mwn@, ADDE

™ | |
%f/ am Seen Ao BT Tot—
] /741/%0 Chadly /Z/N4 Wow becadiv Afeis

2r7r - P - Coreen “~

KA
Z.

Yy by b /jé/um |

5 MNowaen MeoWed) B WASHINGTON AR |
¢ &. Newnman 4% fot SEL —Someulle 023
7 Tred =)\ RO BhesrNoo B0 . Cavde.

g /42@ fossel/ ] lacliss P




W MCWM

WA/IW

| / s .
s / »
5%/1‘ &t AL #‘ ‘:/{J ,U_,lf/ /4
[ \ A /! A f!{‘r—{ ‘“"‘,’« Lt
L. 4 8willa 0
& 7 4 "“zrr’i' ?-;‘{

(A ;;, Y ke j
15/ 7



For the record, my name is Stephanie Anne Gramolini. I live at &
Washington Ave. I am speaking as Fresident of the Cambridge

Civic Association.

The CCA joins its neighbore across the City in wging the Council
to put the spotlight on Scheme I and slow the process down so

that we, the citizens of Cembridge, will finally have a chance to

examineg its implications and have real input in to the project.

We wge this for three reasons.

One, Scheme Z will swallow up a part of Cambridge which has the
only real development potential in the city., the area known as
North Foint on which the City has spent so much money to

encowage development, including much needed housing.

Two, Scheme Z ie an attempt to solve other people’s traffic
problems at our expense. For Cambridge, it will mean increased
traffic congestion, construction related pollution, and further

disruption of the guality of life in East Cambridge.

Third, and most importantly, the City has been excluded from any

real decision making in the development of Scheme 7.

It is clear that the Central Artery Froject is a long overdue
improvement. It must go forwards: but not at the gxpense and the

exclusion of Cambridge.

Stephanie Anne Gramolini

October 29, 1990




Global warming is a global problem, but it is not beyond
our reach or our responsibility. With only five percent
of the world's population, the United States contributes
roughly twenty percent of greenhouse gases, principally
carbon dioxide. Of this, motor vehicle emissions account
for between twenty and thirty percent--a hefty percentage
which can and must be reduced.

Scheme Z is a colossal blunder not merely because it will
poison Cambridge, but because it will poison the earth.

It results not from the decision to depress the Central
Artery--an excellent idea--but from the wholly separate
decision to double its traffic capacity. It is a cowardly
capitulation to the single-passenger automobile and
long-haul truck. It is a short-sighted substitute for a
sensible regional transportation plan. It is a 1958s
white elephant in a twenty-first-century world.

I know that construction workers need jobs. I'm a working
person and a labor union member. And I say to my brothers
and sisters in the building trades, throughout history
there has always been some rich person willing to pay good
working people to do the wrong job. Scheme Z is the wrong
job. It hurts our city, our neighborhoods, our children,
our elderly. Sometimes you just have to say "Take this
job and shove it." Because it stinks.

So let's work together and fight together to make jobs
that will feed our children without poisoning them.
Building mass transit employs more people and for a longer
time than building highways. Let's build a transportation
system and a livable city we can be proud of, and that our
children will be proud of us for leaving them.



TESTIMONY OF FRED SMALL

Co-chair, Public Policy Committee
Cambridge Environmental Citizens Organization

On Scheme Z of the Central Artery/Tunnel Project

Before the Cambridge City Council
November 5, 1990

My name is Fred Small. I live at 8¢ Aberdeen Avenue. I
am co-chair of the Public Policy Committee of the
Cambridge Environmental Citizens Organization, or
Cambridge ECO.

The guiding principle of Cambridge ECO is "thinking
globally, acting locally." We are all by now aware of the
destructive impact of Scheme Z on the lives and health of
Cambridge residents: poisonous air pollution, of which the
first victims will be our sick, our elderly, and our
children; noise and traffic invading our neighborhoods;
the visual blight of what the EPA calls "the single
ugliest structure in New England."

Cambridge faces a clear and present danger in Scheme Z.
We must resist it, and I believe we will win.

But we are citizens not only of Cambridge, but of the
world. And the world desperately needs our help.

In the last two years, global warming (also known as the
greenhouse effect) has emerged from the obscurities of
computer modeling and scientific treatises to be broadly
recognized as a grave threat to the human race--to coastal
cities and floodplains, to our forests and farms, to the
natural world as we have known it, perhaps even to the
global food chain on which we all depend.

Six of the hottest years in the recorded history of the
earth have come in the last decade. Scientists differ on
the severity of global warming and whether it has already
begun, but they agree that it is certain to happen.

Most of us aren't scientists. When we walk outside in
November and the temperature is pushing eighty degrees
three days in a row, we know something is terribly,
terribly wrong. The weather reporter on TV smilingly
forecasts "another taste of Indian summer!" But I feel
only foreboding and loss.

-




GREENPEACE

709 Centre Street, Jamaica Plain, Boston, Massachusetts 02130
Telephone (617) 983-0300 ¢ Fax (617) 983-0909

November 5, 1990

Testimony before the Cambridge City Cduncil concerning the
Central Arte:y/Tunnel Project

By Mark Sommer
Northeast Atmosphere and Energy
Campaigner, Greenpeace

My name is Mark Sommer and I work on transportation and
energy issues for Greenpeace.

Greanpeace is opposed to the Central Avrtery/Third Harbor
Turnnel Project.
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18 & pressing need for a realistic, integrated
tion approach to meet the challenges of the 199C°s and
a.  But glven the immense pollution problems that result
m automobile use, our transportation needs must be
Lnavaasingly met with strategies that demphasize the automobile
and put greater impovtance on commuter rail, mass transit, high
SCCLUTATICY VcthlcS and bicycling. :
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Unfortunately, what we get instead is a multi-billicon
dellev public works project that could easily have been
H&Luh?d out of the 1950°’s, during the great push for federal

nighway expansion for an American public growing lnCTedSLHle
demendent on automobiles.

In the 1290°s, this kind of transportation plan should be
cgead on arrival. Especially when we know that carbon dioxide
znissions from automobiles trap heat and are a major source of
re of the greatest threats before us today, global warming.

This past decade d&monstrated conclusively that the world is
warming at an unprecedented pace. Scientists from avound the
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world ave in agreement that if we don’t begin immediately to
shavply reduce the amounts of greenhouse gases being burned, then
worldwide temperatures could increase approx1mately 3 degrees in
the next 30 to 40 years. That would result in massive coastal
fiooding, threats to agricultural production, the loss of
critical sea vegetation, extinctions of animals and other
**v;ponmental calamities. 1In fact, right now an international
onference Is convening as we talk to tackle the problem of
global warming, with dire warnings of an eco-catastrophe unless
immediate changes in transportatlon and energy use begin to be
Cimplemented.

I bring this up because this costly Central Artery Plan
& dinosaur due to its over reliance on automobiles.
saing is a clear commitment to promote mass transportation and
ycling, and particularly a rail link between North arid South
at
si
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ions that Transportation Secretary Fred Salvucci ornce
sted be a pth of any new Central Artery project.
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with air pollution getting so much worse, we no longer have thz

luwury to nod our heads at the warnings of the world’s front-line
aclentists one minute, and then develop a massive
traraportatlon PTOJeCt whose effects will be felt well inte ths
Zist century that 1gno|es those warnings.

"In Cambridge, folks here have the added burden of playing ho=t
to Scheme Z, an aesthetic monstrosity that will feature on a
Gezily basis hundreds of thousands of automobiles that deposit toxic
e lluta.ts as they travel over 18 lanes of highway that cross
the Charles River. This is a particular problem for Charlestown

as well, where citizens are also meeting to express theiv
ejecticon of this plan.

-
T

neme Z wWwill also result in. more traffic jams for Cambridge’s
already often-congested streets during the 10 to 15 years of
conatvuction, the permanent rerouting of hazardous

zargo through Cambridge surface roads, and the lOet oppor*un;ty

ts develop a viverfront park along Miller’s Rive
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And how is the state going to pay for its share of the
mrojasct?  Since Transportation Secretary Salvucci has yet to tell
us, and since the state for months has suppressed its own Lazard
Treves rveport which they commissioned two years ago to determine
the state’s funding sources, it’s hard not to conclude that
either the state doesn’t have a clue where the morey is goirg to
come from or else is afraid its plans will trigger a public

SpToaY . 4s T wnder stund i fu/wr#au of 1Ae /;yqeoz" T et extends betrween High and
CANRLNY Strmdsy Mae not be Coverd by R lrml fhads,

Fov these and other reasons, this Central Artery Project that
is being rushed to judgement is bad for the envivronment, bad for
the state, and bad for Cambridge. For obvious reason, the state is
scared that lndependent minded Cambrldge won’t go along for the




ride. I hope you.will tell the state to go back to the drawing
board and come back when it can see beyond the windshield of an
automobile and out of the spagehetti bowl known as Scheme Z.

Thank you. .
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Charles River Watershed Association

Public Hearing Testimony
Cambridge City Council
Central Artery Charles River Crossing, '"Scheme 2"
November 5, 1990

My name is Karen I. Pelto. I am representlng the Charles
River Watershed Association at tonight's hearing in the
capacity of Acting Executive Director. Thank you for the
opportunity to speak.

Charles River Advocacy

In CRWA's review of projects and policies in the lower
Charles River Basin, we have advocated for a continuous

public parkland and walkway system along both banks from the
Esplanade to the new dam.

Each development, public or private, undertaken in the lower
Basin during the past decade has been required to make
valuable commitments to public access, augmenting the

Metropolitan District Commission's long-term planning
efforts.

In 1989 "Scheme 2" was unveiled.
Charles River Crossing/Transferring the Urban Blight

CRWA can never endorse a massive, intrusive eighteen-lane
hlghway crossing that squanders the MDC's Esplanade Extension
vision, plan and achlevements, and degrades wetland resources
and water quality. Once sacrificed to poor transportation
planning, these public resources are lost forever.

Amidst the fanfare and self- congratulatlon for plans to
remove the superstructure currently loomlng above downtown
Boston, the inconsistent and 1nappropr1ate Charles River
Brldge Crossing, "Scheme ", is a stark legacy of failure.
While the downtown artery is being dismantled, a roof and
towerlng loop ramps, the area's next urban blight, will be
installed over our most cherished and celebrated river.

Clearly, consistency with established parkland and public
access goals deems an all-tunnel option necessary and
appropriate. Proposals incorporating traffic movements in
tunnels deserve full disclosure and documentation for public

and agency review and consideration before they can be
dismissed.

2391 Commwealth Avenue, Auburndale, Massachusetts 02166-1773. Telephone (617) 527-2799.




It is not for lack of resources and skill that we are faced
with "Scheme Z"; there is an obvious lack of commitment to
avoiding degradation of the Charles and Millers Rivers.

CRWA takes partlcular exception to the Department of Public
Works' assertion that constructing the maximum density of
hlghway structure in this area is justlfled because it has
hlstorlcally been a neglected transportation corridor. I
remind everyone that the Charles River represents a reclaimed
public resource. The last and "lost" half-mile of the

Charles, including the Millers River, is too precious to
lose.

National Precedent

It is approprlate at this time to recall a quote from a
Boston magazine dated May, 1969, which described the city's
environmental agenda with respect to air, water and parks.

Of all possible threats to Boston's river landscape,
there are none so severe as those created by the
public agencies involved in the urban expressway game.

The statement sadly rings true today. The precedents
establlshed by Scheme Z are obv1ously regional but even
national in scope, due to the sheer size and scale of highway
structure, magnltude of environmental degradatlon and abuse
of the public process and regulatlons designed to protect
public resources. If not remedied, the 1969 Boston magazine
statement will ring true for decades to come.

Selling Cambridge and the Charles Short

The City of Cambridge must use local, state and federal
regulatory tools as they were intended to protect valuable
wetlands and parkland resources. The accountablllty of the
Executive Office of Transportation and Construction within
the reqgulatory framework has thus far been poor to dismal,
choosing to craft "mltlgatlon“ above the law and behind
closed doors rather than consider alternatives that avoid or
minimize impacts to wetlands and parkland.

Critical state and federal regulatory requlrements under
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act,
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (MGL Ch. 131 s. 40) and
Chapter 91 waterways regulations remain unfulfilled.

In 1985, the City of Cambridge was faced with the Central
Artery North Area (CANA) proposal. The Conservation
COmm1551on, CRWA and others used the wetlands and tidelands
regulations to secure environmental benefits that are not
flexible or open to negotiation.

In considering the "Scheme Z" proposal, don't sell the



Millers, Charles, Cambridge short.

Mitigation is essential when public resources are at risk,
but 1nsist upon requlatory compliance first. Mitigation
should not be used to excuse inadequate consideration of

alternatives, or be sought at the expense of the public
process.

The DPW will show you pastel-colored renderings of parkland
mitigation. What these artists conceptions do not reveal is
a massive highway throwing shadows, pollution and noise on
the water and land. The quality of parkland mitigation, the
success of adjacent land uses; indeed, the quality of life in
Cambridge, is threatened by this crossing.

CRWA objected to the mediation process because not everyone
was invited to the table and because mitigation discussions
should be public and mediation cannot substitute for
compliance with state and federal regulations. Agreements
are being made right now to limit the jurisdiction of Section
4(f) and how much mitigation is enough without the public's
full knowledge and participation. Reaching private decisions
about public resources and benefits is deplorable.

