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, Com. from Robert M. Parkman, 1/+ Lee St., iii; support of the zoning petition of Cora Beth
i Abel, et al and opposing the petition submit-
" ted by joan Lorentz, et al.
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june I 1982 CAMBR/DGE,

MASS.
i

Planning Board
Comnunity Development Department
City Council

I live at 2 CI'niCm s"r.

. and I am seriously opposed to the Mid-Canibridge Zoning Petition

-
'

to be heard on june 3rd 1982 by the Ordinance Committee

because :
1. 55-foot height limit is TOO HIGH.

Lower it to 42 feet.
.6

2. Area "1" should be an office area, not residential only.
,

Area "3" should be an office area , not residential only.

3. The FAR and the setback requirements should be
easier so developers can build slightly larger
buildings but not tall ones ; W

Increase the 'FAR to 2 .0 a]ong Mass. Ave.
Ease the setback requirements to H+L /6.5 or H+L /6.
Increase the FAR in Area "1" to 1.6

Thank you for hearing my concerns
Sincerely

Sd5hM/1r
Name, Sc0 T T SHCRSHOW

M""""' 2 Ct(nt?y, #7/
awll)':ge
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. Com. from Scott Shershow, 2 Clinton St., insupport of the. zoning petition of Cora BethAbel, et al and opposing the petition of JoanLorentzg et al.
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june 1 1982 (uiMB&IDGEMs£

Planning Board
Comnunity Development Department
City Council

' "V· ·' A (UyUKmu St., Cft. M)
and I am seriously opposed to the Mid-Cambridge Zoning Petition

to be heard on june 3rd 1982 by the Ordinance Committee

because :

J I. 55-foot height limit is TOO HIGH.
4¢dyd>

'

Lower it to 42 feet. "
t

2. Area "1" should be an office area, not res ent1a on
Area "3" should be an office area, not restdential

only:Z!%l
· P

P

3. The FAR and the setback requirements should be ¢nv ¢ua. am "

easier so developers can build slightly larger tgj .

,buildings but not tall ones ; -.

Increase the 'FAR to 2 .0 along -Mass. Ave.
A'v:dL&UiK=<

.

Ease the setback requirements to H+L /6.5 or H-FL /G.
Increase the FAR in Area "I" to 1.6

C

Thank you for hearing my concerns
Sincerely

C

%a~=, at, &Ama,v

"m"' FLO REJVC€ L.M""CANN
"'""""' q clint(jn STREET Art. 32

c.ambk1dgE, MA. o at 7¶
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Comm. from Florence L. MacCann, 2 Clinton
St., in suppcwt of the zoning petition of
Cora Beth Abel and opposing the petition of

.

joan Lorentz.
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CAMBRIDGE,MA$$,

Planning Board
Community Development Department
City Council

' "ve ·' LiZ , ,
aen=·e&- J" ^

and I am seriously opposed to the Mid-Canibridge Zoning Petition
" to be heard on june 3rd 1982 by the Ordinance Committee

because :

I. 55-foot height limit is too high.
Lower it to 42 feet.

D

. 2. Area "1" should be an office area , not residential only.
Area "3" should be an office area, not residential only.

3. The FAR and the setback requirements should be
easier so developers can build slightly larger

· buildings but not tall ones; -

Increase the 'FAR to 2.0 along Mass. Ave.
Ease the setbaCk requirements to H+L /6.5 or H-FL /6.
Increase the far in Area "1" to 1.6

Thank you for hearing my concerns
Sincerely

^=CA!1-°
Name, l42~1 Z, LS^'"e€m
"d"""" gu- /Ayh^~ee'( »Z
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Com. from Rand Z. Etige1, 82 Hancock St., in
support of the. zoning petition of Cora Beth
Abel, et al and opposing the petition of Joan
Lorentz, et al. i
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In".City Council,
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June i4, 1982 .
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CAMBRIDGE,MASS.

,

Planning Board
Comnunity Development Department
City Council

I live at |2 Lee 5+

and I am seriously opposed to the Mid-CaMbridge Zoning Petition

to be heard on june 3rd 1982 by the Ordinance Committee
V

because :
1. 55-foot height limit is TOO HIGH.

"

Lower it to 42 feet.

2. Area "1" should be an office area, not residential only.
Area "3" should be an office area, not residential only.

a

3. The FAR and the setback requirements should be
easier so developers can build slightly larger
buildings but not tall ones; ..

