thence S 80° 28" 49" E along said southerly
side line of Thorndike Street, a distance of 99.89
feet to the point of beginning.

The above described parcel contains 10,000
square feet, more or less.

A cartain piece or parcel of land situated in
Cambridge, County of Middlesex and Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, bounded and described
as follows

Beginning at the northwesterly corner of First
Street and Spring Street at the most southeaster-
Iy comer of the parcel o be described:

Thence N 80° 17 19" W along the northerly side
line of Spring Street a distance of 150.36 feet to a

int;
Thence N 0° 38" 04" E along other land now or
formerly of Charles Webb, a distance of 102.23
feet to a point;
Thence S 80° 28' 49" E along land now or fur-
merly of Irving & Casson Realty Trust, a distance
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0f 50.09 feet to a point;

Thence S 09° 31" 11* W along land now or for+
merly of the Tarvis Realty Trust, a distance of
3.50 feet to a point;

Thence S 80° 58' 02" E along land now o for-
merly of the Tarvis Realty Trust, a distance ok
100.00 feet to a point of the westerly side line of
First Street;

Thence S 09° 31" 11" W along said westerly.
side [ine of First Street, a distance of 0.23 feet to
apoint;

Thence S 09° 28' 48" W continuing along said
westerly side line of First Street, a distance of
100.85 feet to the point of beginning

The above described parcel contains 15,200
square feet, more or less.

A certain piece or parcel of land situated in
Cambridge, County of Middiesex and Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, bounded and described
as follows

Beginning at a point on the nortnerly side ine of
Spring Street at the most southeasterly corer of
the parcel to be described; said point being N 80°
17 19" W and 150.36 feet from the northwesterly
comer of Spring Street and First Street;

Thence N 80° 17" 19" W along said northerly
side line of Spring Street, a distance of 50.00 feet
foa point;

Thence N 09° 38" 03" E along fand now or for-
merly of Kolligian Realty Trust, a distance of
103,06 feet o a point;

Thence S 80° 28 49" E along land now or for-
mery of Inving & Casson Realty Trusl, a distance
0f50.00 feet 1o a point;

Thence S 09° 38 04 W along other land now or
formerly of Charles Webb, a distance of 103.23
feetto the point of beginning.

The above described parcel contains 5,160
square feet more or less.”

Together with all the easements, rights, privi-
leges, franchises and appurtenances belonging
unto the above-described premises, and including
all right, title and interest of Morigagor, if any, in
and to all streefs, roads and pubic piaces open or
proposed, and all rights of way, public or prvate;
tenements, and hereditaments used in connection
with or appertaining to said premises and togeth-
er with all buildings. structures. and other,
improvements, if any, owned by the Morigagor
and erected or placed in or on the above-
described premises and the fixtures located on
the premises 1o the extent the same are part of
the realty.

Also together with the following property of the.,
Morigagor, to the extent it may be deemed to be:

personal property or property other than real”

estate: furniture, fumishings, equipment, machin-
ery and other personal propery including, without
limitation, all venetian blinds, shades, draperies, *
drapery and curtain rods, brackets, bulbs, vacu:

um cleaning system and cleaning apparatus, mir-
rors, lamps, ornaments, rugs, linoleum 2nd other
floor covering, refrigerators, ranges and ovens,
garbage disposals, dishwashers, mantels, and
any and all such property which is at any time
hereatter installed in, affixed to, placed upon or
used in connection with the Land and Improve-
ments and the Leasehold Premises. :

All of the foregoing personal property will be:
sold with the real property or separately at the
‘option of the holder of the morigage.

Said premises shall be sold and conveyed suo-
ject to and with the benefit of all morigages.
restrictions, easements, covenanis, Improve:
ments, outstanding tax titles, municipal or other-
public taxes, assessments, federal and siate tax
liens, federal statutory rights of redemption, other’
fiens or claims in the nature of liens, and existing
encumbrances of record, created prior to the
__morigage or to which the morigage is subject,
inciuding, without limitation, the following, 1o the
extent now in force and applicable:

Easement to Cambridge Electric Light Compa-
ny recorded with Middlesex South District Reg-
istry of Deeds at Book 16520, Page 517;

Said premises shall also be sold and conveyed
subject to al leases and tenancies having priority

5
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over said mortgage, or which are affected by non-

disturbance agreements of record, and subject to,

the possession of all or a part of the premises by |

any party or partes at the time of said foraclosure
sale o thereater, which possession is subject to
said morigage, and subject to all building and
2oning laws, ordinancas, by-laws, codes and reg-
ulations, including, without limitation, the follow-
in

g i
1. Unrecorded lease between Charlesport Limit- |
ed Partnership and Interleaf, Inc. dated Septem- |
ber 11, 1987, as affected by an unrecorded Sub- |

ordination, Non-Disturbance and Attornment ¢

Agreement dated March 29, 1388,

2. Unvrecorded lease between Charlespor Limit
d Parmnership and Audace, Lid. dated February
17,1987.

3. Notice of Lease between Charlesport Limited--
Partnership and the City of Cambridge recorded

said Deeds at Book 16059, Page 576;
4. The provisions of a lease between

Charlesport Limited Parinership and the City of

Cambridge dated November 18, 1985, notice of
‘which is recorded with said Deeds at Book 18968,
Page 069;

5. Notice of Lease between Monitor Company,
Inc. and Charlesport Limited Partnership recorded
said Deeds at Book 19611, Page 537 as affected
by a Subordination, Non-Disturbance and Attorn-
ment Agreement recorded with said Deeds at
Book 19611, Page 544;

6. Unrecorded lease between Charlesport Limit-
ed Partnership and Center for Nutritional
Research dated May, 1989;

7. Unrecorded lease between Charlesport Limit-
ed Partnership and McCabe and Associates.
dated September, 1990;

8. Unrecorded lease between Charlesport Limit-,
ed Partnership and Meeting Forum, Inc. dated
March, 1991;

9. Unrecorded lease between Charlesport Limit-
ed Partnership and Ziff Communications Co.
dated September 11, 1991.

Terms of Sale: One Hundred Thousand and
No/100 ($100,000.00) Dollars shall be paid as a

deposit by the purchaser at the time and place of |

sale in cash, or by centified check, bank treasur-

ers check or cashier's check 1o the order of the |

Mortgagee, with no intervening endorsements:
The balance of the consideration shall be paid by
the purchaser in cash or by certified check, bank
treasurer's check or cashier's check to the order
of the Mortgagee, with no intervening endorse-
ments, and the deed for the premises shall be
delivered, at the office of Peabody & Brown, 101
Federal Street, Boston, Massachusetis 02110-
1832, thirty (30) ays after the date of sale.

The successful bidder for the premises shall be
required 1o sign a Memorandum of Sale contain-
ing the above terms and any other terms
announced at the sale. The deposit paid at the
time of the sale shall be retained by the Mort-
gagee as liguidated damages or for appiication to
actual damages, at the sole option of the Mort-
gages, if such sucoessful bidder does not comply
strictly with the terms of the Memorandum of
Sale.

Other terms to be announced at the time and
piace of sale.

The Travelers Insurance Company
Present Holder of Said Mortgage
Auctioneer: Paul Saperstein Co., *

148 State Street
Boston, MA 02108 *

(617) 2276653 &

MALic. No.: 295 =
Attorneys for the Morigagee: &

eabody & Brown © -

101 Federal Street

Boston, MA 02110-1832 .. »

(CMune11,1825
#10206
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B&B TOWING CO INC:
41 MOONEY STREET
CAMBRIDGE, MA. 02138
To Vemia Tavares 75 Gladeside Ave, Matia-
pan, MA 02136.

* "848 Towing Co Inc: of 41 Mooney Street Cam-
bridge, MA 02138 has in its possession a 1983
Buick Century 4 dr sedan.

1.D. Number 1G4AH19RDD436244 and last
registered to you in 1991.

“This vehicle has been in possession of B&B
Towing Co since Nov 23, 91 and has not been
claimed after due notice.

This vehicle will be sold at private sale at B&B
Towing Co Inc: 41 Mooney Street Cambridge,
MA. 02138 on June 18,1992

B8B Towing Co Inc:

Michael Sorrentino

(C)unet1,18,25
e Owner & Offcer

#10237

CAMBRIDGE HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Notice is hereby given that a public hearing will
be held on Thursday, July 2, at 4:00 PM in the
third floor conference room at the City Hall
Annex, 57 Inman Street, to consider the following
matters under M.G.L. Ch. 40C and Ch. 2.78 of
the Code of the ity of Cambridge:

For review of alterations 0 a protected structure
under §2.78.050 (4:00 P-M.)

Case 443: 190 Brattle Street. Nick Geor-
gakopolous and Elizabeth Coit. Replace
awning windows with double-hung windows.

Case 446: 18 Willard Street. Hilary P. Brack-
en. Alterations 1o garage.

For review of demolition under §2.78.070 (4:20

M):

PM):

Case D-529: 140-142 Prospect Street. Al-
Eifan, Yazun, Mohamad Akra. Demolish Greek
Revival style house, c. 1840, to consiruct study
center.

Wiliam B. King
Chairman
(Cune1825
#1054
ADMINISTRATION WITHOUT
U

S
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
THE TRIAL COURT
THE PROBATE AND FAMILY
COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division
DOCKET NO. 52P2383A
Estate of Sheldon L. Hicks
Died on April 21,1992
mbridge
in the County of Middlesex

NOTICE

A petiion has been presented in the above-cap-
foned mater praying that Jean Hicks of Cam-
brdge in the County of Middesex be appointed
adminisrator of the estate of said deceased wih-
out surety on her bond.

1f you desire o object to the allowance of said
peiiion, you or your attorney must file a written

. appearance in said Court at Cambridge on or be-
fore 10:00in the forenoon on July 2, 1992.
WITNESS, Sheila E. McGover, Esquire, First
Justice of said Court at Cambridge, the second
day of June in the year of our Lord one thousand
= nine hundred and ninety two.
Donna MLambert

Register of Probate

(C)dune2s
#10243

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE

By virtue and in execution of the Power of Sle
contained in a certain Mortgage grvew Paul P.
Ciccolo and Phyliis E. MacDonald ak/a Phyllis
E. Macdonald ( now known as Phyllis Andrew) 1o
Medford Savings Bank, a corporation duly

jassachusetts,

sSthsm District) Registry of Deeds, Bool
6967, Page 586, of which Mortgage the
 undersigned Is the present holder, for breach of
Ihe conditions of the Mortgage and for the
rpose of forecosing the same will be sold at
. public auction at 10:00 am. on July 29, 1992,
Upon the morigaged premises which are party in
Cambridge, Massachusetts and panv in
. - Belmont, Massachusetts at 80-82 Oxfol d
Avenue, Cambridge, Massachusets, all and
singular the premises described i said morigage
o wit

%~ The land with the buidings thereon, situated
++ parlly in Gambridge and partly in Belmont,
fidalesex County, Massachusetts, being shown
as Lot "B on a plan entitled "Plan of Land
Belonging 1o Charles M. Miller', dated Aprl 27,
1912, drawn by E. F. Bowker, Engineer and
Sunvayor, duly recorded with Middlesex South
Distict Deeds in plan Book 206, as pian No. 31,
saig Lot "B being furher bounded and described

as follows:

SOUTHEASTERLY by Oxford Avenue, formerly
called Oxford Street, as shown on said plan,
forty-one and 25/100 (41.25) feet;

NORTHEASTERLY by Lot "C" as shown on

“said plan, one hundred (100) feet;

'NORTHWESTERLY by part of Lots 143 and

144 as shown on said pian, forty-one and 25/100

-4 (41.2@ foet;

SOUTHWESTERLY by Lot "A" as shown on
said plan, one hundred (100) feet.

Containing according o said plan 4,125 square
feet of land, be any or all of said measurements
more or less.

Said real estate will be sold in "as is * condition
with no warranties of guaranties as 1o fitness or
condition, express or implied. Said real estate Wil
be sold Subject to and/or with the benefit of any
and all easements, restrictions, liens o dlaims in
the nature of liens and encumbrances of record,
which have priority over the mortgage being
foreciosed, if any there be. Said premises will be
sold subject to-any and ail unpaid real estate
{axes, municipal liens, water and sewer liens and
assessments and tax file takings, if any there be.
Bt no purchaser at the sale shall be bound to
complete the purchase if there are
encumbrances, other than those named in the
mortgage and included in the notice of sale,
which are not stated at the sale and included in
the auctioneers contract with the purchaser.

For mortgagor's litle see deed of Placido
Giccolo in Book 16022 at Page 354 in said
Registry of Deeds. :

S3id real estate will also be sold subject 1o (a)
4ll leases and tenancies having priority over the
morigage, (b) tenancies or occupation by persons
or entlties on the premises now and at the time of
said auction which tenancies or occupation are
subject to said morigage, ths provision (o) is not
intended to constitute a subordination of said

morigage to any such tenancies or occupations,
{c) rights or clams in personal property installec
by tenants or former tenants now located on the
premises and (d) all laws and ordinances,
including but not imited to, allbuilding and zoning
Jaws and ordinances. The premises are also 1o
be sold subject to the right of redemption of the

United States of America.

TERMS OF SALE: Deposit of $15,000.00 by
certfied or bank treasurer's or cashiers check or
checks made payable to Medford Savings Bank
of property endorsed o Mediord Savings Bank by
the person desiring 1o bid at the auction with no
intervening endorsements shall be required at the
time and place of the auction sale and such
deposit check(s) shall be shown (o the auctioneer
prior to the commencement of the b\ddmg{ in
Srder for the person o be enled to bid. The
balance of the purchase price shall be paid in or
within 30 calendar days thereafter to be

 deposited in escrow, along with the aforesaid
deposit, with the mortgagee or s atiorney

2 pendng agprova of said sale by the Land Court

- B doad chal be transferted within fen (10) days
from the date of approval of said sale by the Land
Court, said approval being the only condition of
the esCcrow. Fhe successful bidder shall be
reqired o sign a Memorandum of Terms of Sale
including but not limited to the above terms at the
Auction sale.

As an additional condition and term of the sale,
in the event the successful bidder refuses 1o sign
the Memorandum of Sale or fails to complete the
purchase in accordance with the terms and
Sonditions of said foreclosure sal, the holder of
o morigage reserves the right, but shal not be
obligated, o sell the morigaged premises to the
fext highest bidder and to accept said bid ugon
ihe condition that the second highest bidder shall
execute the Memorandum of Sale and deposit
with mortgagee the amount of the required
doposit as set forth herein within three (3)
business days after written notice of default of the
previous highest bidder. .

The morigagee hereby reserves the right to
cancel or continue this sale to such later date by
announcemert made prior o of at the time of the
Sale and without further public notice, to bid at
and purchase the morigaged property, 1o reject
2ny and all bids, to change the foregoing terms of
201e°5y Znnoohcemen, wrtten of oral, made
before the foreclosure sale or at the
commencement thereof, and such change or
changes shall be binding upon all prospective
bidders.

June 18,1992
Medford Savings Bank
Present Holder of said Morigage
By its Atomeys,
Francis T. Reynolds, Esquire
Keshian & Reynolds, P.C.
1040 Massachusetts Avenue
Aringlon, Massachusetls 02174 -
Tel. No. 617-646-0600
(C)June18,25,July2
#10208

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE

By virtue and in execution of the Power of Sale
contained in a certain morigage given by Grego-
ry Rudolph, Trustee of Ivanhoe Realty Trust
under Declaration of Trust dated February 18,
1990 recorded in the Middlesex South Registry of
Deeds at Book 20411, Page 197 to The Toyo
Trust and Banking Company Limited and the
Ganadian Imperial Bank of Commerce dated
March 2, 1990 and recorded with the Middlesex
South Registry of Deeds, Book 20411, Page 250,
25 modiied by Mortgage Modification Agreement
dated February 14, 1991 recorded in said Deeds
at Book 21020, Page 1 as assigned to Sumitomo
Trust & Banking Co., Ltd. by Assignment dated
October 31, 1991 recorded in said Deeds at Book
21510, Page 519 and as further Amended by
Second Amendment to Mortgage dated October
31, 1991 recorded in said Deeds at Book 21510,
Page 549, of which morigage the undersigned is
the present holder, for breach of the conditions of
said mortgage and for the purpose of foreclosing
the same wil be sold at Public Auction at 2:00
PM. on Thursday, the 16th day of July, 1992, on
the mortgaged premises now known as One
Brattle Square, Cambridge, Massachusetts, all
and singular the premises described in said Mort-
gage:

Schedule A

PARCEL | (Fee Parcel)

The premises located in Cambridge, Middlesex
County, Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
bounded and described as follows:

EASTERLY On Brattle Street, Eighy-Two and
31/100 (82.31) feet;

EASTERLY by a curved line, Twelve and
39/100 (12.39) feet;

SOUTHERLY on land formeriy of the Boston
Elevated Railway Company on a line Three (3)
foet northerly of the southerly face of the coping
of the northerly wall of the Cambridge Main Street
Subway, Mount Auburn incline, and parallel there-
1o, Two Hundred Thirty-Two and 62/100 (282.62)

feet;

WESTERLY by land now or formerly of the
Boston Elevated Railway Company Nineteen and
39/100 (19.39) feet, more ot less; and

NORTHERLY by land now or formerly of Heirs
of Batchelder and land now.or formerly of the
Social Union, Two Hundred Fourtean and 84/100
(214.84) feat, more or less.