The proposed 18-lane bridge crossing and multiple, towering
loop ramps will be with us for decades to come. If
overlooked, lack of compliance with federal and state
regulations protecting parkland and wetlands will sacrifice
public resources and jeopardize the integrity of those
statutes today, weakening environmental protection on a
regional, a national, scale for decades to come.

Respectfull miiiD
764’/ L\ s

Karen I. Pelto
Acting Executive Director
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US. Deportrrwsd Oitize of the Adrainistrator 400 Sgventh St Ew,
of ransportation ) Washingtor, D.C. 20590
Federal Highway

wanistration
Administrati November 5, 1990

Refer to: HOA-Z

Mr. K. Dun Gifford

Chairman

committee for Regional Trunsportation
224 Claredon Street

Boston, Massachuzelts 02110

Dear Mr. Gifford:

Pursuant to your recent inguiry, T am responding in regards
to the status of the Intoerstate apportionment for the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts and some technical issues
about the Intoerstate program.

On the matter ol the fiscal year 1991 Interstate
appertionment. for the Commenwealth of Massachusetts, the
tot.al Interstate apportiomment will be in excoss of

$750 million. That sum will become available as the
Commonwealth submite ipdividual project proposals to the
Federa) Highway Administration for approval and upon
demonstration of State matching share avallability assuming
appropriate onvirenmental approvals.

Since the 1987 Highway act, over $1 billion of Federal
obligation authority that had been allocited to the
Conmonwealth of Massachusetts has been returned as unused to
the overall nationwide program. Last fiscal year alone, '
over S400 million was returned to the national program. In
addition, on September 30, 19%0, over $70 million of
Masgsachusetts Interstate apportionment lapsed again as a
result of being unused.

The bulk of this Interstate funding is available for the
completion of the Third Harbor Tunnel. While the 1987
Bighway Act broadened the Interstate completion eligibility
of the overall project, a major deprassed section from High
to Causeway was defined as incligible for Interstate

" completion. 'he Federal Government is committed to funding
the Third Farbor Tunnel and the remainder of the Interstate
eligible project.

I hope that this information is responsive to your inguiry.

Sincerely yours,

\ A
.fij)gyﬁdm; AL

Cene MeCormick
Deputy Administrator




EAST CAMBRIDGE STABILIZATION COMMITTEE

TO: THE CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL
FROM: MICHAEL A. NICOLORO, CHAIRMAN
RE: CENTRAL ARTERY - SCHEME Z

DATE: OCTOBER 30, 1990

The purpose of this correspondence is to formally express our
opposition to Scheme Z of the Central Artery Project. We believe
there are more innovative methodologies that should be pursued
rather than the archaic approach of Scheme Zz. Strong
consideration should be given to the environment, safety,
integrity of the neighborhood, futuristic transportation plans
and esthetic values. The Committee does not feel that Scheme Z
properly addresses each of these considerations in a manner that
is beneficial to the City of Cambridge. Scheme 2 is nothing more
than replacing a problem with a bigger one. In Portland, Oregon,
the city’s central plan focused on a mass transportation system
coupled with the restriction of downtown parking. This plan
succeeded in discouraging the use of vehicles into the downtown
area. On the contrary, Scheme Z, because of it’s size, promotes
a greater use of vehicles. This philosophy is not in line with
the progressive methodologies being employed today for reducing
pollution, increasing safety and alleviating congestion. There
is a noticeable lack of public transportation in Scheme Z. We
also question why Scheme Z does not employ the use of tunnels.
Tunneling would allow the City to make better use of the land by
providing open space and parks which are considered to be
valuable commodities in today’s congested cities. Further,
studies have confirmed that regardless of what is built it will




be undersized because of the insatiable appetite of today’s
driver. The life cycle of bridges and their abutments is about
50 years. At the end of this cycle, significant restoration work
will be required to maintain it’s integrity. Also, please be
aware that routine maintenance will be needed during it’s life
cycle. This all equates to a very costly alternative to the
people of Massachusetts. It is apparent that Scheme Z defers the
problem to the next generation. We question where the funding
will be coming from for this project. It is our understanding
that budgets of other communities will be cut so that this
project can be constructed. We are aware that there were several
alternatives prior to Scheme Z all of which were deemed
unacceptable. We ask for your support in categorizing this
alternative with the others - unacceptable. The State must get
it’'s head out of the sand and address the real issues of
pollution, safety, esthetics and the fact that the Central Artery
should be designed as part of a grand scheme that meets the needs
of the future.

cc Mayor Alice Wolf
Vice Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Councillor Edward Cyr
Councillor Timothy Toomey
Councillor Francis Duehay
Councillor Jonathan Myers
Councillor Sheila Russell
Councillor Walter Sullivan
Councillor William Walsh
City Manager Robert Healy
Asst. Manager Community Dev. Michael Rosenberg
Paul Dietrich, Planning Board Chair
Julie Belaga, Regional Administrator, EPA
Liz Epstein, Director Conservation Commission
State Representative Charles Flaherty
State Representative Alvin Thompson
State Representative Peter Vellucci
State Senator Michael LoPresti
State Senator Michael Barrett
U.S. Senator John Kerry
U.S5. Senator Edward Kennedy
Fred Salvucci, State of MA. Secretary of Transportation
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191 Hamilton Street
Cambridge, Mass. 02139
August 22, 1990

To : Janet McCabe Director, Environmental Review
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, MEPA
: William Twomey, Project Manager
Central Artery/Tunnel Project, Mass. DPW
: Anthony Fusco, Regional Director
Federal Highway Administration

Subject : Comment #SK-3 on the Draft Supplemental Final EIS/EIR
for the Central Artery/Tunnel project EOEA # 4325

* AN ALL TUNNEL ALTERNATIVE TO SCHEME Z

Dear Ms. McCabe, Mr. Twomey & Mr. Fusco :

This is the third in my sequential comments on the
Supplemental EIS/EIR for the CA/THT Project. (The first, comment
SK-1, related to the need for alternatives to Scheme Z; the second
SK-2 dealt with transit matters).

As a response to the evident deficiencies of Scheme Z for
the North Area, I am offering an alternate proposal for an
all-tunnel plan for the Charles River crossing and ramp
connections in Cambridge and Charlestown. This plan has been
variously labeled the "Charles River Tunnel" and "Scheme SK", but
I would prefer the more descriptive designation, the "All-Tunnel"
plan. My most recent rendering is labeled version 4.02, dated May
1990 and updated in July 1990.

The basic concept is to continue the proposed underground
Central Artery at Haymarket in a tunnel under the Charles River
and crossing over to rejoin I-93 near the Somerville rail yards.
The tunnel portals would be on the inland side of the Prison Point
Bridge and the ramps would rise at 5% grades to connect to the
existing I-93 structure. Connections between Leverett Circle and
the Tobin Bridge would be made through an S-shaped tunnel
connection so designed to parallel then pass under the existing
Orange Line tunnel. The net effect is 12 physical travel lanes
crossing the Charles River, which is a significant reduction from
the 18-19 lanes of Scheme Z, yet is also a large increase over the
6 lanes now carried by the existing high-level bridge.

All of the tunnel lanes would naturally not be visible
from the ground, so that the river connection to Boston Harbor
would be composed of : 0ld Charles River Dam (1905) ... Railroad
draw bridge (1929) ... New Charles River Dam (1975) ... and the
Charlestown Bridge (1899). The elevated Central Artery bridge
would be removed, greatly opening up the Paul Revere Park and new
Dam to sunlight and park connections. The riverfront on both
sides would allow for new park connections to the new dam, as well
as opening up park and visual connections between Causeway and the
Charles River. : -




-~ . aws N

The All-Tunnel design is an attempt to make as simple
and direct each connection between various approaches and
destinations, given the constraints of geography, other
transportation facilities, and highway profiles. The
controversial Scheme Z "Double-Cross" concept of crossing the
river twice in order to lengthen weaves has been deleted. As a
result the ramp movements in Charlestown have been simplified
greatly. Redundant movements in Charlestown have been removed, so
that Rutherford Avenue is used for local connection to and from
1-93 North. The Charlestown Bridge would provide local
connections to and from I-93 South and downtown Boston.

The All-Tunnel plan does not provide good connections
between Leverett Circle and City Square, but neither does Scheme
Z. There may be ways to open up traffic flow along the Prison
Point bridge alignment to provide this local connection.

- At Leverett Circle, no second tunnel would be built. The
current bottleneck (the 2-lane up-ramp) would be dealt with
directly, through the use of a 3-lane connector ramp behind North
Station. The new Leverett tunnel for Scheme Z would be extremely
difficult to construct while maintaining traffic, since there is
virtually no room for equipment storage and movement. Considering
the already notorious congestion conditions at Leverett Circle, it
seems extremely unwise to make things worse through road
construction which wipes out 3 inbound lanes -- or more.

Furthermore, the upgrade from the tunnel must chase after

the existing 4.6% upgrade which rises from Leverett Circle. What

grades result -- 6 to 7% or worse? A merge will also occur on
this upgrade. I understand this tunnel is being proposed at the
urging of the City of Boston. The City should withdraw its
request.

With the All-Tunnel plan, the "swing" movement from the
Central Artery northbound to Leverett Circle is proposed to
connect at-grade, through a metering signal, rather than
connecting directly to the tunnel underpass as now occurs.
This proposal is an effort to respond to efforts to downgrade the
traffic role of Storrow Drive, and emphasize the new connection of
the Third Harbor Tunnel and the Turnpike Extension as the
alternate route.

The existing Charles River Dam has a 2-lane approach to
Leverett Circle, with a free right turn lane, and this design is

.also reflected in tunnel version 4.02. One design option is to

make a 3-lane approach to Leverett Circle and delete the free
right turn lane. Such a design would offer balanced 3-lane
approaches to a 3-phase signal at Leverett Circle and again would
reduce the inducement of inbound traffic to use Storrow Drive.

The tunnel profiles would allow for sufficient depth to
pass under utilities in Nashua Street and €auseway.




In Charlestown, the Leverett connectors have a loop in
them to allow passage under the Orange Line with a climb back over
" the mainline I-93 tunnel and connecting to the City Square Tunnel.
Because many of the tunnel ramps would be coming from below to
connect to the City Square tunnel, a conflict arises with the
current design for the CANA tunnel which is designed to connect to
above-ground ramps. There appears to be no alternative except to
remove a section of the CANA tunnel and reconstruct it for the new
profile. It appears that 300-500 feet of tunnel section would
need to be modified for half of its width. The remaining half:
would remain.

In brief, the construction method to modify the CANA
tunnel would be to construct an internal tunnel wall divider
separating the sections which would remain or would be
reconstructed. All Tobin Bridge traffic would be rerouted into
the remaining sections, which should be able to process 2-3 lanes
of traffic. The tunnel halves to be removed would be broken off
and rebuilt at the new profile, before being opened to traffic.

With Scheme Z, Rutherford Avenue in Charlestown has been
changed into an even larger highway monster than it is now. There
is an interesting history of how years ago this road became a
6-lane expressway to nowhere, but I will avoid the details other
than to note that there is no reason to maintain the 6-lane
capacity. New Rutherford Avenue should be rebuilt and reduced to
4-lanes, with landscaping and redesignation as Rutherford Parkway.
The possibility of an MDC role of building and maintaining the
parkway to connect Paul Revere Park/MDC Dam/Charles River, the
Prison Point Bridge, the MDC skating rink and possibly the Mystic
River should be investigated.

The construction of the tunnels will generate large
amounts of f£ill, about 1.5 to 2 million cubic yards of tunnel
spoil to be disposed off. This problem can be split into two
elements : the uncontaminated or virgin soil material, and the
river bottom or "garbage fill" materials which may be classified
in one way or another as hazardous. Reportedly, the entire
Charles River bottom is laced with Chromium and Mercury wastes --
the former from sewage discharges of plating wastes and the latter
from river-dumping activities of the Watertown Arsenal years ago.
Whatever the source of the problem, river dredge spoils will
present a major disposal problem, possibly warranting a hazardous
waste siting assignment.

The best solution for the non-toxic spoil would be as
surface cover over the new tunnel ramps and in the North Point
area generally. The general concept would be to grade the fill in
a landscaped fashion from existing elevations near the Riverfront
and East Street up to a maximum height of 25 feet close to the
Prison Point bridge crossing of the commuter rail tracks. A
retaining wall would be constructed adjacent to rail tracks. -

The Prison Point Bridge would now become largely an at-grade
roadway, suitable for landscaping as a parkway, while the rail
tracks would appear to be in a cut section, below grade.




A new at-grade intersection could be constructed near this
high point, with traffic service to the development areas in North
Point on either side of the "Prison Point Parkway". The resulting
lands in North Point would have much enhanced access and aesthetic
value, with proportional increases in land values. I would
propose a 300-foot park strip along the River to permit adequate
visual and recreational potentials, with a narrower strip passing
around the Millers River Basin.

A toxic material disposal area should be designated in the
middle of the Cambridge/Somerville rail yards. A large hole would
be dug and lined with excavated clay material. Dredge spoils
would be deposited in the hole and covered with more clay, then a
grading layer of 10-20 feet of fill. The goal is to encapsulate
the toxic materials in a sealed grave, in an area distant from
homes, water bodies and water supplies. If any leacheate escaped,
it would find its way to the Charles River == which is exactly
where the material came from.

Overall, the dredging would assist the goal of improving
Charles River water quality to "B". Ultimately, something has to
be done about the contaminated river bottom, and the tunnel
project could help.