Increase the 'FAR to 2 .0 aiong Mass. Ave.
Ease the setback requirements to H-FL /6.5 or H+l /6.
Increase the FAR in Area "I" to 1.6

Thank you for hearing my concerns
Sincerely

«

,m?77t17 —Iz"kl
^Adress: D· TaylqR DAflS

_
Pm rlTzt)eQA\D

(2 Lee sr rz LCL st

92?E,k:n
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Com. from D. Taylor Davis, Frederick j.
tong, et al in support" of the zoning peti-
tion of Cora Beth Abel, et al and opposing

the zoning petition of joan Lorentz, et al.
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lune 1J4, 1982
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june 1 1982
'C Aridge,ma'$s,

planning Board
Comnunity Development Department
City Council

, ,,V. ., i3 CX/;U%A/ "t" ms
and I am seriously opposed to the Mid-Canibridge Zoning Petition

- to be heard on june 3rd 1982 by the Ordinance Committee

because :

1. 55-foot height limit is TOO HIGH.
'

Lower it to 42 feet.

2. Area "1" should be an office area, not residential only.J

Area "3" should be an office area, not residential only.
J »

3. The FAR and the setback requirements should be
4bb easier so developers can build slightly larger

buildings but not tall ones; -

Increase the 'FAR to 2 .0 aioxig Mass. Ave.
Ease the setback requirements to H+L /6.5 or H+L /6.
Increase the FAR in Area "1" to 1.6

Thank you for hearing my concerns
Sincerely

2al4M4—
Name: w/ZaL9a1 A, M£A/~"'""""' oUj\/kR

.
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Com. from Willi am L. McNamara, 3 Clinton St.,-
I

in support of the zoning petition of Cora
Beth Abel, et al and opposing the petition ofjoan Lorentz, et al 'i"

P

.

C

B

t

.

0

.

.

P

.
,

g

.

!

P

P

- In City Council,

4

June i4, 1982
t6/"y//"b

t\

0

k/c"<^g/7"V
'

U tj,¢

%"6
u

L%7~7">U lj "0

.

k

_
..L. _

k E tt t k

t



,>"7 ? ·" :' ..- "'">
"

p ,
,

B:'trv::"
,
""-- ..- -' b)'^.> ",--," - ,'. "¶·" '"

.- . .' ";.· .

/A: :"

T, t : -
"::" ;j,; '

b,

,,' " j: j(7,«t ' C%,t:y, of cambridge, massachusetts:j p,$',:.:};' ::;ei',')
A N N I N G B O A R I). -.·,J"4¶.' -,. .^Y""'" « . A·i«%<€& "*..- * . .'"7 ::i::q:7'12

.,

r'"'ai!:alALL
annex, 57 inman street, cambridge 02139

""G'ii::2,E:::": ".:'"""

Jun, 1 5
,

1 982

To the Honorable, the City Council:
SUBjECT: Two Citizen Petitions to Amend the Zoning Ordinance by

Rezoning the Existing Office 3 District Along the North
Side of Massachusetts Avenue Between Dana and Temple
Streets to a variety of Office and Residential Zones

In accordance with Chapter 40A of the General Laws, the PlanningBoard held a public hearing on both above referenced petitions on '"
Tuesday, May 4, 1982.

The Petitions
1. The first petition which has now been filed in a substantiallydifferent form would establish a new Office 3-B District whichwould differ from the existing Office 3 District in only onefeature, namely, the establishment of a forty-foot height limit.
2. The second petition would create a new Office 2-A District alongMassachusetts Avenue between Inman and"ClintonStreets. The newdistrict would reduce the permitted FAR, reduce the density ofhousing permitted, establish a height of fifty-five feet and

increase the required setbacks. Elsewhere the petition rezonesthe existing district variously to Residence C-l, C-2, and C-3.
Recommendation

The Planning Board feels strongly that additional development limita-tions are desirable along this segment of Massachusetts Avenue both toprovide effective protection to the close-in residential neighborhoodadjacent to it and to limit the increase in traffic and congestion onan already heavily burdened and narrow section of the Avenue. At thesame time it is important that sufficient flexibility and incentiveremain to redevelop existing underutilized lots to more productive use:The Board makes the following recommendations using the second Lorentzpetition as a base.

1. Create the new Office 2-A District with the following modifications:
a. Increase the permitted FAR from 1.75 to 2.0.
b. Establish a base height of 45 feet which may be increased by

right to 55 feet for buildings abutting the street line ofMassachusetts Avenue.

_



" ' ~able, the City Council -2- june 15, 1982

0

c. Allow limited retail uses along Massachusetts Avenue.