The premises described above are shown as
Parcel A on plan enttled "Boston Elevated Rail-
way Company, Elevated & Subway Construction
Plan of Land in Cambridge,” dated July 1914, by
.. Sargent, Vice President, recorded at the End
ok 4307.

TOGETHER WITH certain rights to use a wall
along the southerly boundary, as more specifical-
Iy setforth i a portion of a deed from Boston Ele-
vated Railway Company to John F. Coleman
dated October 31, 1919, recorded in Book 4307,
Page 147, which porton of the deed is captioned
“Wall Agreement” and that certain instrument
dated November 16, 1937, recorded in Book
6178, Page 81.

TOGETHER WITH terms and provisions of the
Temporary Construction Easement Agreement to
bo granted to Gregory Rudolph, Trustee of lvan-
hoe Realty Trust, by Ivanhoe/One Brattle Joint
Venture (also known as Bratlle Walk Associates)
and intended o be recorded immediately follow-
ing the assignment of the leasehold estate
described in Parcel Il in Schedule B-1 hereof.

TOGETHET WITH:

APPURTENANT EASEMENT |

. There i appurtenant to said Parcel | and the
Jeasehold interests referred 1o in Parcels Il and Il
in Schedules A, B and B-1 hereof, respectively,
the perpetual, non-exclusive right and easement
over Mifflin Place as same is shown on Plan enti-
tled "Easement Plan Mifflin Place, Cambridge,
Mass.” Scale I" = 20’ dated November 17, 1988,
and intended to be recorded immediately prior 1o
the recordation of the agreement to which this
Schedule is attached (the "Plan’) (a) for passage
and repassage by vehicle and on foo, and (o) for
the construction and maintenance of a land-
scaped area as shown on the Plan, and for the
installation, maintenance and repair of under-
ground utilties, as more fully set forthin:

(a) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and between Brattle Square Asso-
ciates, and Daniel V. Calano and John Magnarel-
Ji, Trustees of One Bratile Square Trust, dated
November 15, 1989, intended to be recorded
immediately prior to the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is attached.

(b) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Louis F. DiGiovanni
and John P. DiGiovanni, Trustees of Trinity Real-
ty Trust, Brattle Square Associates, and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One
Bratile Square Trust, dated January 30, 1990,
intended o be recorded immediately prior to the
recordation of the agreement to which this Sched-
ule is attached

(c) Terms and provsions of the Waverly Trust
Miffin Place Easement Agreement by and among
Bencion M. Moskow, Trustee of the Waverly
Trust, Bratle Square Assodiates, and Daniel V
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One
Bratile Square Trust, dated December 15, 1989,
intended o be recorded immediately prior to the
recordation of the agreement to which this Sched-
ule is attached.

(d) Terms and piovisions of the Miffin Realty
Trust - Miffin Place Easement Agreement by and
among Wanda Macnair and Richard N. Macnair,
Trustees of Miffin Realty Trust, Brattle Square
Associates, and Daniel V. Calano and John
Magnarell, Trustees of One Bratlle Square Trust,
dated October 31, 1989, intended to be recorded
immediately prior to the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is attached.

(e) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Petar Gomatos, Chrs-
ine Gomatos, Trustees of the Gomatos Famiy
Trust, Bratlle Square Office Building Company,
Bratlle Square Associates, and Daniel V. Calano
and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One Brattle
Square Trus, dated as of January, 1990, infend-
ed to be recorded immediately prior 1o the recor-
dation of the agreement to which this Schedule is
attached.

(1) Terms and provisions of ihe Easement and
Operating Agreement by and among Louis
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DiGiovanni and John P. DiGiovanni, Trustees of
Trinity Realty Trust, Brattle Square Associates,
Daniel V. Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees
of One Bratile Square Trust and Bratile Square
Office Building Company, dated January 30,
1990, intended 1o be recorded immediately prior
1o the recordation of the agreement to which this
Schedule is attached.

TOGETHER WITH:

APPURTENANT EASEMENT Il

There is appurtenant to portions of the premises
described in Schedule A hereof in Parcel |, and
the leasehold interests referred to in Parcels I
and Ill of Schedules B and B-1 hereof, the beneft
of certain easements as set forth in an Easement
Agreement dated as of November 15, 1989,
between Bratile Square Associates and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trusiees.of One
Brattle Square Trust, Intended to be recorded
immediately prior 1o the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is attached, as
shown on plan entited “Plan Showing Proposed
Easements for Brattle Way Buildings and
CWT/One Bratle Square, Cambridge, Mass.”
dated August 3, 1989, by Hary R. Feldman, fnc.,
consisting of four sheets and intended to be
recorded immediately prior to the recordation of
the agreement to which this Schedule is attached

o

PARCEL Il (MBTA Leasehold Parcel)

That certain leasehold estate created pursuant
fo that certain Lease by and between Mas-
sachusetts Bay Transportation Authority, as
Landlord, and John T. Magnarelli and Daniel V.
Calano, Trustees of Bratlle Square Associates
Trust, as Tenant, dated as of September 23,
1988, notice of which Lease is intended 1o be
recorded immediately prior to the recordation of
the agreement to which this Schedule is atached,
as amended by First Amendment to Ground
Lease dated March 2, 1990, by and among said
Massachusets Bay Transportation Authorty, and
Trustee of vanhoe Realty Trust notice of which
amendment is intended (o be recorded immed:-
ately prior o the recordation of the agreement o
which this schedule is attached, encumbering the
real property described as follows

Four parcels of land in Cambridge, Middlesex
County, Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
shown as Parcels B, C, D and E on a pian entitied
“Boston Elevated Railway, Elevated & Subway
Construction Plan of Land in Cambridge, Mass."
dated July 1914, recorded at the End of Book
4307; together bounded and described as follows:
easterly by Bratlle Street and Bratile Square, by
curved line, sixty-three and 75/100 (63.75) feet;
southeasterly by Brattle Square, one hundred five
and 45/100 (105.45) feet; southerly by Bratile
Square and Mount Auburn Street, by a curved
line, seventy-three and 67/100 (73.67) feet;
southwesterly by Mount Auburn Streat, one hun-
dred ten and 85/100 (110.85) feet; northwesterly
by land shown on said plan as now or formerly of
the Heirs of Batchelder, fifty-seven and 5/100
(57.05) feet; northeasterly by Parcel "A" on said
plan, nineteen and 39/100 (19.39) feet; and
northwesterly by said Parcel A", wo hundred
thiry-two and 62/100 (232.62) feet.

TOGETHER WITH:

APPURTENANT EASEMENT |

There is appurtenant fo said Parcel |, and the
easehold interests referred to in Parcels Il and Il
in Schedules A, B and B-1 hereof. respectiely
the perpetual, non-exclusive right and easement
over Mifflin Place as same is shown on Plan ent
tled "Easement Plan Mifflin Place, Cambridga,
Mass.” Scale I" = 20' dated November 17, 1988,
and intended to be recorded immediately prior 1o
the recordation of the agreement to which this
Schedule is attached (the "Plan®) (@) for passage
and repassage by vehicle and.on foot, and (b) for
the construction and maintenance of a land-
scaped area as shown on the Plan, and for the
installation, maintenance and repair of under-
ground utiities, as more fully set forth in:

(a) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and between Brattle Square Asso-
ciates, and Daniel V. Calano and John Magnarel-
Ji, Trustees of One Brattle Square Trust, dated
November 15, 1989, intended to be recorded
immediately prior to the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is attached.

(b) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Louis F. DiGiovanni
and John P. DiGiovanni, Trustees of Trinity Real-
ty Trust, Bratle Square Associates, and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarell, Trustees of One
Brattle Square Trust, dated January 30, 1990,
intended to be recorded immediately prior o the
recordation of the agreement to which this Sched-
ule is attached.

(¢) Terms and provisions of the Waverly Trust-
Mifin Place Easement Agreement by and amorg
Bencion M. Moskow, Trustee of the Wavery
Trust, Bratlle Square Associates, and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of Ore
Brattle Square Trust, dated December 15, 1989,
intended to be recorded immediately prior to the
recordation of the agreement to which this Sched-
ule s attached. i

d) Terms and provisions of the Miffin Realy
Trust - Miffin Place Easement Agreement by ard
among Wanda Macnair and Richard N. Macnar,
Trustees of Mifiln Realty Trust, Brattle Squae
Associates, and Daniel V. Calano and Jotn
Magnarell, Trustees of One Bratlle Square Trutt
dated October 31, 1989, intended to be recordd
immediately prior to the recordation of the agrez-
ment to which this Schedule is atiached.

(o) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Peter Gomatos, Chis-
{ine Gomatos, Trustees of the Gomatos Famly
Trust, Brattle Square Office Building Compary,
Brattle Square Associates, and Daniel V. Calaio
and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One Bratle
Square Trust, dated as of January, 1990, interd-
&d 10 be recorded immediately prior 10 the recir-
dation of the agreement to which this Scheduleis
attached.

(§) Terms and provisions of the Easement ad
Operating Agreement dated January 30, 1990,y
and among Louis F. DiGiovanni and JohnP.
DiGiovanni, Trustees of Trinity Realty Trust, Brt-
tie Square Associates, Daniel V. Calano and Join
Magnarell, Trustees of One Bratile Square Trit
and Brattle Square Office Building Compary,
dated January 30, 1990, intended to be recordid
immediately prior o the recordation of the agre-
ment to which this Schedule is atiached.

APPURTENANT EASEMENT Il

There s appurtenant fo portions of the premiss
described in Schedule A hereof in Parcel I, ad
the leasehold interests referred to in Parcelsl
and Ill of Schedules B and B-1 hereof, the bendit
of certain easements s set forth in'an Easemt
Agreement dated as of November 15, 199,

between Brattle Square Assodiates and Danie V.

Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of tne

Bratile Square Trust, intended to be recoried

immediately prior to the recordation of the agse-

ment to which this Schedule is attached, as
shown on plan entiled “Plan Showing Propoed

Easements for Brattle Way Buildings ind

CWT/One Brattle Square, Cambridge, Mas."

dated August 3, 1989, by Hany R. Feldman, nc.,

consisting of four sheets and intended 1 be

recorded immediately. prior o the recordatia of

the agreement to which this Schedule is attasiéd.
dul

o B

PARCEL Ill (BSA Leasehold Parcel)

That certain leasehold estate created pursuat
{0 that certain Ground Lease by and betweea
Brattle Square Associates and Gregory Rudolp1,
Trustee of Ivanhoe Realty Trust, dated March 1,
1990, intended to be recorded immediately prior
{o the recordation of the agreement to which this
Schedule s atiached, encumbering the real prop-
erty described as follows:

The parcel of land, with any improvements

{hereon located in Cambridge, Middlesex County,
Gommonwealth of Massachusetts, comprising a
portion of the land shown as now o formery of
Brattle Square Associates on the plan entitied
“Plan of Land in Cambridge, Mass.,” dated Jan-
uary 4, 1990, by Harry R. Feldman, Inc.,intended
1o be recorded immediately prior to the recorda-
fion of the agreement to which this Schedule is
atiached, such portion being shown on said fast
mentioned plan as "Leased Area” and bounded
and described as follows:

NORTHWESTERLY by Mifilin Place as shown
on said plan, One Hundred and 001100 (100.00)
feet;

NORTHEASTERLY by the remaining land
shown as now or formerly of Brattle Square Asso
ciates and being shown as "Brattle Theater
Premises” on said plan, Fifty-Nine and 48/100
(69.48) feet;

SOUTHEASTERLY by lands shown on said
plan as now or formerly of John Magnareli and
Daniel V. Calano, Trustees UDT Trust and Mas-
sachusetls Bay Transportation Authority, One
Hundred One and 70/100 (101.70) feet; and

SOUTHWESTERLY by land shown on said
plan as now or formerly of Jay |. Moskow and
Bencion M. Moskow, Trustees of Waverly Trust,
Sixty and 53/100 (6053) feet.

TOGETHER WITH:

APPURTENANT EASEMENT |

There is appurtenant to said Parcel I, and the
leasehold interests referred to in Parcels Il and lll
in Schedules A, B and B-1 hereof, respectively,
the perpetual, non-exclusive right and easement
over Miffiin Place as same is shown on Plan enti-
tled "Easement Plan Mifflin Place, Cambridge,
Mass.” Scale I = 20" dated November 17, 1988,
and intended 10 be recorded immediately prior to
the recordation of the agreement to which this
Schedule is attached (the "Plan”) (a) for passage
and repassage by vehicle and on foot, and (b) for
the construction and maintenance of a land-

caped area as shown on the Plan, and for the
installation, maintenance and repai of under-
ground utlities, as more fully set forth in:

(a) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and between Brattle Square Asso-
clates, and Daniel V. Celano and John Magnarel-
I, Trustees of One Brattle Square Trust, dated
November 15, 1989, intended to be recorded
immediately prior 1o the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is atiached.

(b) Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Louis F. DiGiovanni
and John P. DiGiovanni, Trustees of Trinty Real-
1y Trust, Bratlle Square Associates, and Daniel V
Calano and John Magnareli, Trustees of One
Brattle Square Trust, dated January 30, 1990,
intended fo be recorded immediately prior {0 tne.
recordation of the agreement to which this Sched
ule s attached.

(c) Terms and provisions of the Waverly Trust
Miffin Place Easement Agreement by and among
Bencion M. Moskow, Trustee of the Waverly
Trust, Bratile Square Associates, and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One
Brattle Square Trust, dated December 15, 1989,
intended to be recorded immediately prior to the
racordation of the agreerent to which this sched-
ule is attached.

(d) Terms and provisions o the Miffin Realty
Trust - Miffin Place Easement Agreement by and
among Wanda Macnair and Richard N. Macnalr,
Trustees of Mifflin Realty Trust, Brattle Square
Associates, and Daniel V. Calano and John
Magnarell, Trustees of One Brattle Square Trust,
dated October 31, 1989, intended to be recorded
immediately prior o the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule is attached,

() Terms and provisions of the Easement
Agreement by and among Peter Gomatos, Chris-
tine Gormatos, Trustees of the Gomatos Family
Trust, Brattle Square Office Building Company.
Brattle Square Associates, and Daniel V. Calano
and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One Bratlie
Square Trust, dated as of January, 1980, intend
&d 10 be recorded immediately pror 10 the recor
dation of the agreement 1o which this Schedule is
attached. .

(f) Terms and provisions of the. Easement and
Operating Agreement datad January 30. 1990. by
and among Louis F. DiGiovanni and John P
DiGiovanni, Trustees of Trinity Realty Trust, Brat
tle Square Associates, Daniel V. Calano and John
Magnareli, Trustees of One Brattle Square Trust
and Brattle Square Office Building Company,
daled January 30, 1990, intended to be recorded
immediately prior 1o the racordation of the agree-
ment to which this schedue is atiached

TOGETHER WITH:

APPURTENANT EASEMENT Il
There is appurtenant to portions of the premises
described in Schedule A hereof in Parcel I, and
the leasehold interests referred to in Parcels Il
and IIl of Schedules B and B-1 hereof, the benefit
of certain easements as set forth in an Easement
Agreement dated as of November 15, 1989,
between Brattle Square Associates and Daniel V.
Calano and John Magnarelli, Trustees of One
Brattle Square Trust, intended to be recorded
immediately prior 1o the recordation of the agree-
ment to which this Schedule s attached, as
shown on plan entitled "Plan Showing Proposed
Easements for Brattle Way Buildings and
CWT/One Brattle Square, Cambridge, Mass *
dated August 3, 1989, by Harry R Feidman, Inc
consisting of four sheeis and intended to be
recorded immediately. prior 10 the recordaton of
the agreement to which this Sehedule is atiached

Note: "Recorded" as used in Schedules A, B
and B-1 hereof means recorded with the Middle-
sex County District Registry of Deeds.

Saving and excepling from said Public Auction
the parcel described above as Parcel Ill (BSA
Leasehold Parcel) which will not be included in
said Public Auction.