The North Point grading plan would appear to have more
than adequate area to dispose of clean tunnel spoil. On the
Charles River side of the Prison Point Bridge, about 1 million
cubic yards of fill could be handled, while on the rail yards side
of the bridge large unused areas should be able to accommodate
several million yards of material.

The North Point area is notable for its comparative
absence of modern utilities, so new utilities to the area could be
provided as part of the grading process. There is a large MRWA
sewer force main passing through the area along Industrial Way,
and this line may need to be reinforced to accept the additional
overburden.

The major construction sequencing challenges appear to
occur in three areas : (1) Leverett Circle, (2) City Square, and
(3) the Charles River Tunnels. The Leverett Circle tunnel now in
use would require careful staging, with the possibility that the
existing 2-lane tunnel would need to be staged in 1-lane phases
for the easterly portal. City Square would require the
maintaining of 2-3 lanes in the tunnel, while rebuilding the
remainder of the tunnel approach. Temporary ramping to shift
traffic laterally to the tunnel portal may be required. The CANA
tunnels do have flared openings as they approach the surface and
this provides for more flexibility in routing traffic flows.
Maintaining traffic will be a challenge, but there appears no
single insurmountable problem.




The biggest construction challenge will probably be to
build the Charles River tunnels while maintaining traffic flow and
flood control capability. The new Dam must keep at least the
large lock open to river traffic at all times and must have a wide
area of river channel open to permit smooth, non-eroding flow
through the pumps during flood conditions. Because of the need
for the "banana" pier extensions added to the river footing of the
high bridge, it appears unwise to constrict the water flow by
anything more than a few feet at the river edge.

Clearly, coffer dam construction at this location will be
very limited, and the key mid-river crossing sections must be
composed of immersed tubes. The inland connecting sections will
have sections which extend into the river with coffer dams, but
the middle sections will need to be composed of sections of
immersed tube similar to the concept proposed for the I-90
crossing of the Fort Point Channel.

The combination of narrow and shallow locks plus the
height restriction of the Charlestown Bridge virtually precludes
the construction of the tubes outside the confines of the Charles
River between the two dams. A graving or casting basin area is
required, but it need not be at a single site. Tunnel sections
could be built at several different locations : the Millers River
Basin, the helipad area near Leverett Circle, the granite-walled
archway sections under the Lechmere viaduct, and areas of North
Point. Much has been made of the concerns for the 30 units of
affordable housing proposed as part of the Congress Group project
in North Point, and the threat posed by a possible 600 ft. by 300
ft. graving basin. The North Point area should be used only as a
last resort. Some of the tunnel approaches to the River could be
used initially for the fast track construction of a tunnel section
behind a coffer dam, with the section being floated out and
tethered until all tunnel sections are ready for installation.
Then the coffer dam could be rebuilt and the permanent inland
section of tunnel constructed.

The tunnel alignment would retain the B&M control tower,
but presents special challenges for an underground crossing of the
commuter rail tracks at North Station. A similar crossing was
proposed as part of the preferred Scheme 5A in 1985, which would
probably have required extended periods of interrupted commuter
rail service. With the All-Tunnel plan, several phasing options
are available :

* Operate shortened trains for half of the tracks.
(especially using double-deck cars)

* Construct temporary tracks into the MGH parking lot area

* Extend the tracks over the parking garage and run fewer,
longer trains




The present Charlestown Navy Yard suffers from very poor
transit access, especially in cold weather. With plans for added
development plus the Aquarium, there is a clear need for better
transit connections. 1 propose a trolley shuttle connecting the
Mystic areas of Charlestown to the Community College station.
This line would service City Square, the Navy Yard, the Adquarium
and the Charlestown community on the back side of Bunker Hill and
near the Tobin Bridge. The proposal would be for a private,
non-MBTA operator using PCC cars or equivalent.

The transit issues for the North area were discussed
extensively in my comments SK-2 of August 21. To summarize, the
transit program would be composed of several elements :

1. Maintenance and expansion of the HOV lane on I-93 and
possible extension to the Tobin Bridge.

2. Construction of parking garages at Sullivan Square and
Community College. The Community College garage could utilize
1500 ft. of the elevated I-93 structure no longer used for
expressway travel. Total spaces in the range of 4,000 to
5,000 should be considered.

3. Operation of the MBTA North Station parking garage for
car-pool only vehicles (including vans). No single-occupant
vehicles would be allowed, so that this MBTA garage would
finally have a transit function.

4. Implementatlon of an MBTA operational improvement for rail
transit to 1mprove reliability, speed and equipment
utilization.

5. Assure the protection of the Blue and Red-Line tunnels
during Artery construction.

6. Include a separate chapter in the Final EIR document on
mass transit issues. -

7. Consider a trolley rail llnk between Community College and
the Navy Yard.

significantly by the tunnel project. The northbound I-93 mainline
section would pass through an area now occupied by a perimeter
access road for the college. By keeping I-93 in tunnel through
the Prison Point Bridge area, the roof of the tunnel could serve
as the access road. The mitigation for the college could be
composed of the following package : revenues from the development
benefits of the open-lot parking lot near Boston Sand & Gravel
would go directly to the college. Parking for college personnel
would be made available in the new parking garage near the MBTA
station at half-price, and all-weather connections would be made
to the college from the station/garage complex. Use of some of
the cash flow to subsidize MBTA passes should also be part of an

The Bunker Hill Community College area would be impacted
overall package to encourage transit access to the college.




A major remaining issue for the All-Tunnel scheme is a
weakness it shares with other alternatives such as 5A, M, S and T.
Most have downtown artery weaves of 750-850 feet, which is less
than the targeted goal of 1,000 feet. There are three possible
responses :

* Seek minor ramp adjustments to lengthen the weave
sections to 850-950 feet -- close enough to 1,000 ft.
to be acceptable.

* Move the weaves onto lateral service roads, where
the weaving criteria are less stringent.

* Redesign the on- and off-ramps as separate over-and-
under ramps which remove  the weave conflict entirely.

* Determine that the advantages of a tunnel scheme are
sufficiently important that the 750-850 ft. weaves are
an acceptable price for these benefits.

The downtown weaving issue remains an unresolved matter at
this time. The above options need to be explored in greater
depth, especially if transit options allow for certain sections to
have fewer lanes and thus permit more lateral ramp flexibility.

Other deficiencies of the All-Tunnel scheme are the need
for vent towers and their possible intrusion on the riverfront,
the possibility of hazardous vehicle accidents inside the tunnel
and emergency access, construction protection of the Orange Line,
possible claustrophobia for drivers subject to long periods in the
tunnel, and the extended total construction time for the tunnel
project.

Without question, the All-Tunnel alternative would cost
more money than Scheme Z, which is estimated at $400 million plus
the cost of the CANA loop ramps. The All-Tunnel plan would appear
to cost about $800 million. It has tunnel construction and
phasing problems which are difficult challenges but appear
surmountable. The maximum trench depth of 90 feet is at the limit
of existing technology and is matched by similar depths proposed
for Artery construction at South Station. Crossing of the
commuter rail tracks at North Station will not be easy, but rail
and car adjustments would appear to allow for acceptable rail
service during construction.

The additional cost of $400 million (less the CANA loop
ramps) must be balanced off against the parkland and development
benefits, the aesthetics of the riverfront area, the pedestrian
environment, the Causeway vista to the Charles River, the opening
up of the Millers River, the avoidance of seventeen 15-foot piers
in the river & resulting impediments to navigation, and the civic
pride associated with doing the job right.
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It may well be that further design refinements will result
in simplified ramp designs, with cost savings to both the downtown
and Charles River artery sections. An effective transit program
could allow for less expansive tunnel sections and associated cost
savings. These issues should be reviewed prior to any assumptions
that further congressional review and budgeting will be required.

In our efforts to assess the impacts of Scheme Z we should
never lose sight of the sheer awfulness of its visual impacts and
hideous complexity. How anyone in his right mind could conclude
that this viaduct interchange is right for Boston is simply beyond
me. I don't even thinK it belongs in Dallas.

Scheme Z represents more than a failure of nerve,
imagination and aesthetic judgment. It reflects a failure to
grasp at the potentials for excellence. Years ago engineers
designed for beauty and excellence, and their structures have
withstood the test of time. They designed magnificent automobiles
which combined the best engineering skills with aesthetic judgment
and craftsmanship. I will close these comments with a quote from
an advertisement for Lincoln, dated from the year 1927 at the peak
of the Jazz age :

"Wherever you choose to drive your Lincoln on the
avenues and highways of America or Europe, the
passing of this motor car is a smoothly beautiful
event. For the Lincoln wears always its own char-
acteristic air of mechanical fitness and clean
grace. '

"And this impression which the Lincoln.creates is
a fair symbol of the motoring excellence it brings
to those who own it. 1Its effortless power and
style, its safety and luxury, find an accepted

- place in the routine of their days. And their
comings and goings take on an added grace from
this motor car. .

"The deep satisfaction of owning a Lincoln is the
natural result of the sound engineering skill and
experience which goes into its making. Built with
unhurried craftsmanship in one of the famous
precision plants of the world, its enduring
stamina and smooth power are assured. And it is,
from the first to the last of as many miles as you
wish to drive it, an inspiring possession ... 'as
nearly perfect a motor car as it is possible to
produce' ... the Lincoln."

Sincerely,

[
. L TVVIY
Stephen H. Kaiser, PhD
- Traffic & Transportation Engineer




MEMORANDUM

To: Flannino Board and Staff
Conservation Commission and Stdff
City Council

From: Huoh Russell
Date: 2/4/790

Re: CENTRAL ARTERY INTERCHANGE IN CAMBRIDGE -

The current proposal for the Storrow Drive/19%/Tobin Bridae
interchange in the North Point/Millers River Area of Cambridoe as
presented to the Conservation Commission and Flanning Board on
11/1/89 and 1/3%0/90 has several obvious major problems, of which
the most 1nportant seem to be: ~

~ The multi-layer multi-ramp design is highway
engineering gone wild, about twice as wide and twice as
high as the Central Artery that is being replaced. It
appears that the Froject Engineers can’'t see what is
obvious to all of us on first viewing the model - this
is something that will be monstrously ugly and a blight
on Boston and Cambridge.

~ The ramps added to the previously approved Central Artery.
North Area (CANA) make things much worse, because they are |
higher and closer to North Foint and the Charles River.
The closest ramp to North Foint is about 1007 in the air and -
close to the area proposed for redevelopment. making such
redevel opment, particularly for residential purposes., 'less
likely.

—= The bridges and ramps almost completely cover the Millers
River and perhaps 1000’ of the Charles River north bank,
making these resources pretty unpleasant for public use.

It also seems pretty clear that Cambridge interests have been given

last priority compared to Boston and Charlestown. The Froiject

Designers seem to feel that because interchange site is a railroad

vard it is OK to blight it some more, and that we shouldn’t care about

that. Their strategy seems to have been to listen to then ignore

comments from Cambridge, and get so far down the road that our

concerns cannot be resolved in the rush to approvals. For this

reason, if we want to prevent this alternative from getting built as

planned, we need to pull together on a common strategy. It seems to ‘
me that there are 4 major possible strategies:

HUGH ADAMS RUSSELL - 1 CORLISS PLACE - CAMBRIDGE MA 02139 - 661-5880w
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O



1.

A7

STOF THE HIGHWAY

We counld attempt to prevent adoption of this desian by various
means. The Conservation Commission seems to (currently) have to
authority to prevent work in and around the rivers. Delavs and
lawsuits could be used to interfere with the apparently delicate
furding packace. Some have proposed another design with the
Central Artery Tunnel extended to Somerville,_and the interchanges
underground. And what about earthguakes - isn ‘t this structure and
the underlying fill similar to the conditions at the Dakland end of
the Ray Bridgoe - is this design safe?

1 have difficulty with this general stragegy because I believe that
the overall project is very desirable for the region and may give
relief for some time to Cambridge arteries, like O Brien Highway,
and therefore it is irresponsible to attempt to stop it entirely.

TUNNEL

The turnnel alternative. Scheme "H", seems to have the fewest
long-term impacts on Cambridge, and minimizes the Z major problems
cited above. The Froject Engineers have spent & lot of time
studying the tunnel option, although much that time seems to have
heen spent in making the option seem impossible. It seems possible
that if we said this is the only scheme that Cambridge can support,
csome answers might be found to these problems. For example, if
Boston Steam cannot be relocated, why can’t it be underpinned for
the tunnel that has to pass urnder it7? Also, if & 397 wide steel
tube section could be fabricated elsewhere and fit through the
locks, why not live with %9 width for a 2 lane tunnel, and avoid
the graving yard excavation problem? (Note that 4 lane Memorial
drive is 40° wide, and that Storrow Drive follows few interstate
standards for the rest of its lenath.)

Because of the amount of effort spent to date on proving this
option is unworkable, it would be very difficult to succeed in

this strateav.

REDESIGN THE WORST RAMP AWAY FROM CAMERIDGE AND THE CHARLES

Much of the worst impact comes from a ramp added above and outside
of the previously approved CAMA ramps. This ramp connects {from. 193
north and south to Storrow Drive west. If this ramp were relocated
to the inside of the ramp system or put underground, it would make
a significant difference to Morth Foint and the Charles. This
might involve come compromise of ideal highway desion, but
considering what it is.connected to, that doesn 't seem too bad. If
the double-deck Storrow Drive crossing of the Charles ended up as
single laver, this would be an additional significant bonus.