2. Rezone areas 1, 3 and 4 to the new Office 2-A District".

3. Rezone the small portion of the Office 1 District between Inman

and Bigelow Street to Residence C-I as proposed in the petition
(area 2).

4. Rezone area 5 to Residence C-3 as proposed in the petition.

5. Do not change the height limit of all Residence C-2 Districts
from 85 to 55 feet as proposed pending more detailed city-wide
analysis.

6. Adopt the provision of a special permit for all non-accessory
parking facilities.

Findinqs
'·

In support of its recommendations the Planning Board has made the

following findings after review of comments made at the public
hearing, discussions with the Community Development Department staff
and after considerable past analysis of the desirable development

pattern for this portion of Massachusetts Avenue:

1. Massachusetts Avenue is and should remain a major pedestrian
commercial connector between Harvard and Central Squares.
However, the narrowness of the Avenue here and the proximity of
the residential neighborhood to the commercial activity could

result in problems of traffic congestion, loss of sunlight,
overload of on-street parking on residential streets, and sharp

contrasts in building scale should the district be allowed to
develop to the maximum allowed in the existing Office 3 District.

2. There is a conspicuous need for a more appropriate transition
between large scale commercial uses on Massachusetts Avenue and

the small scale residential neighborhoods behind as well as

reasonable height and density limitations for development on the

Avenue.

3. The environment of this portion of the Avenue should be improved

through the redevelopment of underutilized or incompatibly used

lots. Nevertheless it is desirable that many existing structures
in the area be retained and that new development conform to the

moderate scale of building which now predominates within the area.

4. Development in areas 1, 3 and 4, while variable, does average

close to 2.0 FAR and a height which varies from 35 feet to 55 or
60 feet. Establishing such limits would reflect conditions which

exist for the majority of substantially developed lots and would

allow ample room for redevelopment or expansion on lots which are

substantially below those limits while at the same time respecting
the general existing development scale along Massachusetts Avenue.
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iorable, the City Couricil
. -3- june 15, 1982

L · b

vU

. This portion of Massachusetts Avenue is poorly located to accommo-date new large scale commercial development served by largevolumes of vehicles.
6. Continued opportunities for office use is reasonable for area I;area three should more naturally belong to the mixed use characterof Massachusetts Avenue rather than be frozen as an isolated resi-dential enclave; consideration should be given to limited, care"fully prescribed retail use along the Mass. Avenue frontage ofareas 3 and 4 to stimulate a more inviting pectestrian environment.
7. The correction of zoning district lines to reflect property boun-daries in area 2 is a logical and desirable clarification of theexisting arbitrary boundary.

8. Area 5 is totally institutional and residential in character now.and is appropriately rezoned to Residence C-3. Such a designatiOnwould still allow modest office use by right and would allowdevelopment at densities comparable to the existing office 3 Dis-trict while being compatible in use to the existing residentialzoning district across Bishop Allen Drive.
Public iiearing

Petition #1 -Cora Abel, sponsor of the petition, summarized the intentof the petition to limit the height of new structures in the districtto 40 feet, thus ensuring sunlight access to lots north of the Avenuewhile at the same time providing enough height for a reasonably largebuilding of four stories.
petition #2 - The petitioners, including joan Lorentz, Robert LaTrem-ouille and Richard Bell, indicated that the new Office 2-A District andthe rezoning of other access to existing Residence C-l, C-2 and C-3 Dis-tricts were intended to reflect existing land use and development con-ditions, permit the development of clearly underutilized lots, whilediscouraging more intense building on already substantially developedlots.
Public Comments

petition #1

a. Supporting the petition were Cora Abel, 12 Lee Street; WilliamMacNamara, 3 Clinton Street; john Boster, 10-12 Lee Street-- .favoring limitations on the height of new buildings but a con-tinuation of the mix uses allowed in the existing district.
b. In opposition to the petition were David Hughes, CambridgeChamber of Commerce; Henry Gesmer, attorney for O'BrienFuneral Home; Dr. Crane, property owner at 847 MassachusettsAvenue; Richard Bell, 10 Bigelow Street--for various reasons,but for the most part, because of reduced potential fordevelopment of existing parcels.



cable, the City Council -4- June 15, 1982'
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,,ition #2
~

a. In support of the petition were joan Lorentz, 419 Broadway;
Robert LaTremouille, 6 McClean Place; Hugh Russell, 1 CorlissPlace; Councillor David Sullivan, 83 Inman Street; Ricahrd
Bell, 10 Bigelow Street; John Pitkin, 18 Fayette Street--for
a number of reasons, but principally for reducing the potentialdensity of development; capping the allowable height, ensuring
a scale transition between Massachusetts Avenue and the
neighborhood, and protecting existing residential blocks from
further intrusion of commercial uses.