Said premises will b sold subject 0 as above
and to all restrictions, easements, improvements,
attachments, outstanding tax tifles, municipal or
public taxes, assessments, liens or claims in the
nature of liens, and existing encumbrances of
record, if there be any, and all encumbrances of
record created prior 1o saic morigage.

Said premises will also be sold subject 1o all
leases and tenancies having priority over said
mortgage, o tenancies or occupation by persons
on the premises now and at the ime of said auc-
fion which tenancies or ocsupation are subject to
said morigage, to rights or claims in personal
property installed by tenznts of former tenants
now located on the premises, and also 1o all laws
and ordinances including, but not limited to, all
building and zoning laws and ordinances

In the event that the winning bidder should fall to
perform by tendering the remaining purchase
monies at the fime and place provided, time being
of the essence, the Mortgagee reserves the right
o sel the-property to the second highest bidder
at this sale for the price bid by the second highest
bidder at this sale if said second highest bidder is
willng to purchase same curing the time for per-
formance otherwise provided or any extension
thereof. In the event that the Morigagee does not
sell the property to the highest bidder or to the
second highest bidder, the Mortgagee shall be
deemed 1o have bid an amount equal o that bid
by the second highest bidder and may, at the
Morigagee's option, sell tha property to itself for
said second highest bid.

Two Hundred Fifty Thousand and 00/100
($250,000.00) Dollars will be required to be paid
in cash or bank treasurer's or cashier's check by
the purchaser at the time and place of sale as
earmest money 1o be held by the mortgagee as
liquidated damages for any breach by the buyer.

The balance is to be paid in cash or by certified or
bar treasurer's of cashier's check within sixty
(60) days thereater at the offices of Heler, Borre-
liz & Katz, 73 Tremont Street, Bosfon, Mas-

sachusetts 02108, Upon the delivery of such bal-

ance, the Deed shall be delivered 1o the Buyer.

The successful bidder shall be required to sign a

Memorandum of Terms and Conditions of Sale at
the Auction Sale.

Other terms, if any, to be announced at the sale.

‘The Sumitomo Trust & Banking Co., Ltd.

Present Holder of said morigage

By its attorney:

Wiliam P. Lopriore, Jr.

Heller, Borreliz & Katz

73 Tremont Street
Boston, MA 02108
Telephone (617) 7235151
(C)June18,25,July2
#10609
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
PROBATE COURT
Middlesex, ss. No. 92E0078P|

To Florence W. Beesley of Cambridge, and
City of Cambridge, of Cambridge, in the county of
Middlesex and to all other persons interested.

A peition has been presented 1o said court by
Perry C. Wilson of West Redding in the State of
Connecticut representing that he hold as tenant in
common one undivided half part or share of cer-
1ain land lying in Cambridge in said County Mid-
dlesex and briefly described as follows: the land in
said Cambridge, bounded and described as fol-
lows: A certain parce! of land with the buildings
thereon situated in said Cambridge, being a part
of lot 4 and a part of lot 5 on a “Plan of Land in
0ld Cambridge belonging to the estate of the late
J.P. Melledge”, dated January 30, 1886, and
recorded with Middlesex South District Deeds,
Book of Plans No. 47, Plan No. 15, and bounded
and described as follows, to wit: Beginning on the
Northeasterly side of Cleveland Street to a point
distant seventy and 23/100 (70.23) feet North-
westerly from Dana Street, thence running North-
easterly by land now ot formerly of Daniel W. Job
et al, Trustees, seventy (70) feet to land now or
formerly of LA. Blish at a point sixty-nine and
89/100 (69.89) feet northwesterly from said Dana
Street: thence turning and running Northwesterly
by said Blish's land thirty (30) feet o land now or
formerly of one Woolway; thence turning and run-
ning southwesterly by said Woolway's land by a
fine through the centre of a pariiion wall separat-
ing the house on the granted premises from the
hotise on said Woolway's land, seventy (70) feet
1o said Cleveland Street; thence tuing and run-
ning Southeasterly by the line of said Cleveland
Straet; thirty (30) feet, to the point of beginning.
Containing twenty-one hundred (2,100) square
/feet of land, more or less.

setting forth that he desires that - all - the follow-
ing described part - of sid land may be sold at
private sale for not less than $100,000.00 dollars,
and praying that pariifion may be made of all the
land aforesaid according to law, and to that end
that a commissioner be appointed to make such
partion and be ordered to make sale and con-
veyance of all or any par of said land which the
Court finds cannot be advantageously divided
sither at private sale or public auction, and
ordered to distribute the net proceeds thereof.

1f you desire 1o object thereto you or your attor-
ney should file a written appearance in said Court
at Cambridge before ten o'clock in the forenoon
on the tenth day of July 1992, the return day of
this citation.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this third day of June 1992.

Donna M. Lambert
Register

(CMune18,25,July2
#10835.

B&B TOWING

To William Gaines, 11 Braddock Pk, Boston,
MA 02116.

BB Towing Co, Inc: of 41 Mooney Street,
Cambridge, MA, has in its possession a 1989
Suzuki bike, VIN # JS1GM51A9K2101448 and
last registered to you in 1991,

This vahicle (bike) has been in the possession
of B&B Towing Co, Inc: since June 28, 1991, and
fas ot been claimed alter due notice.

“Ths vehicle (bike) wit be sold at private sale at
B&B Towing Co, Inc: 41 Mooney Street, Cam-
bridge, MA 02138 on July 5, 1992.

B8B Towing Co, Inc:
41 Mooney Street
Cambridge, MA. 02138

THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1992
bounded and described as follows: Beginning at a
point on the Northeasterly side of Cleveland
Street distant one hundred and 23/100 (100.23)
feet Northwesterly from Dana Street; thence run-
ning Northeasterly seventy (70) feet to land now
or formery of LA. Blish, thence turning and run-
ning Northwesterly by said Biish land thirly (30)
feet; thence turning and running Southwesterly
seventy (70) feet to said Cleveland Street; thence
turning and running Southeasterly by said Cleve-
Jand Street thirty (30) feet to the point of begin-
ning. Containing 2100 square feet of land, more
or less.

setting forth that he desires that - all - the fol-
lowing described part - of said land may be sold
at private sale for not less than $100,000.00 dol-
lars, and praying that parition may be made of all
the land aforesaid according 1o law, and to that
end that a commissioner be appointed to make
such partition and be ordered to make sale and
conveyance of al, or any part of said land which
the Court finds cannot be advantageously divided
either at private sale or public auction, and be
ordered to distribute the net proceeds thereof.

If you desire to object thereto you or your attor-
ney should fle a writen appearance in said Court
at Cambridge before ten o'clock in the forenoon
on the tenth day of July 1992, the retur day of
this citation.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this third day of June 1992.

Donna M. Lambert
Register
(CNune18,25July2
#10636

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE

By virue and in execution of the Power of Sale
contained in a certain mortgage of property at
Unit B, Newport Condominium, 1783 Mas-
sachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, Middlesex Coun-
ty, and 94 Thetford Avenue, Boston, Suffolk
County, Massachusetls given by Leo H. Desire,
as Trustee of L & M Realty Trust to Progressive
Consumers Federal Credit Union, a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the Unit-
ed States, with a principal place of business at
366 Cross Street, Malden, Massachusetts 02148
dated March 15, 1988 and recorded with the Mid-
dlesex Registry of Deeds (Southern District) at
Book 18924, Page 143, of which mortgage the
undersigned is the present holder, for breach of
the conditions of said morigage and for the pur-
pose of forecosing the same, will be sold at Pub-
fic Auction at 10:00 a.m. on the 29th day of July,
1992 at Unit B, Newport Condominium, 1783
Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, Middle-
sex County, Massachusetts, being a portion of
the premises described in said morigage, with the
buildings thereon, if any, to wit:

Parcel |

Unit #1783-8 in the Newport Condominium situ-
ated at 1783 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, a condominium established pur-
suant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter
183A, by Master Deed dated July 29, 1981, and
recorded with Middlesex South District Registry of
Deeds in-Book 14369, Page 290.

The Unitis shown on the floor plans of the build-
ing recorded simultaneously with said Master
Deed and on the copy of the portion of said plans
attached to the Unit Deed, to which is affixed a
verified statement in the form required by Section
9 0f said Chapter 183A.

Said Unit is conveyed together with an undivid-
ed 1.874 percent interest in the Common Ele-
ments described in the Master Deed.

Said Unit is conveyed together with, subject o,
and with the benefit of the provisions of said
Chapter 183A, the Master Deed, Condominium
Trust and Unit Deed, and all rights, easements
and agreemenis desciibed therein

Said Unit is also subject to any easements,
restrictions and agreements of record insofar as
any of the same are in force and applicable.

For tfle reference, see unit deed recorded here-
with.

Parcel Il

That certain real estate situated in Boston, in the
County of Suffolk, bounded and described as fol-
Jows: A certain parcel of land with the buildings
thereon situated in that part of Boston, Suffolk
County, Massachusetss, formerly Dorchester, now
known as and numbered 94 Thetford Avenue,
bounded'and described as follows:

Southwesterly by said Thetford Avenue, fifty-
four (54) feet;

Northwesterly by land now o formerly of Brack-
ett, one hundred forty-two and 25/100 (142.25)
feet;

land now or late of Smith and

Michael Sorrentino
Owner & Officer
(Cune!8,25,July2
#10631
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Middlesex ss. Probate Court
No. 920 1416 D1
SUMMONS BY PUBLICATION
Placido Alves de Morais, Plaintif

vs.
Herminda Lopes, Defendant
To the above-named Defendant:
A complaint has been presented to this Court
:y your spouse, Placido Alves de Morais, seeking
vorce.

You are required 1o serve upon Jose J. Mace-
do, Esauite, plaintff-plaintiffs attorney, whose
address is 421 Highiand Avenue, Somenvile, MA
02144 your answer on or before the third day of
August, 1992. f you fail o do so, the Court will
proceed to the hearing and adjudication of this
action. You are also required to file a copy of your
answar in the office of the Register of this Court
at Cambridge.

Witriess Sheila E. McGover, Esg., First Judge

of said Court at Cambridge.
June 8, 1992 Donna M. Lam-
bert
Register of Probate
(Chune18,25,July2
10644

by land now or fate of Waidron, fity (50) feet;

‘Southeasterly by land now or late of Margaret
Weber, about forty-three (43) feet;

‘Northeasterly again by said land last mentioned,
four (4) feet; and

Southeasterly again by land now or late of
‘Weber, one hundred and 11/100 (100.11) feet.

The above-described premises are shown on a
plan made by E. L. Moulton, Surveyor, dated
June 1, 1906, recorded with Suffolk Registry of
Deeds in Book 3136, Page 334.

For title reference, see deed dated January 9,
1987, recorded with said Deeds in Book 14257,
Page 104

Excepting and excluding ffom Public Auction
Parcel II described above. Only Parcel | will be
sold at Public Auction.

There is also included in the sale all equipment
and fixtures situated on the above-described
premises to the extent the same are part of the
realty.

Said premises will also be sold subject to and/or
with the benefit of any and all rights of way, ease-
ments, restrictions, covenants, conditions, reser-
vations and agreements of record, to the extent
the same are in force and applicable and do not
materially interfere with the current use of the
premises, tax titles, municipal or

CCOMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

Middlesex, ss. Probate Court
Case No. 92A0163-T1

To the alleged father of parts unknown of Ash-
ley Paige Lessard, a minor child received by the
Adoption Center, Inc. under the provisions of
General Laws, Chapler 11, Section 23.

A petiion has been presented to said Court by
Judith Muzzioli Bailey, Executive Director, of
Cambridge praying that said Court establish that
the consent of said alleged father shall not be
required upon a pelition for adoption of said minor
sponsored by your petitioner, as provided by the
General Laws, Chapter 210, Section 3, as most
recently amended.

ff you desire to object thereto, you or your atior-
ney should file a written appearance in said Court
at Cambridge before ten o'clock in the forenoon
on the 171h day of August, 1992, the return day of
this citation.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this ninth day of June 1992.

Donna M. Lambert
5 Register
(C)une18,25July2
#10570

CCOMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
PROBATE COURT
Middlesex, ss. No. 92E0077P1

To Florence W. Beesley of Cambridge, City of
Cambridge, of Cambridge, in the county of Mid-
dlesex and fo all other persons interested.

A peition has been presented to said court by
Perry C. Wilson of West Redding in the State of
Connecticut representing that he hold as tenant in
common one undivided half part or share of cer-
{ain land lying in Cambridge in said County Mid-
dlesex and briefly described as follows: the land
in Cambridge with the buildings thereon being

other public liens or assessments, water and
sewer bills, unpaid condominium fees and
expenses.

Said premises will also be sold subject to all
leases and tenancies having priority over said
mortgage, 1o rights o claims in personal propery
installed by tenants or former tenants now located
on the premises, and also to all laws and ordi-
nances including, but not limited to, all building
and zoning laws and ordinances.

Terms of Sale: The successful bidder shall ten-
der a deposit of Five Thousand Dollars and 00
Cents (§5,000.00) in cash or certified or bank
funds at the time of the sale, with the remainder
of the purchase price to be paid to the Morigagee
in cash or certified or bank funds on the twenty-
fifth (25th) day following the auction sale (or the
first business day following thereafter if such date
falls on a Saturday, Sunday ot legal holiday), to
Thomas A. Hippler, Esquire, Sherin and Lodgen,
100 Summer Street, Boston, Massachusetts as
agent for the Bank, and the deed shall be deliv-
ered at that time. Othef terms, if any, to be
announced at the sale. The successful bidder
shall be required to sign a Memorandum of Terms
and conditions containing the above terms and
others announced at the sale.

For further information contact Thomas A. Hip-
pler, Esquire, Sherin and Lodgen, 100 Summer
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02110, (617) 426-

20,

Progressive Consumers Federal Credit Union
Present Holder of said Mortgage,
By Its Attorneys,
Sherin and Lodgen
100 Summer Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02110
(617) 426-5720

(C)June18,25,July2

#10625

THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1992

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE COMMISSIONERS

Pursuant to General Laws, Chapter 140, notice
is hereby given that the License Commission has.
received an application from MIT Graduate
House, John T. McNeil, manager, holder of a
wines and malt beverages as an educational
instituion at 305 Memorial Drive has applied for
an entertainment license o include one () dart
board; audio tape machine only playing back-
ground music below ordinary conversation level
and one (1) TV.

The hearing on tis application will be held on
Tuesday evening, July 14, 1992, at six o'clock, in
the Michael J. Lombardi Municipal Building, 2nd
floor, 831 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge.

Alex Rodriguez
Kevin Fizgerald
Henry Breen
License Commission
(CMune25
#10252

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
E TRIAL COURT
THE PROBATE AND FAMILY
COURT DEPARTMENT
PROBATE OF WILL WITHOUT SURETIES
Middiesex Division
DOCKET NO.92P2417E
Estate of Peter H. Knap
Also Known as Peter Hobart Knapp
Died on April 7, 1992
Iate of Cambridge
in the Couny of Middlesex

NOTICE

A peition has been presented in the above-cap-
ioned matter praying that @ cerain instrument
purporting to be the last will of said deceased
may be proved and allowed and that Gerald A.
Bertin and Fleet Bank of Massachusetts, N.A.
both of Boston in the County of Sufiolk be ap-

inted executors without giving surety on their

nd.

1f you desire to object to the allowance of said
petiion, you_or your atiorney must file a writien
appearance in said Court at Cambridge on or be-
fore 10:00n the forenoon on July 8, 1992.
In addition you must file a written affidavit of ob-
jections to ihe petition, stating the specific facts
and grounds upon which the objection is based,
within (30) day‘s after the retum day (or such
other time as the Court, on motion with notice to
the petitioner, may allow) in accordance with Pro-

te Rule 16.

WITNESS, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Justice of said Court at Cambridge, the fenth day
of June i the year of our Lord one thousand nine
hundred and ninety two.

Donna M.Lambert
Register of Probate
(C)June25
#10386

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEAL

The Board of Zoning Appeal will hold a Public
Meeting, Thursday July 9, 1992 n Room 200, Gity
Hall Cambridge, Massachusetts, the following
cases will be heard:

7:00 P.M. CASE NO. 6352 9

1924 MASS AVENUE Residence B Zone

1924 MASS AVE REALTY TRUST - MICHAEL
MURPHY ATTORNEY

Hearing: To rehear the appeal of the anforce-
ment of the Building Commissioner in prohibiting
the use of the locus for accessory parking.

7:15 P.M. CASE NO. 6503

47 WILLIAM STREET Residence C Zone

MOHAN SINGH, TR. FOR 45-47 WILLIAM ST.
REALTY TRUST " i .