This strategy depends on the technical 4earibi1itv'04 relocating
the offending ramp. Impacts on the Millers River would continue to

HUGH ADbAMS RUSSELL — 1 CORLISS PLACE — CAMERIDGE MA 02139 - 6461-588B0w
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amount to total obliteration. Thé,advantage of this strategy is
that the worst impacts are addressed, but it isn’t necessary to
change the propozed design very much.

4. MITIGATION

This is what the Froject Designers want us to buy into. Approve

the highwav méss and we'll decorate it so that... find that ‘s the |
problem. There really isn’'t any sort of decoration or mitigation

that can make a significant reduction of the impacts on Cambridge ‘
from the high-flvying ramps. In theory, yvou could build a 100" high

berm to hide the interchange, but it would take a lot of land and

have to be honevcombed with tunnels for the railroad and highway.

You could build a 10 story building along the highway facing the

other way, but I can’'t imagine any possible funding mechanism.

SUMMARY

The proposed design for the interchange will have significant negative

impacts on Cambridge, and there appears to be no current strategy that

will prevent this. There are options, but unless Cambridge pulls

together behind one option, our views cannot be effective. 1 would

hope that the City Council, as the top policy setting body in the

city, could act immediately to pull together a unified stragegy,

including the views of the Conservation Commission, Flanning

Board, Charles River Watershed Association, and US Environmental

Frotection Agency. ' §
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More than 4 miles of Scheme Z's
ramps and highways
will be located in Cambridge.

QUESTION: Will the exhaust fumes from the 400,000 cars,

trucks and buses that will creep and beep their
way through the Scheme Z "interchange-in-
the-sky" pollute the air in Cambridge?

ANSWER 1: (Furnished by the state's Central Artery

consultants): No.

ANSWER 2:

(Furnished by common sense): Who do these
experts think they're kidding?
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Here's the simple trick that the state's Central Step 3. Give this table to the air pollution experts.
Artery consultants used so they could claim that Scheme . o
Z's exhaust fumes would not pollute the air in Step 4. Since the air pollution experts don't know
Cambridge. there are any vehicle miles traveled in Cambridge, they
don't predict any exhaust fumes in Cambridge.
Step 1. Pretend that none of the Scheme Z ramps or
highways are located in Cambridge, even though more Step 5. Make up a table that shows zero exhaust
than 4 miles are located in Cambridge, as is obvious from fumes in East Cambridge (Table 4.16).

- y the state's own plans.
Intércharige

Ti& M;fgs. Ave.
\-Interchange
| Area’i

Step 6. Assure Cambridge officials and residents
Step 2. Make up a table that shows zero vehicle that there will be no air pollution problems from Scheme
miles traveled in Cambridge when Scheme Z is completed Z.
in the year 1998 (Table 4.14).
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More than 4 miles of Scheme Z's
ramps and highways
will be located in Cambridge.

QUESTION: Will the exhaust fumes from the 400,000 cars,
trucks and buses that will creep and beep their
way through the Scheme Z "interchange-in-
the-sky" pollute the air in Cambridge?

ANSWER 1:  (Furnished by the state's Central Artery

consultants): No.

ANSWER 2:  (Furnished by common sense): Who do these
experts think they're kidding?
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Here's the simple trick that the state's Central
Artery consultants used so they could claim that Scheme
Z's exhaust fumes would not pollute the air in
Cambridge.

Step 1. Pretend that none of the Scheme Z ramps or
highways are located in Cambridge, even though more
than 4 miles are located in Cambridge, as is obvious from
the state's own plans.

Step 2. Make up a table that shows zero vehicle
miles traveled in Cambridge when Scheme Z is completed
in the year 1998 (Table 4.14).
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jtral Area )
ighways and Ramps 2,114 1,402  (711) 300 258 (41) 300 273 (20
Streets 2980 2058 (921) 461 303 . (158) 275 219 (56)

21 144 153 9 152 164 11
26 174 191 17 146 147 1

(=]

th Boston . )
Highways and Ramps 0 270 270 65 65 0 76 76
Streets 1,761 1451  (311) 258 213 @45 19 15 (36)

ast Boston

Highways and Ramps 550 491  (59) 92 101 9 95 10 15
‘Local Streets 1210 666  (544) 172 93 (19 133 75 (58)
~—r—
5t Cambridge
Highways and Ramps 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
#Local Streets 2645 1880  (764) 407 279  (128) 253 07 @)
‘ .0?315 15,637 12,187 (3,450) 2376 1,981 (3%6) 1,882 1,755 (129)

: Change = the difference in emissions with/without the project

b7
§QUrce: Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff

Step 3. Give this table to the air pollution experts.

Step 4. Since the air pollution experts don't know
there are any vehicle miles traveled in Cambridge, they
don't predict any exhaust fumes in Cambridge.

Step 5. Make up a table that shows zero exhaust
fumes in East Cambridge (Table 4.16).

Step 6. Assure Cambridge officials and residents
that there will be no air pollution problems from Scheme
Z.




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*“Cambridge Municipal Code."

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

That Title 10 entitied ‘‘Vehicles and Traffic’’ of
the Cambridge Municlpal Code is heraby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied *‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

) Raobert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of Generaf L'aws,
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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi- :
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton

City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*“Cambridge Municipal Code."

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

That Title 10 entitied “‘Vehicles and Traffic”’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Code is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied ‘‘Park-
ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and -
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. :

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton-
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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi- -
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained at the City Clerk's Office during office hours .
and that any obijection 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
(C)Nov.29
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ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1980.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANGE

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

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

That Title 10 entitled ‘‘Vehicles and Traffic”’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Code is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied *‘Park-
ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. g
, Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

- ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
: 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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi- -
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob- -
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton

City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE
In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code."
Be It ordained by the City Council of the City of
Cambridge as follows:
That Title 10 entitled ‘‘Vehicles and Traffic”’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Code Is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitled ‘‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”
In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
. Robert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1980.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE
In amendment to an ordinance designated as th
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code."
Be It ordained by the City Council of the City o!
Cambridge as follows:
That Title 10 entitled ‘‘Vehicles and Traffic’ o!
the Cambridge Municipal Code Is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitled “‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”
In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea an,
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
Rabert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Cle
NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws,
Chapter 40, Section 32A, Tercentenary Edition, th
ordinance as aforesaid which exceeds in leng
" eight octavo pages of ordinary book print may b
summarized for publication in a newspaper o
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained at the City Clerk’s Office during office hou
and that any objection to its invalidity by reason o
any defect in the procedure of adoption may onl
be made within ninety days after the posting or th
second publication. _
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton

City Cle
(C)Nov.29
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ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANGE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code.”

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

That Title 10 entitied *Vehicles and Traffic”’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Code s hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitled ‘‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Rabert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
: City Clerk
NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws,
Chapter 40, Section 32A, Tercentenary Edition, th
ordinance as aforesald which exceeds in length
eight octavo pages of ordinary book print may b
summarized for publication in a newspaper o
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained at the City Clerk’s Office during office hou
and that any objection to its invalidity by reason of
any defect in the procedure of adoption may onl
be made within ninety days after the posting or th
second publication.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarto

- City Clerl
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication In the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code.”

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

That Title 10 entitied “Vehicles and Traffic” of
the Cambridge Municipal Code Is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied ‘‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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 baok print may be
summarized for publication in a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- : Joseph E. Connarton
. City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code."”

Be It crdained by the City Councli of the City of
Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitied *‘Vehicles and Traffic’" of
the Cambridge Municlpal Code Is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitled ‘‘Park-
Ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, (:ﬂy Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




onummca uo 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code."

Be It ordained by the City Councii of the City of
Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitied “Vehicles and Traffic”" of
the Cambridge Municipal Code Is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied *‘Park-
ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, Gity Manager.
ATTEST:- - Joseph E. Connarton
" 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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE
In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*“Cambridge Municipal Code.”
Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of
Cambridge as follows:
That Title 10 entitied *‘Vehicies and Traffic”’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Coda is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied ‘‘Park-
ing Freeze.”
In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
Robert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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 a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
+ (CINav.28




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE
In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
““Cambridge Municipal Code.”
Be it ordained by the City Council of the City ol\
Cambridge as follows: :
That Title 10 entitied *‘Vehicles and Traffic"’ of:
the Cambridge Municipal Code is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitied ‘Park-
ing Freeze.”
In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
Robert W. Healy, Gity Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws,
Chapter 40, Section 32A, Tercentenary Edition, th
ordinance as aforesaid which exceeds in length
eight octavo pages of ordinary book print may
summarized for publication in a newspaper of
general circulation in the city with the further provi-
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob-
tained at the City Clerk’s Office during office hou
and that any objection to its invalidity by reason o
any defect in the procedure of adoption may onl
be made within ninety days after the posting or th
sacond publication.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Conn%nito

(C)Nov.29




ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Final publication number 2513.
First publication in the Chronicle
on November 8, 1990.
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand,
Nine Hundred Ninety
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
*‘Cambridge Municipal Code."

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

That Title 10 entitled *‘Vehicles and Traffic"’ of
the Cambridge Municipal Code is hereby amend-
ed by adding a new Chapter 10.16 entitled ‘‘Park-
ing Freeze.”

In City Council November 26, 1990.

Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and
nay vote:- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.
ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws,
Chapter 40, Section 32A, Tercentenary Edition, the
ordinance as aforesaid which exceeds in lengthe
eight octavo pages of ordinary book print may bes
summarized for publication in a newspaper ofs
general circulation in the city with the further provi
sion that said Ordinance may be examined and ob
tained at the City Clerk’s Office during office hour:
and that any objection to its invalidity by reason o~
any defect in the procedure of adoption may onf-
be made within ninety days after the posting or th
second publication.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connartom
City Cler
(C)Nov.29




OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

-4260 : N
JOSEPH E. CONNARTON (617) 349-42 7 JOHN E. FLYNN
CITY CLERK DEPUTY CITY CLERK

January 15, 1991

Mr. Russell B. Higley
City Solicitor

City Hall

Cambridge, MA

Dear Sir:

Enclosed you will find a copy of a proposed amendment to the Code of the City of
Cambridge relative to the Parking Freeze which was passed to be ordained at the City €ouncil
meeting held on November 26, 1990.

Enclosed also you will find copies of two amendments which were passed to a second
reading at the City Council meeting held on January 7, 1991 as follows:

1. Amendment to the Zoning Ordinances to extend the East Cambridge Interim
Planning Overlay to February 28, 1991.

2. Amendment to the Code to amend the Stratospheric Ozone Layer Ordinance.
Enclosed finally you will find a copy of a proposed amendment to the Code relative to
the taxi cab rates and waiting time which was passed to a second reading at the City Council

meeting held on January 14, 1991.

Would you kindly review these amendments and indicate your approval or disapproval
on the bottom and return to this office.




-2-

Your kind attention in this matter will be greatly appreciated.
Sincerely yours,

Pt 8.t

Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

JEC/dl
Enc. Ordinance # 1112, First publication numbers 2514, 2515 and 2516.
c.c.  Councillor Duehay, Chairman, Committee on Ordinances

Joseph Cellucci, Inspectional Services Commissioner
Birge Albright, Law Dept.




ORDINANCE NO. 1112.

Final Publication No. 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8 1990.

City of Cambrivge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

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) (the wparties") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq., regardlng the measures to be taken by the city for the
attainment and maintenance of the national primary air quallty
standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston Region;
and _ | |

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Cambrldge, and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part of a settlement of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOR), dated August 15,
1990, which requires that the Cambridge City Manager present to the
Cambridge City Council an ordinance to implement the proviéions of
said MOA; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the proviéions of

4

this ordinance pursuant to G. L. c. 111, § 31 C, as well as by
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authority derived from the City's general police powersj and

WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation
control measures, and may include Dbut not be limited to parking
restrictions and a parking freeze, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parking freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the City, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may appropriately
emphasize limits wupon and/or reductions of all-day pafking
_available to commuters, while at the same time retaining parking
opportunities for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
visitors, and addressing the needs of the City's employers and
institutions, and

WHEREAS, the SIP amendment process will take approximately one
Year and the City hereby commits itself to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment is approvea, said
period to be known as the "interim period." |

Now, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City council of the City
of Cambridge as follows:

Title 10 of the Codé (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby‘amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):
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Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE

Sections:
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter
10.16.020 Definitions
10.16.030 Bui}ding or operation of parking facilities
10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations
10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee
10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion
10.16.070 Number of CPfPs to be issued
10.16.080 . Enforcement
10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

This Chapter will remain in effect only during the interim

period; as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16.020 Definitions

ncontrolled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
building or structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (i) a parking facil%ty, the
‘use of which is 1limited exclusively for the benefit ‘of the
residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,
or, (ii) parking on public streets, and (iii) a parking facility
designated as a park-and-ride faciliiy to be operéted in

]
conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.
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“Ccontrolled parking facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit
issued by the Director of the Cambridge pDepartment of Traffic and
Parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a specific number
of Controlled parking spaces.

"Controlled pa:&ing space" (CPS) means a parking space:in a
Controlled parking facility- (CPF).

"Determination of exclusion" means a determination by the
Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic anvaarking that a
parking facility does not come within the definition of a
Controlled parking facility.

wpirector" means Director of the Cambridge Department of
Traffic and Parking.