b. In opposition to the petition were those previously in oppo-
sition to the first"petition plus john Hudson, 371 Harvard
Street; Sandra Hudson, 371 Harvard Street; Cora Abel, 12 Lee
Street--for a variety of reasons including the reduction indevelopment potential for some property owners; too great a
permitted height by other property owners, and the elimina-tion of the use of property for offices along portions of "
Massachusetts Avenue and the large area proposed to be rezoned
Residence C-l to the rear.

Respectfully submitted,

For the Planning Board

LZ / r'j /
rr17

lW

,
0 /-'"/U'-r--" {,

,
. L'"l -'

r-i-'-7
Arthur C. Parris
Chairman
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text of the Zoning Ordinance by making the following changes" ' ' " Aditions:
. Amend Section 3.11 by inserting a new subsection 11 as follows"

and renumbering existing subsection 11 to 27 as 12 to 28.
.

11. office 2A District...Business research andprofessional offices, limited research orientedmanufacturing.

2. Insert Office 2A after Office 2 at the following locations:
i. Section 4.262

ii. Section 4.30, Table of Use Regulations, heading of fifthcolumn throughout

iii. Section 4.40, Footnotes to the Table of Use Regulations,footnote 46.

iv. Section 11.122 and Section.11.123 k.

V. Section 6.36. Schedule ofParkingand Loading Require-ments heading of third column throughout.
3. Amend Section 5.32 Office Districts, Table 5-2 by inserting anew line between Office 2 and Office 3 as follows:

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Office 2A 2.0 5000 600 50 Front Side Rear

H+jj(a)(e) H+L H+L(C) 45(e) 15%
4 5 4 ·

4. Amend Section 5.32.2, Footnotes to Table 5-2 by adding a newfootnote (e) as follows:
(e) The following exceptions to the dimensional requirements ofthe Office 2A district may be made for lots abutting Mass. Ave.

(I) The maximum height may be increased to 55 feet providedall of the following conditions are met.

i. At least 75% of the building wall plane frontingMassachusetts Avenue abuts the streetline of theavenue and provides an arcade as defined inSection 14.452(5) (office uses may be substitutedfor the retail uses required) along the Massachusetts
.Avenue street line.

ii. The depth of any minimum front yard normally requiredon Massachusetts Avenue in this Table 5-2 shall be addedto the rear yard required( or to the opposite side yardshould the lot abut two streets). Such depth shall belandscaped as required in Section 6.48 and be in add-ition to any other landscaped setback require(i elsewherein this ordinance.

"'
' Ill . I.dlN.II||NI I-HIII|j|

'"
"" ""'
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iii. The maximum height of the structure shall be locqted
on the building wallplane abutting the Massachusetts
Avenue street line.

iv. No portion of a building closer to a residence B or C"district line than 75 feet shall exceed 45 feetin height.
5. Amend section 4.35a(2), Other retail establishments, column fiveby adding a new superscript "49."
6. Amend Section 4.40, Footnotes to the Table of Use Regulationsby adding a new footnote 49 as follows:

49Yes in the 0-2A District provided the establishment is locatedin a structure also containing non-retail uses, that nosingle establishment shall exceed 1200 square feet in grossfloor area, and that the principal public entrance to the '4

e8tablishment shall be located on the front wall plane ofbuildings abutting Massachusetts Avenue.
,

7. Amend Section 4.32.b, "Automobile parking lot or parking garagefor private passenger cars", by changing "Yes" in all columnswhere it appears to read "SP"

8. Amend the Zoning Map of the City of Cambridge as follows:
a. Areas 1,3,and 4 as described in the t,orentz#2 petition to thenew Office 2A District.
b. Area 2 to Residence C-l as described in the petition.
c. Area 5 to Residence C-3 as described in the petition.



i 0f

qr

N

'

. Cambridge, june 7 1982

To the Honorable, the City Council of the
City of Cambridge:

Cmm- :"r'·

Cora Abel et al. The undekigned respeef& p;k;\
".E ~ '"L'"'
C

!>j
',',':

:'(': ',£ ':',:-'.
that the Cambridge Zoning Ordinance be amended as follows ' 2;,

92 ",' ':'

1. Change the Massachmetts Avenue existing Office-3 (0-3) zonin'W s4
'

..district on the north side of Massachusetts Avenue between Hahco&' '

Street and generally Temple Street (see attached map and legaldescription) to a new Office-2A (O-2A) zoning designation.
2. Add to the existing Table 5-2 , Table of Dimensional Requirements--Office Districts , a new line between office 1 and Office 2:
fj*i,m4'i:q"a9:"'4'),"::u:"t":""

'"'" '° '""""""" ""'
C9 Minimm lot Widthm50.
C9 Min. Yards: FrontmH+L (footnotes as existing)

5

0SidewH+L
6"

RearmH+L (footnoteg a8 existing)
5 '

,.