Variance: To se existing basement space for a
self service laundry. Art. 4.000, Sec. 4.35¢ (Laun-
dry Mat) Art. 6.000, Sec. 6.365(c) (Parking
Requirements).

7:30 P.M. CASE NO. 6504

71-73 BELMONT STREET Residence B Zone

YUTHANA LIMPA-AMARA

Special Permit: To construct dormer on the third
floor. Art. 5.000, Sec. 5.31 (Table of Dimensional
Requirements).

7:45 P.M. CASE NO. 6505

14 VAN NORDEN STREET Residence B Zone

MICHAEL McGARRY & SHELLY PAYETTE
McGARRY

Variance: To construct addition to the existing
structure and convert third floor into an apartment.
Art. 5.000, Sec. 5.26 (Conversion) Sec. 5.31
(Table of Dimensional Requirements).

8:00 P.M. CASE NO. 6506

57-59 GRANVILLE ROAD Residence B Zone

JULIE SILBERMAN i

Variance: To remove existing rear two story
porch and raplace with new two story porch of dif-
ferent configuration. Art. 5.000, Sec. 5.31 (Table
of Dimensional Requirements).

8:15 P.M. CASE NO. 6507

145 ELMS STREET Residence C-1 Zone

EDWARD B. SELDIN - KENNETH B. HOFF-
MAN, ATTORNEY

Variance: To construct one car garage in the
side yard with a greenhouse over the garage,
attached to the main living space. Art. 5,000, Sec.
531 (Table of Dimension Requirements).

8:30 P.M. CASE NO. 6508

168 HAMPSHIRE STREET Business A Zone

KENTUCKY FRIED CHICKEN OF CALIFOR-
NIA - WILLIAM MOHAN, CONSULTANT

Special Permit; To assemble 8x10 exterior
walkiin cooler at the right of the existing building
Art. 4,000, Sec. 4.35(c) (Fast Order Food Estab-
lishment).

8:45 P.M. CASE NO. 6509

380 PUTNAM AVENUE Residence C Zone

380 PUTNAM AVENUE

CAMBRIDGE DESIGN & DEVELOPMENT,
INC. FOR BAYBANK INC, - DAVID APOSHIAN

Variane: To subdivide lot into.two lots. Add two
stories 1o existing building. Build new 3 story resi-
dential building in the new lot. Art. 8.000, Sec.
8.22e (Variance). Art. 5.000, Sec. 5.31 (Table of
Dimension Requirements). Sec. 5.15 (Subdivi-
sion). Art. 6.000, Sec. 6.441c (Front Yard Park-
ing). Sec. 6.361 (Parking For Dwelings).
(Chune25 July2
#10406 :

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
BOARD OF LICENSE COMMISSIONERS

Notice is hereby given under General Laws,
Chapter 138, as amended that NE Restaurant
Company, Inc. d/b/a Chili's Grill & Bar, David S.
Rosenberg, manager has applied for a transfer
of its all alcoholic beverages as a restaurant
license, at 114-118-120 Mt Auburn Street to NE
Restaurant (Cambridge) Limited Partnership
d/b/a Chili's Grill & Bar, Benjamin Edward
Workinger, manager at said address.

Names of Limited Partners: Holdings Group,
Inc.; Thomas R. Deviin, Deviin Enterprises; Stan-
ley Cohen, Playtime Products; Michael J. Fuchs,
Home Box Office, Inc; George Kellner, Kellner
DiLeo & Co.; Wm. Brian Little, Forstmann Little &
Co. George L. Parsky, WSGP International, INc.,
Deanstreet Associates; Fred Krimendahl, Gold-
man, Sachs & Company; Laura Sloate, Sloate
Weissman Murray & Co.; UEMCO IX Limited
Partnership; Benjamin R. Jacobson, Jacobson
Partners, L.P.; Gerald B. Cramer; Alan McDowell;
Savino Nanula; Pete Rozema; Dennis Pedra;
Stephen Furbacher; Lawrence M. Blau-IRA
Acoount (Oppenheimer & Co., custodian; Michael
J. Esposito-IRA Account (Oppenheimer & Co.,
custodian; Stephen Frank, Paul Hoagland; Harri-
son Horan, Bostrom Seating, Inc.; Ron McGlyan,
Cramer, Rosenthal, McGlynn, Inc.; Mark Metzger
IRA Account, (Oppenhjginmer & Co., custodian;
Clement C. Moore 1I, Mariemont Corp., Ken

Pearima; Rovest Partners; Michael Fuchs (TTE
UAD FBO Sara K. Jacobson): Michael Fuchs
(TTE UAD FBO Nicolas Karlson); Daniel O'Con
nor; Deborah Anrie Sarro-Akalsi, Jacobson Part
ners, LP.

The premises are described as follows: Two
dining rooms, bar walting area, kitchen on ground
floor; basement for refrgeration and dry storage;
second floor dining room with 2 small service

The hearing on this appiication will be held on

Tuesday evening, July 14, 1992 at six o'clock, in

the Michael J. Lombardi Municipal Building, 2nd
floor, 831 Massachusetts Avenue.

Alex Rodriguez

Kevin Fitzgerald

Bree

License Commission

(CMune2s
#10397

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNING:
THE CAMBRIDGE HOSPITAL

The Cambridge Hospital, 1493 Cambridge
Street, Cambridge, MA 02139 intends to file a
Determination of Need application with the
Department of Public Health for a substantial cap-
ital expenditure to construct a new six story build-
ing and underground parking facilty adjacent to
the main hospital building; construct two levels
onto an existing three story section of the main
building; and reconfigure and renovate services in
the existing main, Cahill and Macht buildings.

The eslimated maximum capital expenditure for
the project is $57,645,021. Any ten taxpayers of
the Commonwealth may register in connection
with the apolication by July 31, 1992. If request-
ad, a public hearing shall be ordered on the appli-
cation at the request of any such ten taxpayers
made in writing, not later than July 21, 1992
Stuch registrations or requests for hearing shall be
sent to the Department of Public Health, Determi-
nation of Need Program, 150 Tremont Street,
Boston, MA 02111. The application may be
inspected at such address and also at the Health
Planning Council for Greater Boston, Suite 1006,
294 Washington Street, Boston, MA 02108,
(C)une25
#10256

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE
By virtue and i execution of the Power of Sale
contained in a certain mortgage of property at
150-154 Pearl Street, Cambridge, Middlesex
County, Massachusetts given by Stacy John
Thomas and Martha R. Singer, Trustees of the
161 Putnam Avenue Trust u/d/t dated February 9,
1982 and recorded with the Middlesex County
(Southern District) Registry of Deeds in Book
14537, Page 348; Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of
+ 9.9A Cottage St Trust u/d/t dated December 11,
1987 and recorded with said Deeds in Book
18752, Page 308; Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of
131 Commercial Street Trust, u/d/t dated Decer-
ber 11, 1985 and recorded with Barnstable Coun-
ty Registry of Deeds in Book 4837, Page 266;
Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of the 65 Commer-
cial Street Realty Trust, u/d/t dated October 31,
1985 and recorded with said Deeds in Book 4808,
Page 1; Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of the 9
Soper Street Really Trust u/dt dated October 31,
1985 and recorded with said Deeds in Book 4807,
Page 348; Stacy John Thomas and Martha R.
Singer, Trustees of 150-154 Pearl Street Trust
ufd/t dated October 19, 1979 and filed with the
South Registry District of Middlesex County of the
Land Court as Document #590736; John J.
Thomas, a/k/a Stacy John Thomas, Trustee of
the 50 Garden Street Trust u/d/t dated June 4,
1974 and recorded with Suffolk County Deeds in
Book 8713, Page 651; and John J. Thomas, a/kia
Joh of 46
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Southerly by fand now or late of Jones and Cush-
ing 48 feet, 5 inches. Containing about 995 1/4
square feet. Subject to and with the benefit of a
party wall agreement recorded with Suffolk
Deeds, Book 3091, Page 250.

For my title, see deed recorded with Suffolk
Registry of Deeds in Book 9046, Page 155.

Parcel IV - 150-154 Pear! St, Cambridge, MA.
The land with the buildings thereon known as and
numbered 150-154 Pearl Street, Cambridge, Mid-
dlesex County, Massachusetts, bounded and
described as follows:

Northwesterly by the Southeasterly line of Pearl
Street, Fifty (50) feet;

Northeasterly by land now ot formerly of Hilie
E. Farley, One Hundred (100) fest;

Southeasterly by land now o formerly of James
Intinareli et a, Fify (50) feet;

‘Southwesterly by lands now or formery of Brid-
get Cassidy and of Margaret Jowders et al, One
Hundred (100) feet.

Al of said boundaries are determined by the
Cout to be located as shown on Land Court Plan
No. 8756-A filed with Certificates of Title No
14278 n Book 93, Page 117

Subject o a City of Cambridge Order for side-
walk construction on Pearl Street, Documant No
232007,

For Title see Deed of Martha Singer fled as
Document No. 593526, and noted on Cert.of Tite
No. 159943 fled with the Middlesex Regisry Dis-
trictof the Land Court.

Parcal V - 9 Soper St. Provincetown, MA. The
land in Provincatown, Barnstable County, Mas-
sachusetls, fogether with the buildings thereon,
situated at 9 Soper Street, and bounded on the
West by a private way, Soper Street;

on the North by the County Road, so-called,
now Tremont Street;

on the East by land of the felrs of Heman M.
Smith, deceased; and

on the South by land formerly of Robert Soper,
deceased.

With 2 privilege 1o pass and repass to and from
said premises in said private way in common with
others.

For Title See Deed in Book 4807, Page 354

Parcel VI - 65 Commercial St, Provincetown.
MA. The land with the buildings thereon situated
in Provincetown in the County of Bamstable and ™
being shown on a "Plan of Proparty in Prowince
town, Massachuselts, as surveyed for Ida Ruth
and Ruth Monro Hurlbert”, dated November 1956
Schofield Brothers, Civil Engineers, duly recorded
in Plan Book 133, Page 135, and being bounded
and described as follows:

Northwesterly by the County Road now called
‘Cummeraar Street, as shown on said plan, 45.94
fet;

Southwesterly by land now or formerly of
:"hchard G. Tarrant, as shown on said plan, 47.48
feet;

Southeasterly by land now or formerly of
Thomas E. Doheny et ux, as shown on said pian,
by two (2) lines, 33.38 feet and 12.87 fest,

respectively; and

Northeasterly as shown on said plan, 41.50

el

Containing, according to said plan, 2,110
square feet more or less.

There is also conveyed the right to pass and
rapass over the Private Way showr on said plan,
and also a right of way from the granted premises
for foot passage 10 the shore over the path at he
side of the property hereinabove referred 1o as
niow or formerly of Thomas E. Doheney et ux

Subject to restrictions of record, if any. so far as
now in force and applicable.

For grantor's tile see Barnstable County Reg
istry of Deeds, Book 4808, Page 7

Parcer Vit - 131 Commercial St., Provincelown,

o Stacy : »
Street Trust u/dt dated April 4, 1978 and record-
ed with said Deeds in Book 9046, Page 154 to
Progressive Consumers Federal Credit Union, a
corporation organized and existing under the faws
of the United States, with a principal place of
business at 366 Cross Street, Malden, Mas-
sachusetls 02148 dated February 8, 1989 and
recorded with Southern Middlesex District of the
Land Court as Document No. 793220 and noted
on Certificate of Title No. 159943, of which mort-
gage the undersigned is the present holder, for
breach of the conditions of said mortgage and for
the purpose of foreclosing the same, will be sold
at Public Auction at 12:00 noon on the 22nd day
of July, 1992 at 150-154 Pearl Street, Cambridge,
Middlesex County, Massachusetts, being a por-
{ion of the premises described in said morigage,
with the buidings thereon, i any, to wit:

Parcel | - 50 Garden St,, Boston MA. The land
with the buildings thereon, situated in Boston,
Suffolk County, Massachusetts, being known as
and numbered 50 Garden Street, and bounded
and described as follows:

Westerly by Garden Street, twenty-two (22) feet
and two (2) inches; by land. now or formerly of
Sweet, the line running in part through the middle
of the brick partition wall, forty-seven (47) feet
and eight (8) inches;

Southerly by land now or formerly of Sweet, the
Jine running in part through the middle of the brick
parttion wal, forty-seven (47) feet and eight (8)
inches;

Easterly by land now or formerly of Brigham,
wenty-three (23) feet and one (1) inch; and

Northerly by land of persons unknown, forty-
nine (49) feet and two (2) inches, or however oth-
enwise bounded, measured or described, and by
any or al of said measurements more of less.
Containing about 1,125 square feet of land.

The premises are conveyed subject 1o and with
the benefit of righs and easements of record,
insofar as now in force and applicable.

Being the same premises conveyed to the
Mortgagor by deed of Lawrence T. P. Stifler et al,
Trustees, dated June 4, 1974, and recorded with
Suffolk Deeds, Book 8713, Page 655.

Parcel Il. The land in said Boston with the build-
ings thereon known as and numbered 46 and 48
Garden Street, bounded and described as fol-

g

S
46 Garden Street: Westerly by Garden Street,
19.62 feet; Northerly by land now or late of
Horace W. Baxter, Jr. et al Trustees and by land
now or late of Emma A. Moore et al, 49,67 feet;
Easterly by land now of late of Lews G. Smith,
19,61 feet; Southerly by land now o late of Max
Chave, the line running in part through a pariion
wall, 48.94 feat. Al of said boundaries are deter-
mined by the Court to be located as shown on a
plan drawn by H.C. Hartwell, Civil Engineer,
dated Aug. 22, 1912, as approved by the Courl,
filed in the Land Registration Office as pian No.
3999-A, a copy of a porion of which is fled with
Certiicate of Ttle No. 4928

The above described land is subject (o rights
and easements in favor of said Trustees land, as
follows: a right of entry and support in the brick
wall of the house standing on the above
described land at date of original decree for the
floor timbers of the house standing on said
Trustees land at date of original decree o long
as said wall on said above descrived land shall
stand o uniil the house standing on the above
described land at date of original decree shall be
taken down, removed or destroyed and no longer.
The above described land is also subject to, and
has the benefit of, such easements, if any, as
existed at date of original decree by reason of
said parition wall as shown on said plan. For my
{ile, see Cert. of Title No. 90037, filed with the
Suffolk Registry Distict of the Land Court

Parcel Ill. 48 Garden Street: Being shown as
Lot Four on a plan recorded with Suffolk Deeds in
Book 549, Page 293, bounded and described as
follows: Westerly by Garden Street 19 feet 7 112
inches: Northerly by land now or late of Benjamin
F. Whittamore 48 feet 1/2 inch; Easterly by land
now or late of Henry Robinson, 19 feet 7 inches;

MA. The land in Provincetown, Barrstable Cour:
ty, Massachusetts, together with the buildings
thereon, known as and numbered 131 Commer-
cial Street, bounded and described as follows.

Commencing at the Northwest corner of the
premises by land, now or formerly of Edwin N.
paine, on Commercial Street;

thence running in a Northeasterly direction by
Commercial Street, thirty-five (35) feet to Good
Templar Street;

thence running in a Southeasterly direction by
said Good Templar Strest, one hundred two (102)
feet to land now or formerly of the Heirs of John

Bealy;

thence running in a Southwesterly direction by
Jand of said Heirs of John Beaty, twanty-two (22)
feetto land now or formerly of Edwin N. Paine;

thence running in a Northwesterly direction by
fand of said Paine, one hundred three (103) feet
othe point of beginning.

For Tile see Deed in Book 4837, Page 272.

Parcel VIl - 161 Punam Ave., Cambridge, MA.
THe land in Cambridge, bounded and descrbed
as follows: Beginning at a point on the westerly
side of Pulnam Avenue and one hundred two feat
northerly from Sand Street and thence runnirg
Westerly bounded on land now or late of Charles
H. Foley, one hundred sixteen and 4/100, o
Elmer Street, thence turning and running norther-
Iy by said Elimer Street, forty-two feet, thence
turning at about a right angle and running eastery
bounding northerly by land now or formerly 1f
Power, one hundred seventeen 410 feet to Pu-
nam Avenue forty-wo feet to point of beginning.

For Title see Doed in Book 14531, Page 349.

Parcel X - 9-9A Cottage St, Cambridge, MA. \
cerain parcel of land, with the buikings thereor,
situated in said Cambridge, bounded anj
described as follows:

Southwesterly on Cottage Street, thirly-eigh

2

Northwesterly on Land formerly of James F
‘Sparrow, ninety (90) feet;

Northeasterly on land now of formerly of Jess3
Osborn, thiry-sight (38) feet; and

Southeasterly on land now o formarly. of
Osborn et al, ninety (90) feet.