"Interim Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the comhittee
established by this Chapter which decides whether to issue
controlled parking facility K permits and Determinatiohs of
exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the
Director. |

"Interim period" means the period starting August 15, 1990 and
ending with the approval_ of an amendment to thet SFate
Implementation Plan (SIP), required by the Clean Air ‘Att (42
U.S.C., s. 7401 et seq.), regarding measures to be taken;by the -
city for the attainment and maintenance of the national primary air
quality standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston

region.
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"Memorandum of Agreement" or "Memorandum" means the Memorandum
of Agreement between the city and the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection, dated August 10, 1990 and executed August
15, 1990.

wparking facility" means any lot, garage, buildihg or
structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked. .

"person" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnérship,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, égent,
_ organization, any state,vregional or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group actidg as a

. 1
unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to puild a parking
facility in Cambridge, or modify a parking facility soé as to
increéée the number of parking spaces therein, and no persoﬁ shall
operate a parking facility, unless said person éhall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determinétion of

exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter. .

i
1

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations ‘

i
1

The City may issuz new commercial parking facility pefmits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedures set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for énd with
respect to spaces foér which an application wés filed with the City

on or before November 10, 1988. and if a commercial parking
Z
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facility pernit or a determination of exclusion was obtained before
August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject
to the provisions of this Chapter. The city, however, may enforce
the terms and conditions of any permit or determination of
exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.

Parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were
generally regarded as not *being "commercial parking facilities"
under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be subject to
the terms of this Chapter, except for the enforcement provisions of
§10.16.080, unless the owner or operator of the facility seeks to
increase the number of parking spaces therein. Pursuant tb this
paragraph the owner or operator of any non-commercial facility
(including employee parking facilities), which did not apply.for or
receive either a permit or a determination of exclusion, and which
would have.been entitled to an exemption under the then egisting
rules .of the parking freeze, shall be entitled to receive an
exemption upon application to the IPCC. Such application shall
include documentation evidencing the date of commencement of
operations at the facility, and evidence of the qualification for
an exemption uﬁder the parking freeze rules as applied‘bylthe
Traffic Director at the time the facility began operations. Upon
receipt of an application for an exemption pursuant to the terms of
this paragraph, the IPCC shall notify other appropriate City
agencies and request that such agencies hotify the IPCC in writing
within ten (10) day§ thereafter of any pending enforcement actions

with respect to the facility for which an application for exemption
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has been submitted. Upon review of said application materials, and
a finding that the facility would have been entitled to an
exemption, the IPCC may waive the public hearing required by
section 10.16.060 of this Chapter. If any enforcement action is
pending with respect to the subject parking facility the IPCC may
defer issuance of the determination of exclusion authorized by this
paragraph until final resolution of such enforcement action; The
IPCC shall make a determination within forty-five (45) days of
receipt of an application under this paragraph or, if applicable,
forty-five (45) days after final resolution of pending enforcement
action. If the IPCC finds that the facility would have been
entitled to an exemption under the rules of the parking freeze as
applied by the Traffic Director at the time the fac111ty began
operations, then the IPCC shall notify the Traffic Director to
issue a determinatioﬁ of exclusion. Nothing set forth iﬁ this
paragraph shall relieve an applicant for an exemption hereunder

from complying with any applicable statute or regulation.

10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parkihé facility permits and
determlnatlons of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim'Parking
Control Committee (IPCC or Committee) comprised of three Cambrldge
residents with appropriate experience, appointed by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a
list of five nomlnees submitted to the City Manager by the

Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be
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appointed to the Committee who has a financial interest in
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee‘shall maiﬁtain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exciusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and.agencies in the Ccity, state and federal
governments such as the Department of Community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Sservices Department, the
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Departmént of
Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S...Environmental
Proteqtion Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion '

a) An application for a CPFP or determinatién of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. Upon receipt of such
application, the Director shall immediately transmit copies thereof
to the IPCC. The IPCC shall hold hearings on such applications on
the fourth Wednesday of every month, if necessary. - only
applications received at least 30 days prior to the scheduled
hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a
specific hearing date not less than fourteen days and not more than

thirty days from the date of publication, as well as the time and
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place of such hearing; said notice shall indicate that a copy of

the application(s) is available for public inspection at the

Traffic and Parking Department. "A notice of all applications to be

heard at the hearing shall be sent at least two weeks before the

hearing to the DEP.

c)
exclusion
1.

2.

10.

11.

Every application for a CPFP or determination of
shall include the following information:

Name and address of owner.

Name and address of proposed facility.

Type of facility (parking lot or garage) .

Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.
Number of existing spaces and who uses them.

Number of proposed spaces aﬁd who will use them.
Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
calculations showing parking space determination
according ‘to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
zoning Ordinance.

Detailed information on how use of the spaces Qill be
controlled for each cateéory of use.

Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce
vehicle trips to the project. | | ;

|
A detailed description of the need for the proposed

facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.
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12. A site plan and floor plans of the proposed lot or
garage, showing the Jjocation of the facility, the 1ayou§
space, and the entry and exit points.

Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with
the aboﬁe information, to the Interim Parking Control Committee,
city Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 92139.
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter

i

‘Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108. 1

d) The Committee shall be required to process any
applications already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending'
applications. All amendments to pending applications shall be
deemed to relate back to the original date of filing. Any pending
application relating tec a project for which there is an Agféement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
1imits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or determination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon compliance by the applicant with tﬁe.terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to each applicant which has subnitted
a complete applicat%on an analysis of the application in regard to

the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
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further information required in order to make a full assessment of
the application. Any applicant who has filed an incomplete
application shall be so notified at that time.

f) Wwithin 14 days after the hearing, the Interim Parking
control Committee shall approve or'disapprove the application for
a CP?P or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to ;educe
air quality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A COpPY of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection. |

g) The Director shall approve or disapprove the application
in accordance witﬁ the Committee's determination. Whgh the
decision is made to approve an application, the decisioﬁ shall
state the name, address and authorized number of spaces of the
facility and any conditions upon which the application is approved.
Any approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after Ngvember
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an identificatioﬁ of the
Jocation and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the basis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs

3

shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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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 CPFP's to be Issued

The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled parking spaces.
In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which
are no longer being used.

Rights to  parking spaces eliminated by enforcement
cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert back to the

City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s. 10.16.060.

10.16.080 Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space illegally, either under the
provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of
this Chapter, such person may. be subject to a fine of $10 per day
per space for every day that the space was illegally operated. In
addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may révoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of

their determinations, or eliminate those spaces OI facilities found
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to be operating with no required permit or determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded sbaces
have been operated as commercial spaces, Or as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any facility holding a
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determinatién shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determination unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portlon
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the number of spaces within a facility that are operating
in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
to impose fines.or revcke the determination.

Nothing in this Acreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for ;a new
determination of exclu51on or a CPFP in accordance with the terms
of this Chapter. ' ;

Upon the explratlon of any temporary permit or exclusion the
Director may issue an administrative order to cease operatlons at
the facility without any requirement of a hearing before the IPCC.

b) The phrase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing
in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance py the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parkihg space

3

or spaces.
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Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this section, and waives any
further appellate rights, the City shall not be authorized to issue
new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court action no later than 30 days following the issuance of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied5 The
city further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
and if the city prevails on the merits of said court action. The
City agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
The City agrees to fulfili all its obligations contained in
the Memorandum of Agreement between the city and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental protection, dated August 15, 1990.
Upon submission by the City Manager to the Metropolitan
Planning Organizatiqn, or other appropriate agency, of a proposed

amendment to the SIP, which shall include a form of ordinance to
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implement such amendment, approved by the city Council, as
contemplated by the August 15, 1990 MOA and by this Chapter, the
provisions of this Chapter shall.continue in effect for a period of
at least sixty (60) days from the date of said submission. The
form of ordinance included in the SIP amendment to be submitted to
the City Council for approval shall include, inter alia, provisions
(i) whereby such ordinance.shall become effective sixty (60) days
after the final approval of such SIP amendment by the City Cogncil,
and (ii) whereby such ordinance shall be substituted for the terms

of this chapter on an interim basis assuming that said amendment

has not been rejected in writing by the responsible State or

Federal agencies as inconsistent with federal or state law.

Upon final approval of such SIP amendment by all governmental

authorities with jurisdiction thereof, the city Manager shall
notify the City Council of any changes i
finally approved by such governmental authorities which may require

adoption of amendments to the ordinance included in the SIP

amendment in order to implement the SIP “amendment as finally

approved by such governmental authorities.

In City Council November 26, 1990.

" passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. '

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
: ~ City Clerk

n the SIP amendment as




FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2514.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety-Ore

AN ORDINANCE

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

That the Zoning Ordinances of the City of Cambridge be amended as follows:

smend the Zoning oOrdinance of the City of cambridge as

described below by creating 2 new Section 3.15

- The EIast

capbridge Interin Planning Overlay District in the area of

RIS

Tast canbridge as shown cn the acccmpanying =ap,
g .

having cthe

sollowing requirements:

)
.

o
o

wm

All requirements of the existing base zoning

digt-iczs shall arply except 2S —odified and

limized by the requirements of =his Section

subsec-ions 2-4 below:

The flocr area ratio applicable on any lot shall be
1imited £0 1.0 cI "Réc . -siicznia in the D238 cisTzicT,
shicnevar is lassi a 1

mhe maximum height of any wuilding shall be 45' CI TAE-
zoolicadls in <he ces2 gig=zicz, whichever is Less;
Not withstanding the limitations in subsecticns 2

and 3 above, any building existing at the time ci

adopticn of this Section may be renovated or
restored, changes made to the uses contained

sherein or additions may pe macde hereto providing

-

sne following conditions aze met:

(a) Any additions shall not exceed 10% of the
gross floor area of the existing puilding o<

30,000 gross square feet, whichever is

greater; and '
(p) All regulations and 1imitations of the base
district shall be met.

This Section 3.15 shall be in effect through February
28, 1991. -




Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on '
January 7, 1991 and on or after January 21,1991 the question comes on
passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton, City Clerk.




FIRST PUBLICATfON NO. 2515.

. @itp of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety-Oﬁe

AN ORDINANCE

\
1]

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

That Chapter 8.48 of the Municipal Code of the City of
Cambridge be amended as follows: '

Section 8.48.040

subsections g & h: the effective date of January 1, 1991 be
changed to January 1, 1992 :

Section 8.48.050

The final paragraph be amended so that it reads im %ts )
entirety: ''Said labels should be affixed on the face oI
said container or product in the form of a removable
sticker not smaller than 3 x 5 inches, with the lettering
2nd background in contrasting colors. In addition, the
consumer information packet with regard to each product
offered for sale shall include warnings about the dangers
of ozone depleting substances in accordance with directives
0f the CommissioneT of Health and HQSpi;als".

passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held onﬁJanuary 7, 1991
and on or after January 21,1991 the question comes oOn passing to be ordained.

ATTEST:-  Joseph E. Connarton, City Clerk.

J




. FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2516.

Citp of Cambridae

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

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:

Chapter 5.20 of the Code entitled wpublic Transportation" is hereby amended
by striking out and inserting the following new sections: 5.20.210'en§1;1ed
"Rates - Designated Meter Required When;" 5.20.240 entitled "Rate Reduction
Plan;" 5.20.250 entitled "Waiting Time" and 5.20.270 entitled "Hiring by
hour or by trip" as follows: i




5.20.210. Rates - pesignated -Meter required when.

The price of rates of fares which drivers of Motor
demand for services rendered in conveying passengers are 38

Taxicabs shall charge and
follows:

11 be one dollar ($1.00) and shall cover the cost of the
or the first two minutes of waiting

chereafter or fraction

(4) The {nitial drop sha
first one—eighth of a mile or fraction thereof:
cime 0T 28 combination of both. Each one-eighth of a mile
thereof shall be at the rate of Twenty-five cents ($.25).

(B) Each hackney carriage shall be equipped . with a “meterl which shall De of a
gize and design spproved by the License Commission.

es shall be allowed sixty (60) days from the

(¢c) All owmers of hackney carriag
imeter tO reflect the me¥ rates.

cime a change in rates 18 mandated to change the tax

20.240. Rate reduction plan.

5.

The License Commission shall implement 2 progran effecting & cab‘meter rate

discount for 8ny persol 65 vears of age OF OVEL, and for handicapped persons, 2s

follows:

A $1.25 discount coupon ghall be allowed for any such fare $5.00 or under:
Two $1.25 discount coupons shall pe allowed for any such fare oveT $5.00.

pusadi ae

The License Commission shall regulate the specific mechanism by which this

program is implemented.

‘ 5.20.250. Waiting time.

Weiting time shall include all time during which the vehicle 1s not in motion
beginning £ive (5) minutes after its arrivel at the place TO which it has been calleG.
No charge shall be made for time between 2a prematuré errival in response O 2
the cimes for which the vehicle wes orderea nor for time attributable to. & breakdown
of the vehicle. Weiting time charges shall be made for time lost through interrupcion
of traffic, 'with the exception of such time lost through the operation of the opening
and closing of irawbridges and the passage of railroad trains. Weiting time shall be
2t the rate of Nineteen Dollars ($19.00) per hour .
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B . S
£ '50.270. Hiring by hour or by trip.

(L) Wnen & motor raxicd T Thired by the hour, the hourly rete shal} be N§DEtfi?