(4)"Maximum Height" 45 tee&see .exception below to increase height) .m Minimim open Space to Lot Areaml5¶1

(e)"*The following exception to the dimensional requirements of theOffice 2A oistrict shall be made.
(I) Maximm height within 75 feet of a residential district line

shall be 35 feet.
* (2) The maximm floor area ratio may be increased to 2.0 and themaximm height may be increased to 55 feet (except as limitedby (e)- (I) above) provided the following conditions are met:*4 (i) At least Bot oE the building wall plane fronting Massa-

chusetU Avenue abuts the street line of the Avenue , or
an arcade as defined in Section 14. 452 (5) (excluding, the
requirement for retail use) so abuts the street linels3e nck be/cui)

g(ii) That portion of the ground floor of the structure abutting
Massachusetts Avenue shall contain one or more uses permitted
in Sections 4.31, 4.33 and 4.34 for a depth of at least25 feet,

(iii) The depth of any minimum front yard required in thisTable 5-2 shall be added to the rear yard required (or
the opposite side yard required should the lot abut two
streets) . Such depth shall be landscaped as required
in Section 6

.
4C).

(iv) The maximum height of the structure shall be located on & measured
by the building facade abutting the Massachusetts Avenue

A11 UrderH~ ceydiflommbe,Yng 'Ab a'ruugL ~1F k mdudd in Hit PAR.
"

qs pu'rf c€/ik bc/i'idr'hg.g g)b5g rlburan%tj·
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" ' " ,Cora..Abe1 et. al. dated june 7 1982

8 m

C

3, Add to existing 4. 30
, Table of Use Regulations , a new O-2A designationto the fifth colum column heading as follows :

OFFICE: 1,2A,2 ,3, 3A.

4. Amend section 3.11 by renumbering subsection 11 thereunder andfollowing subsections respectively as 12 and following, and byinserting the following new subsection 11:
11. OFFICE 2A District. . .Business , professional office and multi-

fmily dwellings .

5. Amend section 4.262 by inserting "Office 2A" between "Office 1" and"office 1"

6. In section 4.32, "Autamcibile parking lot or parking garage forprivate passenger cars" change "YeS " in all columns where it appearsto read "SP "

7. In section 4.40 Footnotes to the Table of Use Regulations , footnote °46, mend "0-2 and IB" to read "O-QA, 0-2, and IB".
8. In section 6. 36 Schedule of Parking & Loading Requirements, thirdcolum heading, insert "Off 2A" between "Off.2" and "Res .C-2".
9. In section 11.122 and section 11.123 insert "Office-2A" between"office I" and "Office 2".

" Ea===r="~
= .adejm t asµt lhmL Elie 5hleet"e^ c4 /%amLmmu
continued on the next page
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Lo Rezone to . Of£ice-2A that area pre mtly zoned Office 3 which18 circumscribed a line beqinning at a point, said point beingthe intersection of Massachusetts Avenue and Hancock Street;
1.1 Then proceeding in a nartheasterY direction along the cenHrlineof Hancock Street approximately·(38 feet to the =ojection of thenwthemt sidalina at lotu3 on assessoF3 plat #1171

,
.

1.a. Then running southeasterly 3¥SVieet more or less along a lineparallel to and 175 feet distant from the northeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue to the centerline of Lee Street;
1.3. Then running southeasterly 358 feet more or less along a lineparallel to and 175 feet distant from the northeastern streetline of Massachusetts Avenue to its intersection with thesoutheasterly lot line of lot numbered 2 on Assessors' Plat#118;