The property is also shown as Lot A on a plai
entitled "Plan of Land in Cambridge, Mass.
December 23, 1982, Scale 1" - 10, Frederick R
Joyce Company, Surveyors, 99 Massachusets
Avenue, Arlington, Massachusetts 02174", said
Jot containing 3,420 square feet according to said
plan, being bounded and described according to
said plan as follows:

Southwesterly by Cottage Street, 38 feet;

Northwesterly by land now or formerly of Timo-
thy B. and Christopher Anne Affeck, 0 feet;

Northeasterly by land now or formerly of
Thomas D. and Mary A. Brown, 38 feet; and

Southeasterly by land now or formerly of Fillios
and by lend now or formerly of Catherine M. Mar-
tin, 90 feet.

Said plan is recorded with the Middlesex South
District Registry of Deeds in Book 14888, Page
207. N

For Till see Deed in Book 18752, Page 314\

Excepted and excluded from sale ars Parcels |,
11,1, V, VA, VIL, VI, and IX.

Only Parcel IV, 150-154 Pearl Sireet, Carm-
bridge, Massachuselts, will be sold al Public Auc
tion.

There is also included in the sale all equipment

and fixtures situated on the above-described
premises 1o the extent the same are part of the
realty.
*"said premises will also be sold subject to
andlor vith the benefit of any and al rights of
way, easements, restrictions, covenants, condi-
fions, reservations and agreements of record, to
the extent the same are in force and applicable
and do not materially interfers with the current
use of the premises, outstanding tax fitles, munic-
ipal or other public llens or assessments, water
and sewer bl

Said pramises will also be sold subject to all
leases and tenancies having priority over said
‘mortgage, 1o rights or claims in personal property

installed by tenants or former tenants now located
on the premises, and also to all laws and ordi-
nances including, but not limited to, all building
and zoning laws and ordinances.

Terms of Sale: The successful bidder shall ten-
der a deposit of Five Thousand Dollars and 00
Cents ($5,000.00) in cash or certified or bank
funds at the time of the sale, with the remainder
of the purchase price to be paid to the Mortgagee
i cash o cerified or bank funds on the twenty-
fith (25th) day following the auction sale (or the
first business day following thereafter if such date
falls on a Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday), to
Ellen O. Harder, Esquire, Sherin and Lodgen, 100
Summer Streat, Boston, Massachusetts as agent
for the Bank, and the deed shall be delivered at
that time. Other terms, if any, to be announced at
the sale. The successful bidder shall be required
o sign a Memorandum of Terms and Conditions
containing the above terms and others
announced at the sale.

For further information contact Ellen O. Harder,
Esquire, Sherin and Lodge, 100 Summer Street,
Boston, Massachusetts 02110, (617) 426-5720.

Progressive Consumers Federal Credit Union
Present Holder of said Mortgage,
By Iis Atiorneys,

Sherinand Lodgen
100 Summer Street
Boston, Massachusatts 02110
(617) 4265720
(CMune25,July2.9
#10414

ORDINANCE NO. 1139
Final publication number 2593.
First publication in the Chronicle on
June 4, 1992,

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

In the Year One Thousand,

Nine Hundred Ninety-Two

il /AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The
Municipal Gode of the City of Cambridge.”

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

That Title 10 entitied "Vehicles and Traffic™ of
the Municipal Code of the City of Cambridge is
hereby amended by adding at new Chapter 10.17
entitled "Vehicle Trip Reduction Ordinance.”

In City Council June 15, 1932,

Passed 1o be ordained as amended by a year
and nay vote:- Yeas9; Nays 0; Absent 0.

Attest:- D. Margaret Drury
Temporary City Clerk

NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General
Laws, Chapter 40, Section 32A, Tercentenary
Edition, the ordinance as aforesaid which
exceeds in length eight octavo pages of ordinary
book print may be summarized for publication in @
newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said Municipal Ordi-
nance may be examined and obtained at the City
Clerk's office during office hours and that any
objection 1o its invalidity by reason of any defect
in the procedure of adoption may only be made
within inely days after the posting o the second
publication.

Attest D. Margaret Drury
Temporary City Clerk
(C)une2s
#10477

PUBLIC NOTICE
RELATIVE TO ZONING.

(2) availability o printed individual menus for al
patrons, (3) provision of at least seventy-five (75)
percent of the seating In the premises at free
standing tables, rather than at counters, and (4) at
least eighty (80) percent of the revenues from
food sales is attrioutable to food consumed on the:
premises.

Copies of this petifion are on file in the office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Cambridge, Mas-
sachusetts

Al persons interested in this matter may appear
atthis time and be heard

For the Commitiee,
Councillor Alice K. Wolf
heir
(Chune2s
#10398

ORDINANCE NO. 1140

Final publication number 2594,
First publication in the Chronicle on

June 4,1992
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety-Two

In amendment to an Ordinance designated as
the "Cambridge Municipal Code.
WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge (‘City’) and

the Massachusetts Department of Environmental

Protection (‘DEP") have agreed to cooperate in

an effort to amend the State Implementation Plan

('SIP") under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7401, et seq., as amended, regarding the
measures to be taken by the Gily loward attain-

ment and maintenance of the National Primary
Ambient Air Quality Standards necessary 1o pro-
{ect public health in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the City, as part of a settlement of

a legal dispute pertaining to the terms and imple-
mentation of a parking freeze in Cambridge,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
(‘MOA") with the Department of Environmental
Protection ("DEP") on August 15, 1990 and
passed Ordinance No. 1112 on November 26,
1890 (the "Interim Ordinance’); and

WHEREAS, the MOA and the Interim Ordi-

nance require the Gity Manager to present to the
Gity Council a proposal for, together with  form
of ordinance concerning, a proposed amendment
of the SIP that includes a program of transporia-
tion control measures directed toward attainment
and maintenance of the Nafional Prirary Ambient
Air Quality Standards to protect public health in
the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the Ci recognizes that attainment

of the National Primary Ambient A Quality Stan-
dards will require a regional program of trans-
portation control measures o reduce vehicle
miles travelled; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Clean Air Act Amend-

ments specifically prohibit states and localities
from implementing transportation control mea-
sures which wil relocate traffc from one city or
one area of a region 1o another; and

WHEREAS, in light of amendments to the fed-

eral Clean Air Act in November 1990, after execu-
tion by the City of the MOA and enactment by the
Gity of the Inerim Ordinance, the SIP amendment
process may take another year or more; and

WHEREAS, DEP and the City amended the

,_MOA on June_, 1992; and

'WHEREAS, the Tnferim Ordinanice should be

amended to be consistent with the policies of the
City, the amended MOA, and the federal Clean
Air Act during the inerim period; and

WHEREAS, the City will implement the terms of

the Interim Ordinance, as amended, until SIP
amendment is approved which will replace and
supersede the Interim Ordinance; and

PAGE 19

The City, in accordance with the procedures set
forth in this Chapter, may issue permits only for
parking spaces which are in the parking space
bank. The parking space bank shall be comprised
of parking spaces from the following sources.

(a) Parking spaces which the City has eliminat
ed or against which the Cily has initiated an
enforcement action in accordance with section
10.16.080; plus

(b) Commercial parking spaces which were per-
mitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984
MOA and which are o longer being used; pius

(c) Fifty percent (50%) of those unrestricted on-
street parking spaces identified in the City's on-
street parking space inventory which become
subject 1o restrictions on use pursuant o Section
10.16.071; provided that the unrestricted spaces
are in a non-residential zone or are in a residen-
tial zone within five hundred feet (500 ft) by pub-
lic or private way of an MBTA bus line or subway
stop, the total thereof not to exceed 1100. Provid-
ed further that the IPCC shall issue CPFPs during
the first year after the effective date of this
amendment as follows:

(i) The number of Conirolled Parking Permits
available for award in any single quarter shall not
exceed 26% of the total number of Controlled
Parking Permits remaining in the bank or up to
100 permits (“quarterly limit"), whichever is
greater, but not more than the total number of
permits remaining in the bank. Those permits not
awarded in a quarter remain in the bank; these
permits may be awarded in future quarters in
addition to the quarterly limit

(ii) The limitations on issuance of Controlled
Parking Permils described in subsection () shall
apply only o spaces added 10 the bank pursuant
o this subsection 10.16,070(c} and shall apply
only for the first year after the effective date of
this amendment.

(d) The twenty-two remarning Controlled Park
ing Spaces availabie for allocation pursuant 1o
Section 10.16.070 as originally enacted; plus

(e) Such additional parking spaces as they DEP

may from time to tme approve for inclusion in the
parking space bank.

Righs o parking spaces that are eliminated by

enforcement cannot be transferred between per-

sons, but must revert back o the City for alloca-

tion under the procedure set forth in section
060.

i T
Within one (1) month of the effective date of this

provision, the Traffic and Parking Department
shall, based on the City's inventory dated January
1,198 of all unregulated on-street parking in the
City, submit to the City Manager a written recom-
mendation specifying appropriate restrictions to
discourage the use of some or all of these spaces
for long-term commuter parking. These restric-
tions shall include, among others, the following
types of restrictions: an absolute prohibition
against parking, installation of parking meters,
imposition of time restrictions, and/or restriction
for use by residents with permits. The Director of
the Traffic and Parking Department shall make
the recommendations for restrictions on spaces in
specified locations available for public review and
shall schedule one or more public meetings, as
appropriate, for public discussion of the recom-
mendations. Within one month after the public
meetings, the Traffic and Parking Department
shall submit a revised recommendation to the City
Manager. After consulation with the City Manag-
er the Director of the Parking and Traffic Depart-
ment shall cause the recommendations to be
implementad promptly

10.16.080 Memorandum of Agreement of August
15, 1990,

~“This section fs stricken and Teplaced by
lowing:

the foi-

The provisions of this Chapter shall continue in

effect for the interim period.

10.16.100 Effective Date
The provisions of this amendment shall take

effect upon enactment.

In City Council June 15, 1992.

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the
provisions of this Ordinance pursuant to G.L.
Chapter 111, § 31C, as wll as by authority

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

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE derived from the City's general police power. Temporary city Clerk
MASSACHUSETTS NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City  (C)June25 ey
Otfice of the City Clerk Council of the City of Cambridge as follows: #10476
Notice is hereby given that in accordance with Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic),
the provisions of Chapler 40A, section 5 of the  Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze) his hereby LEGAL NOTICE

General Laws, Tercentenary Edition and amend-
ments thereto, that the Commitiee on Ordinances,
comprised of the entire membership of the City
Counil, will hold a public hearing on Tuesday,
June 30, 1992 at 5:30 p.m. in the Sullivan Cham-
ber, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusets on a
petiion by the City Counci to amend the Zoning
Ordinances of the City of Cambridge in Section
11.30 enfiled "Fast Order Food Establishments”
and in Article 2.000 entitled "Definitions;” which
reads as follows:

11,30 FAST ORDER FOOD ESTABLISHMENTS

11.31 (revised) In considering applications for
special permits for Fast Order Food Establish-
ments and Automobile Oriented Fast Order Food
Establishments, the Board of Zoning Appeal shall
give consideration, in addition to the other criteria
specified in Section 10.40, 1o the following criteria:

(@) The establishment shall not (i) increase
motor vehicle traffic in the area, (i) reduce avall-
able parking, o (iii) threaten the public safety in
the streets and sidewalks;

(b) The physical design, including color and use:
of materials, of the establishment shall be com-
patible with and sensitive o the visual and physi-
cal characteristics of other buildings, public
spaces and use sin the particular location;

(c) the establishment fulfils a need for such a
sanvice in the neighborhood or in th city:

(d) The-establishment will attract patrons pri-
marily from walk-in rade as opposed to drivein or
automobile related trade;

(e) The establishment shall, to the greatest
extend feasible, utilize biodegradable materials in
packaging the food and in.the utensils and other
terms provided for the consumption thereof;

() The establishment shall provide convenient,
suitable and well-marked waste receptacles 1o
encourage patrons properly to dispose of all pack-
aging materials, utensils and other items provided
with the sale of food; and

(9) The established complies with all State and
Jocal requirements appiicable to ingress, egress,
and use of all faciles on the premises for handi-
capped and disabled persons.

11.32)

11321 ) same as current zoning

13822

11.32.

11.32.3 [New] A special permitissued for a fast
srder food establishment hereunder may be uti-
2ed only by the owner or operator of such estab-
‘shment and nay successor owner or operators

iereof. No rights under such special permit may
b transferred, assigned of otherwise conveyed to
th owner or operator of a different fast order food
eablishment, regardless of were it is located
AFICLE 2.000 - DEFINITIONS [revised]

Fst Order Food. Food which is (2) cooked on
the temises or maintained thereon in a heated
condon, (b) primarily intended for immediate.
consuiption rather than for use as an ingredient
in or cmponent of meals, (c) available upon a
short eing time, and (d) packaged or presented
in such amanner that it can be readily eaten out-
side the pamises where it sold.

Fast Orer Food Establishment. An operation
in a buildiry including all adjoining and contigu-
ous areas inthe same ouiding, used for the pri-
maty purpose of offering for sale to the public
Fast Order Faod for consumption on or off the
remises, which operation does not meet all of
e following conditions: (1) provision of non-dis
psable plates, cyps and utensils to all patrons,

amended by adding and amending the following
sections:
10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or

10.16.070 Number of GPFPs 10 be lssued

10.16.071 Restrictions on Unrestricted On-
Street Parking Spaces

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of
August 15, 1990, as amended

10.16.100 Eflective Date

10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion.

(2) Delete the st two sentences.

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE
By virtue of and in execution of the Power of
Sale contained in a certain morigage given by
Dershaye Geresu and Lulit Tesfaye to Banc-
NewEngland Mortgage Company, Inc., dated
February 2, 1990 and recorded in Middlesex
County (Southern District) Registry of Deeds in
Book 20359 Page 485 of which mortgage Banc-
NewEngland Morigage Company, Inc. is the pre-
sant holder, for breach of conditions of said mort-
gage and for the purpose of foreclosing the same,
the morigaged premises located at Unit 102 and
Parking Space 10, Cyrus Fellows Crossing

{b) Not amended. Condominium, 332 Frankiin Street, Cam-
{61 At 15 81 e sbecron b i1 Efiagel Mass solbany Wl ba sck s Publc
paragraph 13 as follows: Auction at 10:00 o'clock A.M. on the 30th day of

13, A detailed statement of any public policy.
considerations which support the applications.

(d) Add to end of this sub-section:

The IPCC shall hold hearings on applications
for Controlled Parking Permits once in each cal-
endar quarter. The IPCC shall establish a dead-
line for receipt of applications in each quarter. All
applications received by the quarterly deadline
established by the IPCC shall receive equal con-
sideration.

(e) Not amended.

(1) Ad after first sentence.

In evaluating appiications and making determi-
nations of award, the IPCC shall assign greatest
priority o those applicants and projects which
best demonstrate compliance with the following
critera as it relates to the parking facilly for which
the spaces are sought:

(1) The applicant requests ten o fewer permits

(2) The applicant will provide and maintain a
program of vehicle trp reduction miligation.

(3) The applicant provides a plan to make a
good faith effort to hire qualified Cambridge resi-
dents as employees and commits to participate in
the Cambridge Employment Plan.

(4) With respect 1o any project seeking 100 or
more CPFPs, the project has developed and doc-
umented a transportation mitigation plan with a
particular emphasis on mitigating impacts on
nearby intersections and the plan safisfies the cr-
teria applied by the Planning Board to compara-
ble projects needing a Special Permit.

The IPCC shall request evidence and docu-
mentation as it deems appropriate for substantia-
tion of compliance with the above criteria.

Controlled Parking Permits shall remain in
effect for two years. If the applicant fals to oblain
abuilding permit within that fime, the Parking Per-
mits will revert to the bank. If the building permit
expires, the CPFPs will also revert to the bank.

(g) Amended to stike the third sentence there-
of, the amended section to read as follows:

The Director shall approve or disapprove the
application in accordance with the Committee's
determination. When the decision is made to
approve an application, the decision shall state
the name, address and authorized number of
spaces of the facility and any conditions upon
which the application is approved. All CPFPs
shall include a provision requiring that any spaces
in the facility open to the general public for which

there will be an hourly or daily fee shall not be
available for occupancy prior to 9:30 a.m. on
weekdays.

July, 1892, at the morigaged premises, more par-
ticularly described below, all and singular the
premises described in said morigage, to wit:

Unit No. 102 together with Parking Space #10
of Cyrus Fellows Crossing Condominium created
by Master Deed dated December 5, 1988, and
filed with Middlesex South Registry of Deeds,
Book 19541, Page 459.