Dollers ($19.00) per hour. When a motor taxiced ig hired for & trip1:h°1;y4orth2 ?;;:

‘ h tination is mnot gred in gt

outside tne limits of the City, and when CRhe destinati I e e £

price to be

rate book issued by the person in charge mey suspeni h
assenger, the use of the taxipeter as a means of determining TRE
of the P ger, t n in charge of

paid. In guch ceses the price shall be agreed upom between the persons

the automobile snd the passenger.

Commission, the

¢

this Chapter for the transportation of ﬁhose who
are 111, or who are invalids or who 2are elderly may be engaged by an arrangement
petween the person {n charge of sald vehicle and the passenger establishing a flat
rate price per hour, per mile or per CtIip for the use of the vehicle, and 1in such
instance the use of the meter in said vehicle may De suspended.

(B) A vehicle licensed under

Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on Januafy 14,

1991 and on or after January 28, 1991 the question comes On passing to be

ordained.

ATTEST: Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
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. o _ ORDINANCE NO. 1112.
Figal Publication No. 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8, 1990.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

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) (the “parties") have
agreed to coopefate in an effort to amend the State Implementation
Plan . (SIP) requifed by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq., regarding the measures to be taken by the City for the
attainmént and maintenance of the national primary air gquality
standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston Region;
and

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Cambridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part of a settlement of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), dated August'ls,
1990, which requires that the Cambridge City Manager present to the
Cambridge City Council an ordinance to implement the provisions of
said MOA; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the provisions of

this ordinance puréuant to G. L. c. 111, § 31 C, as well as by
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authofity derived from thé City's generallpolice powers; and

WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation
control measures, and may includé  but not be'limited to ?arking
restrictions and a parking freeze, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze islconsistent with the policies of
the Ciﬁy to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parkin§ freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the City, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may appropriately
emphasize 1limits upon and/or reductions of all-day parking
_available to commuters, while at the same time retaining parking
opportunities for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
visitors, and addressing the needs of the City's employers and
institutions, and

- WHEREAS, the SIP amendmeﬁt process will take approximately one

year and the City hereby commits itself to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendﬁent is approved, said
period to be known as the "interim period."

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

Title 10 of the éode (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):
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Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE

Sections:
10.16.010 Time period of Chaptef
10.16.020 Definitions |
10.16.030 Building or operatipn of parking facilities
10.16.040 Pre¥existing applications, permits and
determinations
10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee
i 10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion
10.16.070 Number of CPFPé to be issued
10.16.080  Enforcement
10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

This Chapter will remain in effect only during the interim

period} as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16.020 - Definitions

"controlled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
building or structure, Qr‘combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (i) a parking facility, the
use of which is limited exclusively for the ‘benefit of 1tﬁe

residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,

or, (ii) parking on public streets, and (iii) a parking facility

designated as a park-and-ride facility to be operated in
4

conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.




4

“"Controlled parking~facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit
issued by the Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
Parking, which allows the construction or modifiqation of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a specific number
of Controlled parking spaces. |

"controlled parking space" (CPS)’means a parking space in a
Confrolled parking faciliity- (CPF).

"Determination of exclusioh" means a determination by the
Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and Parking.that a
parking facility does not come within the definition of a
Controlled parking faciliﬁy.

| "Director" means Director of the Cambridge Department of
Traffic and Parking.

"Interim Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the committee
established by this Chapter which decides whether to “issue
Controlled parkihg facility permits and Determinations of
exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the
Director. |

"Interim period" means the period starting August 15, 1§90 and
ending with the approval of an amendment to the  State
Implementation Plan (SIP), required by the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C., s. 7401 et seq.), regarding measures to be taken by'the
City for the attainment and maintenance of the national primary air
quality standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston

region.
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"Memorandum of Agreement" or "Memorandum" means the Memorandum

of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts Department of

Environmental Protection, dated August 10, 1990 and executed August
15, 1990. |

"Parking facility" means. any lot, garage, building or
structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked. .

"person" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee,:agent,
organization, any state, regional or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
facility in Cambridge, or modify a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no person shall
operate a parking facility, ‘unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determination of

exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations :

The City may issue new commercial parking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedhrés set forth‘in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces fér which an application was filed with the City

on or before November 10, 1988. And if a commercial parking




6

facility permit or a determination of exclusion was obtained before
August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be eubject
to the provisions'of this Chapter. The City, however, may enforce
the terms and conditions of any perﬁit or determination of
exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.

pParking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were
generally regarded as not -being wcommercial parking facilities"
under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be subject to
the terms of this Chapter, except for the enforcement'provisions of
§10.16.080, unless the owner or operator of the facility seeks to
increase the number of parking spaces therein. Pursuant to this
paragraph the owner or operator of any non-commercial facility
(including employee parking facilities), which did not apply for or
receive either a permit or a determination of exclusion, and which
_ would have been entltled to an exemption under the then existing
rules of the parklng freeze, shall be entltled to receive an
exemption upon application to the IPCC. Ssuch application shall
include documentation evidencing the date of commencement of

operations at the facility, and evidence of the qualification for

an exemption under the parking freeze rules as epplied by the

Traffic Director at the time the facility began operations. Upon
receipt of an application for an exemption pursuant te the terﬁs of
this paragraph, the IPCC shall notify other appropriate City
agencies and request that such agencies notify the IPCC in writing

within ten (10) days thereafter of any pending enforcement actions

with respect to the facility for which an application for exemptlon
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has been submitted. Upon feview of said application materials, and
a finding that the facility would have been entitled to an
exemption, the IPCC may waive the publlc hearlng requlred by
section 10.16.060 of this Chapter. If any enforcement action is
pending with respect to the subjeet parking facility the IPCC may
defer issuance of the determination of exclusion authorized by this
paragraph until final resolution of such enforcement action. The
IPCC shall make a determination within forty-five (45) days of
receipt of an application under tnis paragraph or, if applicable,
forty-five (45) days after final resolution of pendiﬁg enforcenment
action. If the IPcC finds that the facility would have been
entitled to an exemption under the rules of the parking freeze as
applied by the Traffic Director at the time the facility'began
operations, then the IPCC shall notify the Traffic Director to
issue a determination of exclusion. Nothing set forth in this
paragraph shall relieve an applicant for an exemption hereunder

from complying with any applicable statute or regulation.

10.16.050 Interim Parking Control committee

All applications for contrelled parking faciliff permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking
Control Committee (IPCC or committee) comprised of three cambridge
residents with appropriate experience, appointed by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be eppointed from a
list of five nomi?ees submitted to the City Manager by the

Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be
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appointed to the Committee who has a financial interest in
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exciusion. In carrying out its dutie§, the
Committee :shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and'agencies in the city, state and federal
governments such as the Department of community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Services Department, the
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. ‘Environmental
Protection Agency;

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

a) An application for a CPFP or detérmination of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
Cambridge Traffic and Parking‘Department. Upon receipt of such
application, the Director shall immediately transmit copies thereof
to the IPCC. The IPCC shall hold hearings on such applications on
the fourth Wednesday of every month, if necessary. Only
applications received at least 30 days pribr to the scheduled
hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local ‘weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a
specific hearing date not less than fourteen days and not more than

thirty days from the date of publication, as well as the time and

D
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place of such hearing; said notice shall indicate that a copy of

the application(s) is available for public inspection at the

Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be

heard at the hearing shall be sent at least two weeks before the

hearing to the DEP.

cL
exclusion
1.

2.

10.

11.

Every application for a CPFP or determination of
shall include the following information:

Name and address of owner.

Name and address of proposed facility.

Type of facility (parking lot or garage).

Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.
Number of existing spaces and who uses them.

Number of proposed spaces and who will use them.
Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
Calculations showing parking  space determination
according to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
zoning Ordinance.

Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be
controlled for each category of use.

Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce
vehicle trips td the project.

A detailed description of the need for the proposed

facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.
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12. A site plan and'floor plans of the proposed lot or
gaiage, showing the location of the facility, the layout
space, and the entry and exit points.

Six copies of every appllcatlon shall be submitted, with
the above information, to the Interim Parking Control Comnmittee,
Gity Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139.
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Comm1551oner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter
Street,'Boston, Massachusetts 02108.
| d) The Committee shall be required to process any
.applicatioﬁs already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of sald pendlng
applications. All amendments to pendlng applications shall be
deemed to relate back to the original date of filing. Any pending
appllcatlon relatlng to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance w1th the
limits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requlrement
that any permit or determination of exclu51on shall be condltloned
upon compliance by the appllcant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee. N

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to each applicant which has submitted
a complete appllcatlon an analysis of the application in regard to

the criteria set out above. This analysis will hlghllght any

:
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further information required in order to make a full assessment of
the application. Any applicant who has filed an incomplete
application shall be so notified at that time; |

f) Within 14 days after the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall approve of disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to reduce
air quality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

qg) The Director shall approve or disapprove the application
in accordance with the Committee's determination. Wheh 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»uﬁon which the application is approved.
Any approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of ﬁﬁe 500
spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an identification of‘the
location and number of spaces against which enforcement action has

been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the basis

for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to.section 10.16.080. All CPFPs

shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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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 CPFP's to be Issued

The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled parking spaces.
In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking -spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which
are no longer being used.

Rights to  parking spaces eliminated by enforcement

cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert back to the

city for allocation under the procedure set forth in s. 10.16.060.

10.16.080 Enforcement
a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space illegaily, either under the

provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of

this Chapter, such person may be subject to a fine of $10 per'dayv

- per space for every day that the space was illegally operated. 1In
addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of

L]
their determinations, or eliminate those spaces or facilities found
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to be operating with né required permit or determination of
exclusion. |

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide.if excluded spaces
have been operated as commercial spaces, 6r as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16;020; any facility holding a
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the termslof said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determination unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordande with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the number of spaces within a facility that are operating
in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
to impose fines or revoke the determination. |

Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a new
determination of exclusion or.a CPFP in accordance with the terms
of this Chapter. |

Upon the expiration of any temporary‘permit or exclusion the
Director may issue an administrative order to cease operations at
the facility without any requirement of a hearing before the IPCC.

b) The phrase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing
in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parkihg spabe

or spaces.




14

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under 'tﬁis section, »andb waives any
further appellate rights, the city shall not pe authorized to issue
new-CPFPs for spaces in amounts eqﬁal to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminaryvihjunction, to compel compliancé with
ﬁhe administratiﬁe order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court actidn no later than 30 days following the issuance of
the administrétive order if the facility has not cémplied, The
city further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issﬁe new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
and if the City prevails on the merits of said court action. The

[

city agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of.Auqust 15, 1990

The City agrees to fulfill all its obligations contained in

the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1590.
Upon submission by the city Manager to the Metropolitan

Planniné Organizatiqn, or other appropriate agency, of a proposed

amendment to the SIP, which shall include a form of ordinance to
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implement such amendment, 4approved by the cCity Council, as

coﬁteﬁplated by the August 15, 1990 MOA and by this Chapter, the

provisions of this Chapter shall continue in effect for a period of
at least sixty (60) days from the date ‘of saiﬁ submission. The
form of ordinance included in the SIP amendment to be submitted to
the City Council for approval shall include, inter alia, provisions
(i) whereby such ordinance.shall become effective sixty (60) days
after the final approval of such SIP amendment by the City Council,
and (ii) whereby such ordinance shall be substituted for the terms
of this chapter on an interim basis assuming that said amendment
has not been rejected in writing by the responsible State or
Federal agencies as inconsistent with federal or state law.

Upon final approval of such SIP amendment by all governmental
authorities with jurisdiction thereof, the City Manager shall
notify the city Council of any changes in the SIP amendment as
finally approved by such governmental authorities which may require
adoption of amendments to the ordinance includéd in the SIP
amendment in order to implement the SIP amendment as finally

approved by such governmental authorities.

In City Council November 26, 1990.

~ Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
: City Clerk
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "Cambridge Municipal

Code."

Be it ordained by the City Cﬁunci’ of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitled “"Vehicles and Traffic® of the Cambridge

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. : :

.o

Robert-w.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarion
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
ordirary book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk




o o ] ORDINANCE NO. 1112.
Final Publication No. 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8, 1990.

AN ORDINANCE

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) (the "parties") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq., regarding the measures to be taken by the City for the
attainmént and maintenance of the national primary air quality
stahdards necessary to protect public health in the Boston Region;
and |

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Cambridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part of a settlement of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), dated August 15,
1990, which requires that the Cambridge City Manager present to the
Cambridge City Council an ordinance to implement the provisions of
said MOA; and

WHEREAS, the City has authority to enact the provisions of

this ordinance pursuant to G. L. c. 111, § 31 C, as well as by
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authority derived from the City's generai police powers; and

WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation
control measures, and may include but not be limited to parking
restrictions and a parking freeze, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parking freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the City, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may appropriately
emphasize 1limits upon and/or reductions of all-day parking
_available to commuters, while at the same time retaining parking
opportunities for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
visitors, and addressing the needs of the City's employers and
institutions, and

WHEREAS, the SIP amendment process will take approximately one
year and the City hereby commits itself to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment is approved, said
period to be known as the "interim period."

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

Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):
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Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE

Sections:
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter
10.16.020 Definitions
10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities
10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations
10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee
10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion
10.16.070 Number of CPFPs to be issued
10.16.080 ~ Enforcement
10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

This Chapter will remain in effect only during the interim

period, as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16.020 Definitions

"Controlled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
building or structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (i) a parking facility, the
use of which is limited exclusively for the benefit of the
residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,
or, (ii) parking on public streets, and (iii) a parking facility
designated as a park-and-ride facility to be operated in

conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.