1.4". Then turning and running southwesterly 38 feet more or less alongthe southwesterly property lines of lots numbered 78 and 79 onAssessors' Plat #118 to a point 140 feet more or less distantfrom the northeastern street line of Massachusetts Avenue;
1.5. Then turning and running southeasterly 120 feet more or less alonga line parallel to and 140 feet distant from the northeasternstreet line of Massachusetts Avenue to its intersection with thecenterline of Bigelow Street on Assessors' Plat #118;
1.6- Then turning and running northeasterly 85 feet more or less alongthe centerline of Bigelow Street to its intersection with thenorthwesterly projection of the southwesterly sideline of lotnumbered 34 on Assessors' Plat #118;
1.7 Then turning and running southeasterly 253 feet more or lessalong the common property line and its projection of the north-easterly lot line of the City of Cambridgelot numbered 33 and the southwesterly lot lines of lots numbered39 and 65 and their extension to its intersection with the center-line of Inman Street on Assessors' Plat #118;
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" 1'.8" Then turning and running northeasterly 80' more or less alongthe centerline of Inman Street to its intersection with the north-westerly extension of the centerline of Bishop Allen Drive onAssessors' Plat #118;

1.9 Then turning and running southeasterly 340 feet more or lessalong the centerline of Bishop Allen Drive to its intersectionwith the northeasterly extension of the center line of TempleStreet on Assessors' Plat #107.

1.10. Then turning and running southwesterly 210 feet more or lessalong the Centerline of Temple Street to a point 100 feet dis-tant from the northeast street line of Massachusetts Avenue onAssessors' Plat #107;

1.jj:- Then turning and running northwesterly 347 feet more or lessalong a line 100 feet distant from and parallel to the north-east street line of Massachusetts Avenue to its intersection withthe centerline of Inman Street on Assessors' Plat #107;

1.1L Then turning and running southwesterly 145 feet more or lessalong the centerline of Inman Street and its extension to itsintersection with the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue onAssessors' Plat #107;

1.13-. Then turning and running northwesterly 980 feet more or lessalong the centerline of Massachusetts Avenue to its intersec"tion with the southwesterly extension of the centerline ofhncockstreet on Assessors' plats #11H118; and

1.00. Said area includes all o,r parts of the following parcels ofland: "'

P

1.ol. Premises of the following parcels shown on Assessors' Plat #117,lots numbered 1, 28, 68, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 58, 69, 59, 64, 65,29, 30, 31, 55, 56, and 57; being numbers 74,82 and 88 HancockStreet, all parcels on Arnold Circle, odd numbers 859, to 907Massachusetts Avenue, numbers 11, 5, 12 and 14 Lee Street and
3 Clinton Street;1.02. Premises of the following parcels shown on Assessors' PlaL #118:lots numbered 1, 2, 32, 30, 31, 29, 78, 79, being numbers2 Clinton Street, odd numbers 795-847 Massachusetts Avenue and5, 5A, and 7 Bigelow Street; ande

1oO3
Premises of the following parcels shown on Assessors' Plat #107:lots numbered 99, 133, and 2, being numbers 8 and 12 InmanStreet, and even numbers 144-152 Bishop Allen Drive.
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April 29th 1982 Kay a 2 't3 Fil'82

I live or work in the area "DistrEmA{'|m: »S f',"°p°'"d Mid-CaMbridge
Zoning Correction, dated 2/7/82.

I am opposed to the Mid-Cambridge Zoning Petition, dated 2/7/82 and

am in favor of the one dated November 4th, 1981 which limits buildings

to a forty foot height limit on the north side of Mass. Avenue
,.

between Dana and Inman Streets.
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April 29th 1982

I live or work in the area "District 1" on the propoged Mid-CaMbridge

Zoning Correction, dated 2/7/82.
I am opposed to the Mid-c&lrbridge Zoning Petition, dated 2/7/82 and

am in favor of the one dated NoveMber 4th ,
1981 which limits buildings

t to a forty foot height limit on the north side of Mass. Avenue
7

between Dana and Inman Streets.
t

Name Address Own Rent

";j'L, 2-Ch\/'^'j\ tii' '"'

· \ .A .

'

/j/ '
'

' 7j'/:2y,(1?'27m,C,$,,,A,

, ).] m,,, ·5 j- -4i-
:

'
' \J V

. .

.,

.

C '

.

v' /a~1°em"zr ,S<LLULk?&-- >a<.. a~~ a.
Lq-c"l?a?.

'

V " q ^Le=Z1uAL .~mtlm.

,.V

,

,



.
.

.

Additional Signatures
q

Amended Petition, Cora Abel et. al. dated June 7 1982
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Petition of Cora Beth Abel, et al
to rezone area in the Tenjple &

MASS. Ave. Area.

6/28/82 Withdrawn
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