The unit conveyed is laid out as shown on a
plan filed herewith, which plan is a copy of a por-
tion of the plans filed with said Master Deed and
to which is affixed a verified statement in the form
provided in M.G.L. Ch. 183A, sec. 9. It is subject
to and with the benefit of the obligations, restric-
tions, rights and liabiliies contained in General
Laws Chapter 183A, the Master Deed and the By-
Laws filed therewith.

The Condominium and each of the units is
intended for residential purposes and other uses
permitted by the applicable Zoning Ordinances.
and as set forth in the Master Deed.

The undivided percentage interest of the unit
conveyed hereunder in the common areas and
facilities is 3.53%.

The premises will be sold subject to any and all
unpaid taxes and other encumbrances which may
constitute a prior lien thereon, and will be con-
veyed subject to any easements, restrictions of
record, tenancies and rights of redemption for
unpaid federal taxes, if any, as shall, notwith-
standing this provision, constitute valid liens or
encumbrances thereon after said sale.

Terms of the Sale: Cash, cashier's or certified
check in the sum of $10,000.00 as a deposit must
be shown at the time and place of the sale in
order to qualify as a bidder and will be required to
be paid as a deposit by the successful bidder;
successful bidder to sign written Memorandum of
Sale upon acceptance of bid; balance of purchase
price payable in cash or current funds in thirty (30)
days from the date of the sale at the offices of
mortgagee's attorney, Partridge, Snow & Hahn,
180 South Main Street, Providence, RI 02903 or
such other time as may be designated by mort
gagee. The description for the premises contained
in said mortgage shall control in the event of a
typographical error i this publication.

Other terms to be announced at the sale.

BancNewEngland Morigage Company, c.
Present Holder of said morigage

By its attoreys

Partridge, Snow & Hahn

180 South Main Street

Providence, RI 02903

10.16.070 Number of CPFP's 1o be Issued, (401) 861

This section shall be stricken and replaced by  (C)June25,July2,9 ey
the following: #10383
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the opportunity to comment on this proposed ordinance, which has
the potential to significantly reduce traffic and air pollution
in the Cambridge region and contribute to broader regional and
statewide efforts to meet the stringent requirements of the Clean
Air Act. We view the Ordinance as a good-faith effort by the
City to accept some responsibility for curbing its contribution
to regional growth in Vehicle Miles Travelled ("VMT") and an
acknowledgment that both employer trip reduction requirements and
changes in parking policy will be needed to achieve this goal.

In reviewing the proposal and accompanying technical
support, the City Council should be asking itself the same
questions CLF has been contemplating in our review:

o Where does this proposal fit into the broader regulatory
scheme of transportation control measures that must be put
in place both as part of Central Artery project mitigation
agreements and under the 1990 amendments to the Clean Air

Act?

o Will the various measures in the proposed ordinance achieve
its stated goals -- especially in the absence of any legal
limits on the amount of off-street parking that can be
constructed?

o What are the relative merits -- in technical, not just legal

The Conservation Law Foundation ("CLF") is pleased to have

terms -- of the proposed ordinance, a parking freeze, or
some combination of the two? ,

My understanding is that the Council is particularly interested
in CLF’s position on the first, legal question and so that will
be the focus of my testimony tonight. The answers to the second
and third questions turn largely on technical issues; CLF will be
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conducting further review of the technical support material and
meeting with Cambridge Systematics and we plan to provide more
detailed technical conments as soon as possible. I will,
however, say a few brief words about CLF’s preliminary assessment
of the efficacy and merits of the proposed Ordinance.

I. The proposed ord:nancé, standing alone, will not meet the

transportation control requirements of either the

Commonwealth’s Central Artery mitigation commitments or the
1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act.

CLF has long held, and continues to believe, that there are
legally enforceable requirements now in place which mandate the
continued existence and enforcement of a parking freeze in
Cambridge. While a trip reduction ordinance can and should
serve as a complement to such parking restrictions, the proposed
Ordinance is not -- in the legal sense -- a substitute for a
parking freeze.

A. The Commonwealth has made an enforceable commitment to

capping the amount of parking in Cambridge (and
elsewhere) as part of the Central Artervy project.

As the Supporting Memorandum acknowledges, a high proportion
== 33% -- of traffic within Cambridge consists of "throughtrips"
which neither begin nor end within Cambridge. Many of the trips
undoubtedly make use of Interstate 93 and roads leading to it and
the Artery High Bridge. It is therefore in the best interests of
Cambridge to ensure that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts makes
all possible efforts to identify and carry out mitigation -
measures to control traffic on these roads following the opening
of the depressed Central Artery. Among the long list of
mitigation measures to which the Commonwealth has committed
itself is the establishment and/or improvement of parking
restrictions in downtown Boston, South Boston, East
Boston/Revere and throughout Cambridge. .

Let me briefly trace the evolution of the Commonwealth’s
commitment to implementing parking restrictions as part of the
Central Artery project. The environmental review and air quality
analysis prepared in connection with the Artery project assumed
that parking restrictions would be in place in. Cambridge and
Boston and a "sensitivity analysis" conducted as part of the
review demonstrated that such restrictions would be crucial to
controlling traffic levels and air quality after the new road is
open. On December 19, 1990, the Conservation Law Foundation
signed a Memorandum of Understanding ("MOU") with the Executive
Office of Transportation and Construction ("EOTC") and the
Department of Public Works ("DPW") concerning measures needed to
mitigate the traffic and air quality effects of the Central
Artery Project. With respect to parking freezes for downtown
Boston, South Boston, East Boston/Revere and Cambridge, the MOU
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stated that "[e]ach freeze shall impose a firm limit on the total
number of parking spaces in the geographical area to which the
freeze applies. Each such limit shall be calculated to ensure
the attainment of level of service and air quality objectives."
This MOU was incorporated into the Secretary of Environmental
Affairs’ approval for the Central Artery project under the
Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act. 1In addition, many of the
mitigation measures were included in the Department of
Environmental Protection’s July 8, 1991 "Preconstruction
Certification" of the project. The Certification requires the
Department of Public Works to apply its best efforts to promote
"legally enforceable parking control measures" in Cambridge and
Boston, including freezes which "impose a firm limit of the total
number of parking spaces in the geographical area to which the
freeze applies."

In addition, this paragraph and all of the other substantive
measures contained in the MOU were promptly adopted by the
Metropolitan Planning Organization as an amendment to the
Commonwealth’s Clean aAir Act State Implementation Plan ("SIP").
Transportation-related amendments to the SIP are first adopted by
the MPO, then submitted to the Department of Environmental
Protectlon ("DEP") for approval, and finally submitted to the

Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") for approval.

DEP responded to the MPO submittal with respect to parking
freezes on July 3, 1991, requesting more information. The DEP

" letter acknowledged that the MOU requires that "each freeze area

shall have a firm numerical limit on the total number of parking
spaces in the geographic area in which the freeze applies."
Attached was a table containing the assumptlons about allowable
parking levels that were to be used in conducting the air quality
analysis: the figure for Cambridge is 51,830 -- the current
inventory. [See Attachment 1]

As you are undoubtedly aware, CLF became concerned that the
Commonwealth might not carry out the promised mitigation measures
because they were not included as conditions in the Federal
Highway Administration’s approval of the project. CLF
accordingly filed a lawsuit in federal district court in Boston.
The Commonwealth’s position was that it fully intended tc carry
out the promised measures, including the parking restrictions,
and that their enforceability could best be ensured by including
them in the State Impiementation Plan. CLF and the Commonwealth
accordingly negotiated a Stipulation, which was filed with and
approved by the Court on March 13, 1992, which provided that CLF
would not prosecute the lawsuit as long as certain conditions
were satisfied. The Stipulation states that the Commonwealth
intends to implement mitigation measures including those in the
January, 1991 MEPA approval for the project and the July, 1991
DEP certification -- both of which included requirements
concerning parking freezes. The Stipulation also provided that
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the Commonwealth would process a SIP revision containing "a
regulation for the management of parking supply in accordance
with the pending proposals of the Metropolitan Planning
Organization." [See Attachment 2] Subsequently, on March 26,
CLF and the Commonwealth filed with the court a schedule for the
processing of the SIP revision on parking restrictions; the
schedule calls for the Executive Office of Transportation and
Construction to submit the required information by June 30, 1992,
for DEP to hold public hearings in November and for a final
parking management regulation to be completed by February 1,
1993. [See Attachment 3]

The City must assume that DEP will be guided by these
Central Artery mitigation commitments. DEP may or may not be
willing to process ths proposed Ordinance as a revision to the
State Implementation Plan =-- but it will not affect the
processing of a different SIP provision incorporating a parking
freeze which is required by the various regulatory approvals for
the Central Artery project. If the City of Cambridge would
rather design its own program of parking restrictions -- rather
than having DEP design one for it -- this Council must begin work
on an Ordinance which fulfills the basic requirement of imposing
a firm limit on the amount of parking within the city.

B. Cambridge is currently subject to a parking freeze

under Massachusetts’ Clean Air Act State Implementation
Plan and cannot lift this freeze simply by passing an

ordinance.

The Conservation Law Foundation has been arguing for years
that the applicable vzrsion of the Commonwealth’s Clean Eir Act
State Implementation Plan includes an enforceable freeze on
commercial parking within the City of Cambridge. On March 10,
1992, a judge of the Superior Court here in Cambridge accepted
CLF’s position and issues a declaratory judgment that "the
Cambridge Parking Fre=ze remains valid and in effect." Jones V.
Teso, No. 90-6444-E, slip op. at 7 (March 10, 1992).

In 1990, with ths legal dispute over the existence and
enforceability of the parking freeze unresolved, the City and the
Department of Environmental Protection had signed a Memorandum of
Agreement concerning future implementation of the freeze. That
MOA is best understood as an agreement by DEP not to attempt to
enforce the freeze or penalize Cambridge for failing to enforce
the freeze -- as long as the City fulfilled the requirements of
the agreement. One raquirement (in Paragraph 9) is that the City
"devote its best efforts to facilitate the submission to DEP in
final form of a State Implementation Plan (SIP) revision,
approved by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), which
incorporates parking zestrictions on all spaces other than
residential parking and spaces within park-and-ride facilities
operated by or in conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay
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Transportation Authority." (This is one of two clear referances
to the SIP revision including a parking freeze; the third
"whereas" paragraph states that "the final SIP amendments will
include transportation control measures, including but not
limited to parking restrictions, and a parking freeze.") This

revision -- following approval by the City and the MPO -- was to
have been submitted to DEP by February 15, 1991.

The proposed Ordinance simply is not the type of SIP
revision contemplated by the MOA. Even if it is a good
transportation control measure and a worthy SIP revision, it does
not place restrictions on off-street parking. CLF therefore
plans to inform DEP that it would not consider passage of this
Ordinance to fulfill the terms of the MOA.

. CLF also believes that passage of the proposed Ordinance
would not permit the City to legally repeal the November, 1990
ordinance implementing the MOA. In both the MOA (in the seventh
"whereas" paragraph) and the implementing ordinance adopted in
November, 1990 (in section 10.16.90) the City has committed
itself to following the terms of the Agreement -- which run "for
the period until a SIP amendment is approved." The City Council
can approve an ordinance but only the MPO, DEP and/or the
Environmental Protection Agency can approve a SIP amendment. CLF
would consider any attempt to repeal the November, 1990 parking
freeze ordinance prior to DEP approval of a SIP amendment to be a
violation of the MOA and of the Clean Air Act.

II.. CLF is concerned that the ordinance provisions will not work
in the absence of parking restrictions, will not generate

the projected reductions in vehicle miles travelled and will
not move the City far enough along with respect to meeting
the emission reduction requirements of the Clean Air Act.

As noted above, CLF plans to submit additional testimony on
technical issues. I would like to briefly make several points,
however.

First, the Council should not be asking whether this
ordinance should replace a parking freeze but whether it can work
without a parking freeze. CLF believes that restrictions on off-
street parking are necessary to make at least three of the
ordinance provisions work: restrictions on unregulated on-street
parking, increases in municipal parking fees and employer-based
trip reduction requirements. Without capping off-street parking,
these programs could simply move cars around without changing
travel behavior.

Interestingly, the analysis by Cambridge Systematics seems
to indicate that if the ordinance is successful the demand for
parking will be depressed well below the amount contained in the
current inventory. In the analysis of mode changes for the
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scenario assuming 8 million square feet of development, for
example, automobile use drops so drastically that only 40¢,000
spaces are needed by the ten-year mark. [See Attachment 4] 1If
the City is confident that these projections are accurate, CLF
challenges you to adopt both the ordinance and to freeze parking
at the current level. If the ordinance is as effective as is
promised, the city will not come close to bumping up against the
freeze limit and deveiopment will never be limited. (The only
question is how to reallocate spaces emptled by the ordinance
measures -- an issue CLF will address in next week’s testimony.)

Not surprisingly we have our doubts about the ability of
the ordinance to achieve the projected results. Many of the
measures are voluntary and the modelllng simply assumes that they
will work in the absence of both coercion and an external limit
on off-street parking. We are particularly doubtful about three
measures. First, the program for restricting currently
unregulated on-street may or may not have the intended effects --

or any effect -- depending on where these spaces are located and
how they are currently used. In addition, modelling must account
for any new vehicle miles travelled that would be created by -
converting these spaces from long-term commuter use to either
residential parking or retail use. Changing the use of a parking
space does not mean that no one parks there -- it means that one
or more different vehicles making different types of trips parks
there.

Second, CLF is skeptical about the proposed impacts of the
"Local Employment Opportunities" portion of the Ordinance.
Increasing the share of the City’s employment base composed of
residents from 28% to 31% would require Cambridge employers to
hire several thousand Cambridge residents for existing ]obs and
to hire 31% Cambridge residents for all new jobs created in the
City. VYet elsewhere in the technical documentation it states
that the jobs generated by new development will tend to focus on
white-collar employment and attract workers from higher growth
communities further distant from Cambridge.

Finally, are not sanguine that the employer trip reduction
programs will produce the desired results if employees continue
to have access to abundant and free or inexpensive parking.
Recent evaluations of employer-based trip reduction programs in
the United States and Canada establish unequivocally that the
price and availability of parking is the single most critical
determinant of mode choice and thus the success of transportation
demand management programs. Without reducing the availability
and/or increasing the price of parking, the types of employer-
based strategies contemplated in the Ordinance have littles hope
of success.

To some extent, the debate about the ordinance versus a
freeze is an academic one, for neither program alone will come
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close to producing the emission reductions requirements
contemplated by the Clean Air Act. New SIPs are supposed to
demonstrate a 15% reduction in emissions from 1990 inventories
over a five year period -- and additional reductions of 3%/year
thereafter until clean air standards are met. The reams of
technical documentation accompanying the ordinance do not support
the conclusion that the ordinance measures would even come close
to producing the needed emissions. [See Attachment 5]

ITI. Conclusions

The proposed Ordinance may be an important step on the road
to clean air in the Cambridge area, but CLF continues to believe
that off-street parking restrictions must be added to the.
Ordinance. The intent of these parking management programs would
not be to discourage growth but to ensure proper management of a
limited resource: parking. Properly conceived and executed, a
parking management program would channel development to those
areas closest to the city’s rich supply of regional transit
services; encourage aggressive implementation of Vehicle Trip
Reduction Plans; spur improvements in transit services, bicycling
and pedestrian amenities, and ridesharing programs throughout the
city; help preserve a supply of on-street residential spaces and
short-term spaces for retail customers; and maintain roadway
capacity for future development.
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. -parking restrictions, CLF is .skeptical about the validity of the

“““claim that the proposed ordinance will reduce Vechicle Miles
~.Travelled and air pollution.at.least.as effectively as a parking
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~“+ - CLF has been asking similar questions for a variety of
.transportation planning exercises around New England. 1In most
' cases; we have beenasking whether a proposed transportation
improvement like ‘the widening of Route 3 or the Maine Turnpike
can be avoided by managing the demand for roadway space. Since
the passage of the Clean Air Act, the question has become not one
of avoiding a costly transportation investment, but one of
cleaning up the region's seriously polluted air while sustaining
desired economic growth and quality of life of local residents.
' Cambridge is only one of dozens of cities in New England which
- will have to struggle with this question. ' )
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There can be no doubt that, -as recognized by the city's
consultant, we are dealing with a regional problem which will
require regional programs. CLF will working to ensure that other
cities shoulder their share of the task of reducing air pollution
and that there is an effective regional trip reduction strategy
in the SIP. But there is much that a city the size of Cambridge
can do on its own and no reason to delay developirg an effective
ordinance for Cambridge.