4

“"Controlled parking facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit
issued by the Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
Parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a specific number
of Controlled parking spaces.

"Controlled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
Controlled parking facility (CPF).

"Determination of exclusion" means a determination by the
Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and Parking that a
parking facility does not come within the definition of a
Controlled parking facility.

"Director" means Director of the Cambridge Department of
Traffic and Parking. |

"Interim Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the committee
established by this Chapter which decides whether to issue
Controlled parking facility permits and Determinations of
exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the
Director.

"Interim period" means the period starting August 15, 1990 and
ending with the approval. of an amendment to the State
Implementation Plan (SIP), required by the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C., s. 7401 et seq.), regarding measures to be taken by the
City for the attainment and maintenance of the national primary air

quality standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston

region.
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"Memorandum of Agreement" or "Memorandum" means the Memorandum
of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection, dated August 10, 1990 and executed August
15, 1990. |

"Parking facility" means any 1ot, garage, building or
structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked.

"person" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, agent,
organization, any state, regional or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
facility in Cambridge, or modify a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no person shall
operate a parking facility, unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determination of
exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations

The City may issue new commercial parking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedures set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces for which an application was filed with the City

on or before November 10, 1988. And if a commercial parking
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facility permit or a determination of exclusion was obtained before
August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject
to the provisions of this Chapter. The City, however, may enforce
the terms and conditions of any permit or determination of
exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.

Parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were
generally regarded as not being "commercial parking facilities"
under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be subject to
the terms of this Chapter, except for the enforcement provisions of
§10.16.080, unless the owner or operator of the facility seeks to
increase the number of parking spaces therein. Pursuant to this
paragraph the owner or operator of any non-commercial facility
(including employee parking facilities), which did not apply for or
receive either a permit or a determination of exclusion, and which
would have been entitled to an exemption under the then existing
rules of the parking freeze, shall be entitled to receive an
exemption upon application to the IPCC. Such application shall
include documentation evidencing the date of commencement of
operations at the facility, and evidence of the qualification for
an exemption under the parking freeze rules as applied by the
Traffic Director at the time the facility began operations. Upon
receipt of an application for an exemption pursuant to the terms of
‘this paragraph, the IPCC shall notify other appropriate City
agencies and request that such agencies notify the IPCC in writing

within ten (10) days thereafter of any pending enforcement actions

with respect to the facility for which an application for exemption
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has been submitted. Upon review of said application materials, and
a finding that the facility would have been entitled to an
exemption, the IPCC may waive the public hearing required by
section 10.16.060 of this Chapter. If any enforcement action is
pending with respect to the subject parking facility the IPCC may
defer issuance of the determination of exclusion authorized by this
paragraph until final resolution of such enforcement action. The
IPCC shall make a determination within forty-five (45) days of
receipt of an application under this paragraph or, if applicable,
forty-five (45) days after final resolution of pending enforcement
action. If the IPCC finds that the facility would have been
entitled to an exemption under the rules of the parking freeze as
applied by the Traffic Director at the time the facility began
operations, then the IPCC shall notify the Traffic Director to
issue a determination of exclusion. Nothing set forth in this
paragraph shall relieve an applicant for an exemption hereunder

from complying with any applicable statute or regulation.

10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parking facility permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking
Control Committee (IPCC or Committee) comprised of three Cambridge
residents with appropriate experience, appointed by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a
list of five nominees submitted to the City Manaéer by the

Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be
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appointed to the Committee who has a financial interest in
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exclusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and federal
governments such as the Department of Community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Services Department, the
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. 'Environmental

Protection Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

a) An application for a CPFP or determination of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. Upon receipt of such
application, the Director shall immediately transmit copies thereof
to the IPCC. The IPCC shall hold hearings on such applications on
the fourth Wednesday of every month, if necessary. Only
applications received at least 30 days prior to the scheduled
hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a

specific hearing date not less than fourteen days and not more than

thirty days from the date of publication, as well as the time and
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place of such hearing; said notice shall indicate that a copy of

the application(s) is available for public inspection at the

Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be

heard at the hearing shall be sent at least two weeks before the

hearing to the DEP.

c)

Every application for a CPFP or determination of

exclusion shall include the following information:

10.

11.

Name and address of owner.

Name and address of proposed facility.

Type of facility (parking lot or garage).‘

Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.
Number of existing spaces and who uses them.

Number of proposed spaces and who will use then.
Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
Calculations showing parking space determination
according to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
Zoning Ordinance.

Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be
controlled for each category of use.

Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce
vehicle trips to the project.

A detailed description of the need for the proposed

facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.
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12. A site plan and floor plans of the proposed lot or
garage, showing the location of the facility, the layout
space, and the entry and exit points.

Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with
the above information, to the Interim Parking Control Committee,
City Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139.
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.

d) The Committee shall be required to process any
applications already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending
applications. All amendments to pending applications shall be
deemed to relate back to the original date of filing. Any pending
application relating to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
limits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or determination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon compliance by the applicant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to each applicant which has submitted
a complete application an analysis of the application in regard to

the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
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further information.required in order to make a full assessment of
the application. Any applicant who has filed an incomplete
application shall be so notified at that time.

f) Within 14 days after the hearihg, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to reduce
air quality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

q9) 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.
Any approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to ih section 10.16.070 or an identification of the
location and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the basis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs

shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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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 CPFP's to be Issued

The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled parking spaces.
In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which
are no longer being used.

Rights to parking spaces eliminated by enforcement

cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert back to the

City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s. 10.16.060.

10.16.080 Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space illegally, either under the
provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of
this Chapter, such person may be subject to a fine of $10 per day
per space for every day that the space was illegally operated. In
addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of

their determinations, or eliminate those spaces or facilities found
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to be operating with no required permit or determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded spaces
have been operated as commercial spaces, or as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any facility holding a
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determination unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the number of spaces within a facility that are operating
in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
to impose fines or revoke the determination.

Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a new
determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the terms
of this Chapter.

Upon the expiration of any temporary permit or exclusion the
Director may issue an administrative order to cease operations at
the facility without any requirement of a hearing before the IPCC.

b) The phrase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing
in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parking space

or spaces.
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Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this section, and waives any
further appellate rights, the City shall not be authorized to issue
new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court action no later than 30 days following the issuance of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied. The
city further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
and if the City prevails on the merits of said court action. The
city agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of Auqust 15, 1990
The City agrees to fulfill all its obligations contained in
the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1990.
Upon submission by the City Manager to the Metropolitan
Planning Organization, or other appropriate agency, of a proposed

amendment to the SIP, which shall include a form of ordinance to
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implement such amendment, approved by the City Council, as
contemplated by the August 15, 1990 MOA and by this Chapter, the
provisions of this Chapter shall continue in effect for a périod of
at least sixty (60) days from the date of said submission. The
form of ordinance included in the SIP amendment to be submitted to
the City Council for approval shall include, inter alia, provisions
(i) whereby such ordinance shall become effective sixty (60) days
after the final approval of such SIP amendment by the City Council,
and (ii) whereby such ordinance shall be substituted for the terms
of this chapter on an interim basis assuming that said amendment
has not been rejected in writing by the responsible State or
Federal agencies as inconsistent with federal or state law.

Upon final approval of such SIP amendment by all governmental
authorities vwith jurisdiction thereof, the City Manager shall
notify the City Council of any changes in the SIP amendment as
finally approved by such governmental authorities which may require
adoption of amendments to the ordinance included in the SIP
amendment in order to implement the SIP amendment as finally

approved by such governmental authorities.

In City Council November 26, 1990.

~ Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the ncambridge Municipal

Code."

Be it ordained by the City Counci’ of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitled "yehicles and Traffic* of the Cambridge

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding @ new Chapter 10.16

entitled “Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990. ‘
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-

. .Isgs 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

Robert-w.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirary book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
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publication number 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8, 1990

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Title 10 entitled "Vehicles and Traffic" of the Cambridge
Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
. i1395 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. :

Robert,w.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirmey book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "Cambridge Municipal

Code."

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:
That Title 10 entitled "yehicles and Traffic” of the Cambridge

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
. Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. : |

Robert-N.'Héaly; City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirary book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ordained by the City Counci’ of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitled "Vehicles and Traffic" of the Cambridge
Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding @ new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. 4

Robert‘w."Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

NOTE: Pursuant to the provisions of General Laws, Chapter 40,
Section 32A, Tercentenary Edition, the ordinance as
aforesaid which exceeds 1n length eight octavo pages of
ordirary book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city w1th
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

i




Final publication number 2513.

_ORDINANCE NO. 1112
First publication in the Chronicle on November 8,’1990.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Title 10 entitled vyehicles and Traffic® of the Cambridge
Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
© Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent O.

Robert-w.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirmey book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk




. . . ORDINANCE NO. 1112
Fi :
nal publication number 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8 1990

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the “Cambridge Municipal

Code."

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:
That Title 10 entitled "Vehicles and Traffic® of the Cambridge

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- .
- Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. :

Robert-w.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirmry book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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. j

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

L)




ORDINANCE NO. 1112

Final icati i
publication number 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8 1990

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

"Cambridge Municipal

1

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the
Code."

Be it ordained by the City Councr'l of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Title 10 entitled wyehicles and Traffic"® of the Cambridge

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled “Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990. ;
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:- |
Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0. : - ,

el

Robert~w.‘Héa1y, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirary book print may be summarized for publication

in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with

the further provision that said 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:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

L2




Final o _ORDINANCE NO. 1112
publication number 2513. First publication in the Chronicle on November 8 1990

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ninety

AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "Cambridge Municipal

", ) Code."

City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:
of the Cambridge

Be it ordained by the

That Title 10 entitled "Vehicles and Traffic"

Municipal Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 10.16

entitled "Parking Freeze."

In City Council November 26, 1990.
Passed to be ordained as amended by a yea and nay vote:-

Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.

TLeresd

Robert.H.‘Héaly, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
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
ordirmry book print may be summarized for publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the city with
the further provision that said 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. l

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
City Clerk

1
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CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL

CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
(617) 498-9094

November 1, 1990

Mr. Joseph E. Connarton, City Clerk
City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Mr. Connarton:

Attached, for the consideration of the City Council, is an
amendment to the Parking Freeze Ordinance which we are submitted
to address the concerns of the business and institutional
communities which were expressed at the Ordinance Committee public
hearing -on October 24, 1990.

Sincerely yours,

Sheila T. Russell
City Councillor

City Councillor
s

attachment



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

AE_Q$DIEAE§E

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

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge

as follows:

WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge (City)., and the
Massachusetts Department og Environmental Protection (DEP) (the
"parties") have agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the
State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act,
42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq., regardinghthe measures to be taken by
the City for the attainment and maintenance of the national
primary air quality standards necessary to protect public
health in the Boston Region; and

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispu?e
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze
in Caﬁﬁridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part of a settlement of said
dispute, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) , dated
August 15, 1990, which requires that the Cambridge City Manager
present to the Cambridge City Council an ordinance to implement
the provisions of said MOA; and

WHEREAS, the final SIP émendments will include
transportation control measures, intlﬂdiﬁg/ﬁﬂtlliﬁiiéd/td‘

pdtkiﬁg/téStti¢£idﬂ51/ﬁﬁd/ﬂ/pdtkiﬂd/ftééiél/and




WHEREAS, d/pdtking/£téété/i$/¢¢n81Sléﬁ!/ﬂithij_iﬁ_ f |
consistent with the policies of the City to reduce vehicle |
miles travelled, and to encourage and develop greater use of
public transit, bicycles, walking, and other alternative modes
of travel; and | 1

WHEREAS, éﬂfétdémékt/df/d/pdtkiﬁg/ltééZé/Will/démﬁﬁsttaxé |
Y/ Eontni¥neny/6f/the City £é/supportg the Clean Air Act by/gnﬂ 1
§gggi_gg_dlscouragingg autsmoblle traffic to the City, and j |

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may approprlately
emphasize limits upon and/or reductions of dll#dﬁi/ggmmg;glgl |
parking_facilities open to the pu ublic for which a sgggxﬂsg_igg |
is charged, AVAIIABIE/ ¥/ donmdrérs//while at the same t1me5 |

retaining barking opportunities for employees, shoppers, i |

occasional visitors, working parents with a child or children |

in day care, quests and invitees of nQgg;ggig_igﬁzi;u;igngi_and |
non-peak hour visitors_reqardless of whether a fee is charged, |

i

and |

WHEREAS, the SIP amendment process will take approximafely

one year and the City hereby commits Z¥gelf to ;hg_ggmglg&ién |

thereof prior to the expiration of thé/tétms/dflthis/dtdinanté |

fdt/ihé/péttdd/uniil/dfslP/dméndménZ/ié/dpptﬁ#éd//#ﬂid/ﬁétiéd |
Yo/vé/Kngwn/4¢ the "interim period.” ,? |
Now, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of khe
City of Cambridge as follows: é
Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) 1is herebyl
amended by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16

(Parking Freeze):




Chapter 10.16
PARKING FREEZE

Sections:

10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

10.16.020 Definitions

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking

: facilities

10.16.040 ) Pre-existing applications, pe¥mits
and/determinations_ggﬂ_g;ig;iﬁg
Facilit]

10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or

Determination of Exclusion

10.16.070 Number of CPFPs to be issued
° 10.16.080 Enforcement .
10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of Aqgust
/ 15, 1990
10,116,100 Adoption of SIP Amendments

10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

This Chapter will remain in effect only during the interim

period, as defined in § 10.16.020.