Design of the Proposed Ordinance

Regarding the proposed city ordinance, I would first like
to make some general comments about its design. In several ways,
the menu of programs included in the ordinance suggests the city
is serious about playing its part in tackling the regional
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" modelling on'a large number of assumptions’about the

P

problem of air qualtiy degradation. First, the ordinance is
inclusive, addressing mobile source emissions from existing
institituions, businesses and residents, and with respect to
future development. Second, it manadates continuing improvements
over time. The overall approach of embracing both breadth and
continuity is one which will ultimately prove successful.

While the general approach is sound, however, the specifics
need considerable refinement. Because CLF has not yet had the
opportunity to meet with the consultant, I cannot comment on one
crucial issue - whether the model accurately predicts VMT
reductions given the input assumptions. I will, instead, fccus
on the reasonableness of some key input assumptions.and the
question of whether the ordinance measures can achieve.what is
assumed.  In other words, Cambridge Systematics has_based its

effectivenessfof'mandated‘programs,iassumptions“like

- raising municipal parking prices will cause several
hundred people to stop using the lots and non one
- -will use the newly-emptied spaces;

"a small number of voluntary measures will reverse the
trends toward employment of fewer Cambridge residents
in new developments; and

- employers can reduce single-occupant commuter trips
- ‘without raising the cost or limiting the availability

% - of parking.

I will begin by looking at the evidence on the efficacy of

employer trip reduction programs.

There is a great deal of prior history from all parts of the
United States and Canada to be consulted in setting up a trip
reduction ordinance, and I would like to focus on what lessons

from previous programs can be brought to bear on the process you
are now undertaking.

Trip Reductions by Existing Emplovers

Since the early 1970's, literally hundreds of trip
reduction plans have been implemented, at the level of the
region, municipality, development, or company. A number of
experts have compiled case studies and general treatises on what

makes different programs successful.

Probably the most objective and systematic examination of
trip reduction programs, known in transportation circles as
Transportation Demand Management Measures, is a 1990 report by
the Federal Highway Administration. I have provided each of you
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a copy of this report, and encourage you to read through some of
the case studies reported on there, as wz2ll as the general
~conclusions. . :

I believe I can assert with some confidence that, in writing
this report, the Federal Highway Administration did not not come
to the task with a strong bias against auto use. After examining
a number of TDM programs in a’variety of settings, -the report
concluded as follows: < - S .
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 ®:1f travelers are-presented with no alternative:that- --
"7 realistically competes  with the.private auto,-they will not

". ., stop driving. And-if driving-continues to be:subsidized in

;**;;Zthe‘form.of,fréé?(or;heavi;yzsubsidized)gon-site;pa;ging,¢_,
T TTralternative 'modestwilltrepresent.bad economicachoiceszfor . _
. travelers. _If these factors are.ccnfronted by.a_TDM....

e ' “reductions:-in-‘the range of 20% to_ can be
““the norm, rather than the'exceptior..:Where TDM programs
-have been observed with average“or:-limited trip reductions,

it is obvious that these fundamentazl relationships have not

been incorporated in the design.”. (emphasis in;original) p.
.28, P R N : :

Taeie s o mme s - . -~ -
e . . er ™y
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" The two key pieces of information here are that (1) you need
truly viable alternatives to the solo commute automobile, and (2)
if you continue to offer subsidized parking,.then never mind

ot etk

about (1). e

Example after example bears this out. I have also
distributed to each of you a copy of a paper by Willson and Shoup
(1990), two professors at UCLA, who specifically examined the
the way parking cost affects commuting habits. They analyzed
side by side cases where two employers instituted aggressive TDM
programs, but one charged for parking and the other did not. The
consistent result where parking remained cheap was that solo
drivers continued to drive alone, while those who already tended
to rideshare simply looked for the best deal among the new
alternatives offered. Often that meant some or most of those.
using public transit would be induced t> carpool instead,
actually increasing the number of vehicle trips to a site.

The Example of Hartford, CT

It is useful to look closely at the example of Hartford,
Connecticut. This is a New England city with a workforcs almost
identical in number to Cambridge. Parking is very tight
downtown, and the city is well-served by transit, in this case
bus routes which use the highly successful High Occupany Vehicle
(HOV) lane system in Hartford.

Working with city officials, Hartford's business community
set out to reduce solo driving from 48% to 39%. Aggressive trip




reduction programs were established throughout the city, but
for the time being. Despite a

parking management was rejected
sever shortage of parking, 75% of employee parking was either
subsidized or free. The results showed that over the course of

five years, solo driving was decreased by only 3%.

what is most.important about this story is the case of two
king management schemes.

employers who decided to implement par
Both of these businesses are large insurance companies, one
employing 10,000 people,
cases, parking is kept expensive .for solo
scale for carpools. Transit and vanpool
. poth cases. Within three years, the . - companies attained an
.. AER of-2.02.and 2.33, respectively, compared to the downtown

" .average of 1.74.  Both companies~haveya.solo.driVerlrate:below
40% The, lesson here is that without managing the parking supply

|

|

the other employing 1100. In both

of existing businesses,  you can expect fairly trivial results.

drivers, with a sliding
service is subsidized in

g restrictions can result in very. dramatic

conversely, parkin
reductions in vehicle trips.. - .

california's Regglation XV

The Proposed Ordinance is modeled after Southern

Ca;ifornia's "Regulation XV," which is part of a far-reaching,
comprehensive_plan to improve regional air quality. A major part
of that program is the trip reduction plan requirement for

An advantage of this approach is that
to individual

contain

d ordinance.

employers of a given size.
it leaves the specifics of program design
pusinesses. Most of the plans submitted, however,
programs much like those envisioned i~ the propose

CLF has been in frequent contact with the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) for several years regarding
the success of its trip reduction program. The initial goal of
Regulation XV was to increase vehicle occupancy for work trips by
40% in a 12 month period. Initial results of the program
indicate that the actual decrease is on the order of 5-7%. My
discussions with the pDistrict staff reveal that the primary
reason for lack of success has been the unwillingness of
employers to create disincentives for solo drivers to park near

their place of work.

The staff is most concerned that, not only did the program
fall well short of the 40% goal, but that subsequent reductions
in driving will be even narder to obtain than the initial 6%
reduction. It is clear that future annual plans must in most

cases contain a parking management element. _ |

Oother Evidence

This conclusion is supported by the work of Willson ar
Shoup (1990), whose recent study of the effect of free par



mode choice concluded,

[tlhe case studies reported here suggest that, on average,
" employer-paid parking increases the number of cars driven to

work by 27 percent. p. 1l.
The converse, of course, is also true; charging for parking would
rather suddenly reduce vehicle trips to a work site by 27
percent, providing good alternatives are in place. Cambridge is
blessed as the most transit-rich city in New England outside of
Boston. , ’ ’

Two studies have examined the efficacy of various
"“'transportation control measures in reducing driving. Loudon and
Dagang (1992), examined eight different measures for a’
metropolitan area of California -- including provision of °
transit, parking charges, variable work hours,
telecommunications, land use management, signalization changes,
gas tax increases, and ridesharing programs.

The results, which were based on measured elasticities, and
were not dependent on the particular physical layout of the
transportation system, indicated that parking charges were
surpassed only by gas tax increases as the most effective way to

reduce trips.. Most importantly for Cambridge, the study showed
that parking charges were consistently in the neighborhood of six

times more effective than ridesharing programs alone in reducing
VNT, increasing vehicle speeds, and in reducing emissions.

A second study examining TCM's was conducted by the Charles
River Associates. Similar to Loudon and Dagang, this study
indicated that, on a national average, parking charges for
employees would be six times more effective that employer-based
carpooling and vanpooling programs in reducing gasoline
consumption. Assuming gasoline consumption is reasonably
correlated with VNT, the results of the studies are remarkably
consistent.

Trip Reductions in Future Development

When it comes to trip reduction programs, the best results
for new developments have been nothing short of spectacular. The
best example is the city of Bellvue, Washington, outside of
Seattle. Like Cambridge, Bellvue is a secondary office center
separated by water from a major downtown. In 1979, parking
requirements were chopped in half, and since 1983, the city has
required all new developers (and existing tenants) to create and
implement trip reduction plans. Parking is in fairly short

supply.

The results of the Bellvue.program have been most dramatic
for new develpments. Three particular developments have been
especially noteworthy: USWest (formerly Pacific Northwest Bell),




Puget Power, and CH2M Hill, a design firm. In the case of
USWest, Bellvue was chosen as the site of a new office
development partly because of the existing limits on parking.
The company had a great interest in saving money on parking
costs, and was confident its TDM program and the city's transit
services could provide ample commuter services.

To get to the punchline, USWest managed to reduce trips by
47% below the local average, while CH2M Hill lowered its drive
alone rate from 89% before its move to Bellvue from a suburban
location, to 54% afterward. Much of CH2M Hill's success is due
to its use of the "transportation allowance" concept, in which
employees arc. »’fered a transportation allowance equivalent to
the cost of parking, but allowed to use it in whatever way they
choose. . -

It should be pointed out that not every company
enthusiastically embraces the concept of reduced parking
availability and higher parking costs. But, in time, these
circumstances are considered by developers and employers to be a
necessary evil, to which they grow very accustomed. Employees,
on the other hand, tend to be very enthusiastic about the
opportunity to avoid driving to work every day and the financial

- and psychological benefits associated with alternative modes of

commuting.

With respect to new development, then, the lesson is that we
can be very aggressive about setting AER targets for new
developments -- so long as parking at these sites is restricted

and/or expensive.

Efficacy of the Proposed Ordinance

Looking at the individual program elements in the ordinance,
it would appear there is as yet very little to hang one's hat on.
The programs may turn out to be as successful as claimed, but
right now there is a large amount of uncertainty associated with
the estimated benefits. Let me briefly discuss each program in
turn. :

Expanded Commuter Mobilityv Program

This program addresses primarily the residential population
residents in Cambridge already use walking, bicycling, and
transit to an unusually high degree. There is no basis for
projecting further increases in this category unless further
transit services are brought on line. For example, a jitney
service is a great idea, but a jitney study is not a jitney
service.

Requlation of Unrequlated On-street Parking



Again, this is another good idea, but the two scenarios
envisioned are overly generous in their assumptions. The two
scenarios are as follows:

(1) All of the 4700 spaces are attributed to commuters, none
of whom will drive to the city after these spaces are
regulated, and

(2) 60% of the spaces are currently used by ccmmuters, one-
third of whom will continue to drive even after the spaces
are requlated. Under this second assumption, there will be
931 drivers looking for alternative places to park.
Remember this number; it will return.

We believe the actual proportion of unregulated on-street spaces
used by commuters is considerably smaller than 60%, given their
location. We do not believe that once regulated, these spaces
will not be used by anyone, as assumed by the consultants.

Municipal Parking Fees

This program would raise by 25% the parking fee charged at
two city-owned lots. It is estimated that 20% of the current
users of these lots, or 275 drivers, will stop driving. But now
remember the 931 people from the on-street parking market who
will continue to drive. It isn't hard to imagine that 275 of
them will want tc take the spaces abandoned in the city-owned
lots.

Resident Parking Zones

As far as I can tell, a 7000 VMT reduction from this program
is a reasonable number.

Local Employment Opportunities

Here, the consultant assumes 33,000 vehicle trips can be
eliminated. But he also projects a decreasing share of Cambridge
residents taking jobs in any new development projects. What we
are talking about here is manipulating the balance between jobs
and housing. Experience elsewhere with this kind of program has
only proven successful when developers were required to build
housing units at the same time as their developments were built,
and new workers were offered first crack at the new housing.
Even then, as time goes on this housing stock tends to turn over
to people who are not working locally, unless the developer or
tennant retains title to each residence. Again, assertions of
benefits for this program have no apparent basis in reality.

New Development Trip Reduction Plan

This program asserts that new development will avoid 27,000
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VMT, which, if we calculate backwards using the expected rate of
trip avoidance, indicates that without a parking freeze, new
development can be expected to generate an additional 228,000
VMT. This increase would exceed the rosiest projected decrease
from the ordinance, which is 170,500 VMT.

Clean Air Act Compliance

The total VMT reductions projected apply only to work trips,
which at best comprise 35% of all trips. To comply with the
Clean Air Act -- that is to reduce VMT by 15% in five years, the
city should decrease VMT by at least 290,700, VMT by year 5
after the SIP goes into effect. That assumes that the 33% of
trips that are through-trips are someone else's responsibility.
From work-trips, that means a reduction of 145,350 VMT (see
Attachment 4), and a similar or much larger amount from non-work
trips. The ordinance as modelled by the consultant does not
reach this level of VMT reduction, even though their numbers also
indicate that parking demand with the ordinance in effect and
with 8 million square feet of new development will decrease by

22%.

If you believe the consultant's numbers, that the ordinance
will reduce parking demand from the current 52,200 to 40,800 (see
Attachment 5), even with 8 million square feet of development,
then a parking freeze should in no way appear threatening. If
you don't believe those numbers, then it's time to go back to the
drawing board. And to get the mandated reductions, I assure you
it will be necessary to implement both a modified version of the
ordinance and a parking cap. There really is no way around that
fact.

The key to an effective parking freeze is to outline the
rules clearly for developers. Experience has shown that some
developers and companies are actually attracted to cities with
parking freezes, but they want to be clear about the rules.

Municipalities have been hesitant to require parking charges
or restrict parking for new developments, except where the demand
for commercial space is high. It is clear, however, that scarce

and/or costly parking is a crucial part of the trip reduction
calculus. Parking restrictions need not scare off developers.

For developers, parking availability is considered important
but not determinative. Cambridge can remain competitive in
attracting new development, but it will have to sell the idea of
- parking restrictions as an overall benefit, or at least a neutral
requirement. To this end, it should be noted that a recent
survey of 141 firms which have undertaken ridesharing programs
have found them to be cost-effective in 75% of cases (Wegmann

1989). Twenty-three percent of respondents specifically cited
the avoidance of expanding parking as a major benefit of such

o



programs.

One device which works well, but has not been used cn a wide
scale, is the "transportation allowance" concept, mentioned
earlier. Developers or current employers offering or intending
to offer free parking provide employees with a choice between the
free parking and an eguivalent cash travel allowance which can be
used in any commuting mode. Those who drive are charged the '
entire allowance to park. New tenants entering into such
arrangements save by eliminating the need for parking, the value
of which lies between $1000 and $15,000 per space.

A Modest Proposal

CLF has prepared a proposal (attached) by which parking
spaces are inventoried each year as part of the employer's trip
reduction plan, and any parking spaces freed up as a result of
successful trip reduction efforts can be traded as parking space
credits on the open market. Our scheme also allows the city to
immediately create new credits by eliminating on-street commuter
spaces, as already envisioned. I have attached an outline of how
this program would work. I invite you to read and consider it.
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@ & F Conservation Law Foundation

3 Joy Street
Boston, Massachusetts
02108-1497

DISCUSSION DRAFT: A PROPOSAL FOR
(617) 742:2540 LINKING EMPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION MEASURES
Fax: (617) 523-8019 TO OFF-STREET PARKING RESTRICTIONS

Stephanie Pollack
Andrew Hamilton

April, 1992

A successful employer trip-reduction ordinance should
eliminate the need for substantial numbers of existing off-street
parking spaces. Without limits on construction of new off-street
parking, however, the trip reduction measures may not work (e.g.
employees will park elsewhere) and parking constructed in
association with new development will generate far more trips
than will be eliminated by existing employers. A comprehensive
ordinance would therefore include restrictions on construction of
additional off-street parking. This proposal assumes that the
total amount of non-residential, off-street parking in Cambridge
would be capped at a number equal to the number of such spaces in
existence on the effective date of the ordinance. The mechanism
of marketable parking space credits -- rather than the freeze
"bank" concept used in the past -- would be instituted in order
to allocate use of the existing spaces, especially those rendered
unnecessary by employer trip reduction efforts.

Existing Off-Street Parking

o The City would have six months to revise and finalize 1its
inventory of all off-street, non-residential parking
(including municipal parking) and would be authorized to
require all persons who own ten or more non-residential,
off-street parking spaces to submit, under penalties of
perjury, an inventory certifying the number of spaces they
own. No new permits for new park.ng spaces Or new
developments would be approved until the inventory is
completed and approved by the Department of Environmental
Protection.

o Any parking space listed in the inventory could be converted
by its owner into a "parking space credit" by (1) physically
destroying or permanently barring access to the space and
(2) applying to the appropriate agency for certification
that the space has been closed and converzed into a parking
space credit.

Vermont Office: 21 East State Street, Suite 301, Montpelier, Vermont, 05602-2152 » (802) 223-5992'

Maine Office: 60 Ocean Street, Rockland, Maine 04341 e (207) 594-8107

Printert on Recvcled Paper
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Persons who own parking spaces listed in the inventory who

obtain such parking space credits would be permitted, after
notifying the appropriate agency, to either use the credits
at another site they own in Cambridge or to sell them.

211 owners of ten or more parking spaces would have to |
submit reports to the City every other year certifying, |
under penalties of perjury, the number of spaces they own |
and their status (e.g. in use, converted to a parking space
credit). Based on these reports and other information, the

city would revise the parking inventory.

City-Owned Parking

o

o

O

(o]

211 off-street parking owned by the city, including parking
for city employees, would “have to be designated and managed
as either short-term parking spaces (charging at least
$1/hour) or long-term parking spaces (charging at least
$5/day). The City would have to prepare a plan for

months after passage of the ordinance.

The city would have six months to prepare an inventory of
all unregulated on-street parking, including an assessment
of the likely current use of each space (residential,
retail, commuter), and a plan for regulating all such
spaces. The plan would assess the parking needs in the area
near the currently unregulated spaces (e.g. residential vs.
retail), through a process including public hearings, and
designate which spaces should be converted to resident-only
parking and which to metered parking.

Restrictions would be immosed on all currently unregulated
on-street parking withiu 30 days after the Department of
Environmental Protection has completed its review of the
above plan.

The city would create one parking space credit for every
currently unregulated on-street parking space categorized as
commuter parking which is converted to residential or short-
term parking. The city could also generate credits by
closing down off-street municipal spaces designated as long-
term parking. These credits could be used to create
additional long-term off-street municipal parking or could
be given/sold to employers/developers who seek to build

additional parking.

Construction of New Off-Street Parking

o

management of its off-street parking spaces within three

No person would be permitted to construct an off-street,
non-residential parking space (except the MBTA, for park-
and-ride spaces) after the effective date of the ordinance
without (1) purchasing the appropriate number of parking
space credits and (2) obtaining a permit from the

2



appropriate agency. Before issuing the permit, the agency
would have to verify the validity of the parking space
credits and would be permitted to impose conditions
concerning traffic mitigation and other required measures.

zoning would be changed to eliminate or substantially reduce
the number of parking spaces required for new developments
and to cap the allowable amount of parking (caps, expressed
as number of spaces per 1000 square feet of non-residential
use, could vary depending on use and for different zones
depending on factors such as proximity to transit).

New developments -- defined as commercial, industrial or
retail developments of 50,000 square feet or more which do
not have a parking permit or exemption as of the effective
date of the ordinance -- would also be required to prepare
transportation management plans including

o] Measures designed to ensure an Automobile
Efficiency Rate of at least 3.0;
o Traffic analysis and mitigation plan to ensure

that no intersection in the project area has a
Level of Service of D or below; and

o Identification of measures to encourage employment
of Cambridge residents, including assistance in
obtaining housing in Cambridge.

Employver Trip Reduction Program

(o]

The City would have 6 months to calculate the current city-
wide Automobile Efficiency Rate (# of vehicles arriving
between 6 and 10 am divided by number of employees) and
establish a series of annual AER targets for the next five
years designed to eliminate all growth in commuter-related
Vehicle Miles Travelled by 1996.

All persons employing more than 5C persons at any one
location would be required to prepare and submit Vehicle
Trip Reduction Plans one year after passage of the
crdinance. New plans would have to be submitted within 60
days of a determination by the city that the plan was
inadequate (either as submitted or because the plan
subsequently failed to achieve the target AER).

Plans would include a calculation of the employer's current
AER and measures to improve that AER by 10% per year until
the citywide AER target is reached or for the next five
years, whichever is shorter. Employers whose AER in any
given year is above the citywide target would still have to
improve their AER by 2.5%/year in all subsequent years.
Initial plans would also state how many parking spaces are
owned/controlled by the employer and all subsequent
reports/plans would state how many spaces, if any, are no
longer in use because of trip reductions.

3




A1l covered employers would, when submitting plans, pay a
processing fee designed to cover the city's cost of hiring
persons to provide technical assistance in preparing the
plans and to review the plans.

Fines would be imposed for failing to either submit or
implement plans.

Any new employer or any employer whose employment increases
to above the 50-employee cut-off would have 90 days to
develop the initial AER calculation and plan.

Employers implementing approved plans who claim that
employees are no longer using all parking spaces owned by
the employer can shut down unused spaces and obtain parking
space credits as described above. Any employer whose AER is
above the citywide target and who achieves trip reductions
in excess of those mandated by the ordinance will be granted
two parking space credits for each parking space removed
from use above the number that would have been eliminated in

order to achieve mandated trip reductions.

I I



OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02129

JOSEPH E. CONNARTON (617) 349-4260 JOHN E. FLYNN
CITY CLERK June 3, 1992 DEPUTY CITY CLERK

Mr. Russell B. Higley
City Solicitor '
City Hall

Cambridge, MA

Dear Sir:

Enclosed you will find copies of three proposed amendments to the Municipal Code of
the City of Cambridge which were passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held
on June 1, 1992 as follows:

1. Vehicle Trip Reduction Ordinance
2. Parking Freeze
3. Street Performers

Would you kindly review these amendments and indicate 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,
B> € Q,Q‘rb
John E. Flynn |
Deputy City Clerk
JEF/d1
Encs. (3) First publication numbers 2588, 2589 & 2590
c.c.  Councillor Wolf, Chair, Committee on Ordinances

Joseph Cellucci, Inspectional Services Commissioner
Birge Albright, Law Dept.




FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2588

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety-Two

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The Municipal Code of the City of
Cambridge."

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

That Title 10 entitled "Vehicles and Traffic" of the Municipal Code of the City of
Cambridge is hereby amended by adding at new Chapter 10.17 entitled "Vehicle Trip Reduction

Ordinance."

Passed to a second reading as amended at the City Council meeting held on June 1, 1992
and on or after June 15, 1992 the question comes on passing to be ordained.

-

ATTEST:- John E. Flynn

AN ORDINANCE
Deputy City Clerk

NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws, Chapter 40, Section 324,
Tercentenary Edition, the ordinance as aforesaid which exceeds in length eight
octavo pages of ordinary book print may be summarized for publication in a
newspaper of general circulation in the city with the further provision that said
Municipal Ordinance may be examined and obtained at the City Clerk’s office
during office hours and that any objection to its invalidity by reason of any defect
in the procedure of adoption may only be made within ninety days after the
+ posting or the second publication.

ATTEST:- John E. Flynn
Deputy City Clerk
|
i
|




FTRST PUBLICATION NO. 2589.

City of Cambridae

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety-Two

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance entitled "The Municipal Code of the City of
Cambridge."

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

That Chapter 10.16 entitled “parking Freeze" of Title 10 of the Municipal

Code entitled wehicles and Traffic" be and_ngrebyvis_amended as follows: -

WHEREAS, the city of Combridge_(ﬁcity“) and the
kossoohhsetts Departﬁént of.Environmé;tal érotection ("DEP")} have
agteed to cooperate in an effort to amend the state
liﬁplementat;on plan ("SIF") under the Clean Air act, 42 u.s.C.
§~5401, et gég., as amended, regarding the peasures to be taken
by the City toword attainment and maintenance of the National
Primary:Ambient Air Quality standards necessary to protect public
health in the commonwealth; and

WEEREAS, the City, as part of 2a settlement of 2 legal

dispute pertaining tTO the terms and implementation of a parking
freeze-in cambridge, encered into a Memorandum of Agreement
("MOR") with the pepartment of environmental srotection ("DEP")
on August 15, 1990 and passed Ordinance No. 1112 on Novembde: 26,
1280 (the vInterim ordinance"); 2and

WHEREARS, the MOA and the Interim ordinance reguire the city
¥Manager TO present to -he City Council 2 proposal for, tocether

o
£ Lhe

with a form of ordinance concerning, @ proposed amenément O

SIP thet includes a program of transportation control measures

directed toward attainment and maintenance of the nationel




Primary Ambient Air Quality Standards to protect public health 1N

the Commonwealth; and

—

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that attainment of the National

primary Ambient Air Quality standards will require 2 regional

program of transportation control measures to reduce vehicle

%xi miles travelled; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments specifically

t”prOhlblt states and localltles from implementlng transportatl°n

- control measures whrch will relocate traffrc from one citY or °“e

PRI -

PRSI

"'area of a reglon to another, and“‘*"
4 r Act

e ae

WHEREAS, 1n llght of amendments to the federal Clean Al

in November 1990, after execution by the City of the MOA and

the SIF amendment

enactment by the City of the Tnterim Ordinance,

- process may “take another year or more; and

ST ' WHEREAS, DEP and the City amended the MOR on .June —., 1992.
and

WHEREAS, the Interim ordinance should be amended to be

consistent with the policies of the City, the amended MOZ, and

the federal Clean Air act during the interim periodi and

WHEREAS, the City will implement the teI=s of the Interlm

ordinance, as amended, until a SIP amendment :s approved which
will replace and supersede the Interim Ordinznce; and

. . . ¢
WEEREAS, the City heas authority to enac- the provisions 0=

+his Ordinance pursuant to G.L. Chapter 111, § 31c, as well 2s by




authority derived from the City’s general police power:
* NOW, THEREFORE, pe it ordained by the city council of the
city of cambridge as follows:

~Title 10 of the code (Vehicles and rraffic), Chapter 10.1€

ﬁ,”'(Parking Freeze) is hereby amended by adding the following

f{Sébtions:"J:;gf.x:m

.ﬁ:".10.13.060‘*;fiﬂProcedure"for dbhainiﬁg;chP or .
T petermination of Exclusion '
= "f?xtri‘ﬂff’1olispo7otsﬁ7lﬂNﬁmber:of,Cprps_t6.be Issued .

P kL
Lo e . -

flb;iélO?i '*.’IRestriéfions'oﬁ.ﬁnréétricted cn-Strezt
BRI parking Spaces | . -

=
ceLd 10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of Rugust 1=
' - 1990, as amended

10.16.100 _  Effective Date

B . s . 30O of
10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP OT petermination
Exclusion.

(a) Not amended.
(b) Not amended.

(c) Add at the end of this subsection 2 nev subparaqraph 13
as follows:

13. A detailed ctatement 0of any ublic pol=cYy. .
considerations which support the application:

(d) Not amended.
(e) Not amended.

(£) Not amerded.




(g) Amended to strike the third sentence rhereof and read

as follows:

The Director shall approve or dLsapprovg the,
. application in accordance with the.Commlttee s
determination. When the decisicn is made to
o : : approve an application, the decision shall state
oo the name, address and authorized number_of.spaces
| of the facility and any conditions upon which the
- -application is approved. All C>FPs shall include
"“'a provision requiring that any spaces 1n the
- facility open to the general_public for which
hall not be

e o f.:_.g_.:'._ .'-f_'_..there.‘v»:ill pe- an hourly or daily fee S
LS e T T e ayad 1abler for occupancy prior to g:30.2a.m. ON

FEE ] o vriweekdays. EIUTUIL L e N R

‘. Number "of CPF s to be Issued. )
placed bY the

:: -7:10.16. 070

.. .. This secﬁion'shall be sfricken and re
following: o

s The City, in accordance with the procedures cet forth in

this Chapter, may issue permits only for parxing spaces which are

shall be

in the parking space bank. The parking space bank

comprised of parking spaces from the following sources:
3 or against

s

(a) Parking spaces which the City has elininate

which the city has initiated an enforcement action in accoraance

with section 10.16.080; »lus

(b) Commercial parking spaces which were permitted 1D

accordance with the November 15, 1954 MOA &nd which are no longer

being used; plus

- . _ -
(c) Fifty percent (50%) of those unrestricted on streev

parking spaces identified in the City's or-street parking space




inventory which becomne subject to restrictions on use pursuant to

Section 10.16.071; plus

(d) The twenty-two remaining Controlled parking Spaces

available for allocation pursuant to Section 10.16.070 2%S

originally enacted; plus

R df( ) Such addltlonal parklng spaces a

A -

o as

. .o .
‘o ..,..‘,‘

-~--.-,

yis ma-odnAl
..

-Q _hl - ’
RN A -
“"“ . - ERSNAE D u [PERE DR

;Jthe Clty for allocatlon under the procedure set forth ln SeCﬁlOn

-10.16. 060

tqﬂt me approve for 1nc1usxon 1n the parking space bank
e nghts to parklng spaces that are ellmlnated'by enforcement

'cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert back t°~

s tne DEP'may from“time
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10.16.071 Restr-ictions on Unrestr1cted on—street parkind

. Spaces.
Within one (1) Womth’ of the effectiv

provision, the Traffic and Parking Depart

City’s “inventory of all unregulated on-street parking in the

city, submit to the City Manager a written recommendation

e date of this

ment shall, pased on the

specifying appropriate restrictions to discourage the use of some

or all of these spaces for long-term commuter parking. These
restrictions may include, without limitation, an absolute

prohibition against parking, installation of parking meters,

imposition of +ime restrictions, and/or restriction for use by

residents with permits. The Director of

the Traffic and Parking




Department shall make the recommendations available

review and shall schedule one ©

appropriate, for public discuss

for public

r more public meetings, as

ion of the reconmendations.

Within one month after the public meetings, the Traffic and

Parklng Department shall submlt a revlsed reconmen

J.
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md,;ibetween the Clty and the
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.'ThlS sectlon 1s strlcken

Dlrector ‘of the Parklng and Trafflc Department s

fgérecommendatlon to be lmplemented promptly .;{ ;fﬁ},~ . : -
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10 16 090 Memorandum of A reement of Auaust 15.‘

Ry '#r Dures s

*'The Clty agrees to fulflll the obllgatlons set f

dation to the

‘.'city Manager._ After consultation wlth the Clty Manager the:

hall cause the

e reas s e

1990 . - .“'.

RN ‘s.’-sg_n“ \- -.1_..

and replaced by the followlng
orth in the MCA

Massachusetts DEP dated Aaugust 15,

- 1990, as. amended on. June.., 1992.’

The City Manage_ sha

Metropoclitan Planning Organization and DEP a

to the SIP and a form of ordinance approved bY th

11 prepare for subm1551on to the

proposed amendment

e city Council.

The proposed SIP amendment and the form of ordinance shall

include, inter alia, provisio

such ordinance (1) shall not

(60) day aiter +he final approval of 2 cIP amendment
snvironmental Protection Agency ("EPR") which contal

of transportetion control measures that are applica

ns whereby certezin provisions of

caje effect pricr to the sixtieth
py the U.S.

ins a program

ble equally to




s an employer-based

all communities in the commonwealth, such a
vehicle trip reduction progran and which revokes the provisions

fon 52.1135 which apply to canb
ede and replace this Cha

of 40 C.F.R. sect ridge; and (11)
pter

whereby such ordinance shall supers
upon approvel of.such SIP amendment.

amendment(s) by all

the Clty

SIP-

Upon flnal apprOVal of such SIP

1ties with jurisdlctlon thereof,

l\lb

: governmental author

SR
> .--‘ -~ "’-'.L " -‘.

: The provxsmons of thlS Chapter shall continue“ln e:fBCt for

e the lnterlm perlod

10. 16 100 Effectlve Date

The provmslons of thls amendment shall take effect upon

enactment.

-,

"Passed to a second reading as amended at the City Council meeting
held on June 1, 1992 and on or after June 15, 1992 the question comes on

passing to be ordalned.

ATTEST:- John E. Flynn
Deputy city Celrk

l of the iﬁp;ct of such :



FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2590.

City of Cambrioge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety Two

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance entitled the "Cambridge,uunicipal

Code"

~ Be ié ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

Section 12.16.170 of the Code (§§;gg§_gg;§g;mg;§) is hereby

amended as follows:

1. ParagraphE. (Permitted.performances), subparagraph 3. is

amended to read as follows:

No performer or group of performers may generate noise
exceeding a median sound level of 80 decibels measured at
a distance of 25 feet from the performer OT group of
performers. A performer or group -of performers may use
sound amplification as long as this sound level is not
exceeded. Upon a complaint by a resident, a designated
staff person from the Cambridge Arts council shall, with
the permission of the resident, measure the sound level
inside the residential dwelling. If the sound level
exceeds a median sound level of 50 decibels, and exceeds
the background noise by at least 10 éB(A), the performer
or group of performers causing the excessive sound level
shnall either turn down the music or move to a distance
from the residence so as to reduce the sound level within
these limitations. Background noise for this purpose

shall mean Lg,.




-2-

That Section 12.16.170 entitled "Street Performer” in Paragraph F (1) be and hereby is
amended by adding at the end thereof the following:

Unaccompanied drummers and groups of unaccompanied drummers are hereby farbidden

to perform or play on drums in the following public areas: .
Winthrop Park
Brattle Square Triangle

Cambridge Common

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on June 1, 1992
and on or after June 15, 1992 the question comes on passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- John E. Flynn
Deputy city Clerk
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