10.16.020 Definitions

"Controlléd parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
building or structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or
in which motor vehicles are parked, except (i).a parking‘j

facility, the use of which is limited exclusively for the




®

benefit of the residents of a specific residential building or
group of buildings, or, (ii) parking on public streets, and
(iii) a parking facility designated as a park-and-ride facility

to be operated in conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay

Transportation Authority. and (iv) gg;higg_ﬁggggﬁﬁ_;ggixdlgﬁﬁ
of whether a fee is charged, which are reserved for the

exclusive use of emplovees, students, restaurant and retail

\
store patrons Or hotel gquests throughout the day (24-hour
perlod), and not available for use by the geperal public.

"Controlled parking facility permit” (CPFP) means a permlt

issued by the Director of the Cambridge Department of Trafﬁlc
and Parking, which allows the construction or modification of a
CPF and the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a.
specific number of Controlled parking spaces.

"Controlled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
Controlled parking facility (CPF).

"Determination of exclusion"” means a determination by the
Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and Parking
that a parking facility does not come within the definition of

a Controlled parking facility.

"Director" means Director of the Cambridge Department of

Traffic and Parking.

"Interlm Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the

1

commlttee established by this Chapter which decides whether to

issue Controlled parking facility permits and Determinations of

exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the

Director.

3



»Interim period" means the period starting August 15, 1990

and ending opn the earlier of August 15, 1991 OL the date ofwifh |
béﬁWdéﬁ/EKé/éﬂddtméﬁt/6!/£K1$/Ehﬂpﬁéf/dﬂd the approval of an |

amendment to the State Implementation Plan (S1P), required by
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C., § 7401 et seq.), regarding
measures to be taken Sy the City for the attainment and
maintenance of the national primary air quality standards

1

necessary to protect public health in the Boston region.

nMemorandum of Agreement" orf "Memorandum" means the | |

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 10, 1990
and executed August 15, 1990. ;

"parking facility" means any lot, garage, building or
" structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which
motor vehicles are parked.

“person” means and includes a corporation, firm,
partnégship, association, executor, administrator, guardian,
trustee, agent, organizatibn, any state, regional or political
subdivision, agency, department, authority or board, and any

other group acting as a unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
facility in Cambridge, or modify a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no person

Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts
shall operate a parking facility, unless said person shall have




[4

first obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a J

determination of exclusion under the procedures set forth in

this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits, #Ad ‘ |

i! . !. : rk'n E olo!' l

The City, acting through the Department of- Traffic and |

parking, may issue new com;ercial parking facility permits or |
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedures set
forth in the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984,
(i) for and with respect to spaces for which an application was |

filed with the City on or before November 10, 1988, (ii) for |

parking facilities listed on Addendum A to the MoA, and (iii) |

existing parking facilities which are curren;lx_ng;_gg;mi;;gd. |

And if a commercial parking facility permit or a determination

or deﬁérmination shall not be subject to the provisions of this
Chapter. The City, however, may enforce the terms and
conditions of any permit or determination of exclusion,

\
|
\
of exclusion was obtained before August 15, 1990, that permit -
regardless of when it was issued.

|

Parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were
generally regarded as not being "commercial parking Facilities"
under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be shbject
to éhe terms of this Chapter unless the owner or operator of

the facility seeks to increase the number of parking spaces

therein.

o mé



10-1.é.oso Interim Parking Control Committee
gzglniignﬁ_ﬁgz_ggxgingﬁfacilities referred to in sybsections
10.16,040(ii) and (iii), and in Subsection 10.16.060(d) Xall

applications for controlled parking facility permits and

t

determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim
Parking Control Committee (IPCC or Committee) comprised of
three Cambridge residents Qith appropriate experience,
appointed by the City Manager. One member of the Committee
shall be appointed from a list of five nominees submitted to
the City Manager by the Cambridge Citizens for Livable
Neighborhoods. No person shall be appointed to the Commlttee
who has a financial 1nterest in commercial parking in
Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed no later than ;
Septemﬁér 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain complete and
accurate records of all applications of CPFPs and
determinations of exclusion. 1In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and
federal governments such as the Department of Community
Development, the License Commission, the Inspectional Services
Department, the Department of Traffic and Parking, the

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) and

the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.




10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of

Exclusion

a) An application for a CPFP or determination of
exclusion shall be submitted to the Director on a form
available at the Cambridge Traffic and pParking Department. The
IPCC shall hold hearings on such applications on the fourth
Wednesday of every month, if necessary. only applications
received at least 30 days ;rior to the scheduled hearing will
be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in ét least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. \The notice shall set forth
a spec1f1c hearing date not less than fourteen days and not
more than thirty days from the date of publication, as well as
the time and place of such hearing; said notice shall indicate
that aﬂéopy of the application(s) is available for public
inspection at the Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of
all aéﬁlications to be heard at the hearing shall be sent at
least two weeks before the hearing to the DEP.

c) Every application for a CPFP or determination of
exclusion shall include the following information:

1. Name and address of owner. .

2. Name and address of proposed facility.

3. Type of facility (parking lot or garage).

4, Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.

5. Number of exiéting spaces and ﬁho uses them.

6. Number of proposed spaces and who will use them.




-

%. Proposed‘change in number of spaces by use.

8. Calculations showing parking space determination
according to the appropriate.section of the Cambridge
Zoning Ordinance.

9. Detailed informatidn on how use of the spaces will be
controlled f&r each category of use.

10. Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to -
reduce‘vehicle tr;ps to the project.

11. A detailed description of the need for the proposed
facility and the type of development and patrons it
will serve.

12. A site plan and floor plans of the proposed lot or
garage, showing the location of the facility, the
layout space, and the entry and exit points.

"+ Six copies of every application shall be submitted,
with the above information, to the Interim Parking Control
Committee, City Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge,
Massachusetts 02139. A copy thereof shall be sent by the
Committee to the Commissioner, Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection, 1 Winter Street, Boston,
Massachusetts 02108.

d) The Committee shall be required to process any

applications already on file with the Director at the time of
the adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said

pending applications. All amendments to pending applications

shall be deemed to relate back to the original date of filing.
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Any/ééﬂding application relating to a parking facility included |
in a project (i) for which there is an Agreement for Traffiq |
Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City Manager or (ii) for which |

1 it, includi n ni v m i |
permit, was issued, or with resgggL_;g_Egigﬁ_gg_gggligg&igg_ﬁg; |
any such special 2grm£§ is pending, prior to the date of |
enactment heredf and which4s2ggigl.nsxmi&.&z.aanlisa&ign |
L_QLQiQL_LQEl!QE§ﬂLﬂB1_LLiiiLQ_mlilﬂitlgn_mﬁﬁiulﬁi_ﬁﬁ_i l
gggﬂ;;;gg_&gg;ggﬁ_shall be processed and acted upon by the |
conmiryéé Department of Traffic and parking,//in/a¢¢grdance |

WirH/without consideration of the 1imits established in section |

10.16.070, but subject to the requirement that any permit of |
determination of exclusion shall be conditioned upon compliance
by the applicant with the terms of the ATM or special permit |
and upaﬁ no other conditions, and without any modification of
the application by the/Céwmir¥eé¢_Department of Traffic and I
parking, as applicable. |
e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim
Parking Control Committee shall send to each applicant which
has submitted a complete application an analysis of the
application in regard to the criteria set out above. This
analysis will highlight any further information required in
order to make a full assessment of the application. Any

applicant who has f11ed an incomplete application shall be so

notified at that time.




- 11 -
%) hithin 14 days after the heafing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application
for a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full
consideration of all the facts contained in the application.
T¥The Committee's approval shall indicate on the CPFP or
determination the conditions, if any, upon which approval is
given. Such conditions may include reasonable traffic |
mitigation requirements tokreduce air quality impacts of the
proposed facility or spaces. A copy of said approval shallibe
sent to the applicant and the Commissioner, Massachusetts |
Department of Environmental Protection.

g) The Director shall approve or disapprove the
applicafion 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 numbei of
spaces of the facility and any conditions upon which the
application is approved. Except for a parking facility

included in a project described in section 10,16,060(d), Xany

approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after Novem@er
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that
the spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of the
500 spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an
identification of the location and number of spaces against
whicﬁ enforcement action has been taken pursuant to section
10.16.080, which serve as the basis for issuance of the CPFP

pursuant to section 10.16.080. X for rkin ili
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ingini :’. iect d ibed i tion 10.16.060(d), Xall
CPFPs shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in
the facility for which there will be an hourly or daily fee
shall not be available for éccupancy prior to 9:30 a.m. on

weekdays.

10.16.070 mber PFP'

The City, in accordanc; with the procedures set forth in
this Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled
parking spaces. In addition, the City may issue a number of
CPFPs equal to

a) The number of parking spaces which the Cityvhas
eliminated or against which the City has initiated an
enforcement action in accordance with section 10.16.080; plus

b) " - The number of commercial parking spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and
which are no longer being used.

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

forth in § 10.16.060.

10.16.080 Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is
found to have operated a parking space illegally, either under

the provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the
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- v

provisions of this Chapter,: such person may will/be subject to
a fine of $10 per day per space for every day that the space
was illegally operated. In addition, the Director, after such
a hearing, may revoke a determination of exclusion for spaces
operated in violation of their determinations, or eliminate
those spaces or facilities found to be operating with no
required permit or determination of exclusion.

At any hearing held by‘the IPCC to decide if excluded
spaces have been operated as commercial spaces, Or as
controlled parking spaces defined in § 10.16.020, any facilﬁty
holding a determination of exclusioﬁ, which is found to have
any spaces operating in violation of the terms of said
determination shall be presumed to have all of its spaces
operating in violation of the terms of its determination unless
the opéfator demonstrates to the satisfaction of the IPCC that
a distinct and identifiable portion of the spaces have been
operatéd in accordance with the terms of their determination.
It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to determine the
number of spaces within a facility that are operating in ‘
violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
to impose fines or revoke the determination.

Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of
spaces which have been improperly used from applying for a}new

determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the

terms of this Chapter.
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. 1

Upon the expiration of any temporary permit or exclusion
the Director may issue an administrative order to cease
operations at the facility without any requirement of a hearing
before the IPCC.

b) The phase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing
in § 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an

administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parking
\.

space Or spaces.

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an
administrative order to eliminate spaces under this section,
and waives any further appellate rigﬁts, the City shall not be
authorized to issue new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to
the number of spaces the City is seeking to eliminate until the
City has initiated enforcement action including filing a
complaiht in court with an application for a preliminéry
injunction, to compel compliance with the administrative
order. The City agrees that it shall initiate said court
action no later than 30 days following the issuance of the '
administrative order if the facility has not complied. The
City further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issue
new CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be
eliminated by court action upon the filing of said action. ‘The
remaining 50% of said spaces will only be available for
issuance as new spaces when and if the City prevails on thed

merits of said court action. The City agrees to prosecute

aggressively any such court action to compel compliance with
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ﬂ‘Ls

said administrative order.

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 199088

The City agrees to fulfill all its obligations contained in
the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the
Massachusetts Departmént of Environmental Protection, dated
Augqust 15, 1990/, insofar as the Such obligations are

‘.
nsi nt with th m r

MW&M&

AMMWMM
the City and related to land use, traffic mitigation, or other

matters currently governed in whole or in part by the Zoning

Oordinances of the City of Cambridge shall be of no force Or

effect unless adopted in accordance with the provisions of
M.G.L, c. 40A and the Zoning Ordinances of the City of

Cambridage. If the SIP amendment W&M
to the expiration of the interim period, the terms of this |

Ordinance shall be of no further force or effect, #AAny

extension of the expiration date for the interim period shall

require the affirmative vote of seven (7) City Councillors.

WPPPCT/ 60
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred—--
_\ DRAFT-A

U\!ovember 26, 1990

AN ORDINANCE

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) (the "parties") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq., regarding the measures to be taken by the City for the
attainment and maintenance of the national primary air quality
standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston Region;
and

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Cambridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part of a settlement of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), dated August 15,
1990, which requires that the Cambridge City Manager present to the

Cambridge City Council an ordinance to implement the provisions of

said MOA; and




WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation

ineluding but not bé

parking restrictions and a parking freeze, and

P

control measures, | limited to

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parking freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the Ccity to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the City, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may appropriately
emphasize 1limits wupon and/or reductions of all-day parking
available to commuters, while at the same time retaining parking

opportunities for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour

visitors, 3

o
R

and

WHEREAS, the SIP amendment proceSS‘will take approximately one
year and the City hereby commits itself to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment is approved, said
period to be known as the "interim period."

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

Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):

Chapter 10.16
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PARKING FREEZE

Sections:

10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

10.16.020 Definitions

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and

determinations
10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee
10.16.060 Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
- Determination of Exclusion

10.16.070 Number of CPFPs to be issued

10.16.080 Enforcement

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

This Chapter will remain in effect only during the interim

period, as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16.020 Definitions

"Controlled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
building or structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (i) a parking facility, the
use of which is limited exclusively for the benefit of the
residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,

. a parking facility

designated as a park-and-ride facility to be operated in
conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.

"Controlled parking facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit
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issued by the Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
Parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a specific number
of Controlled parking spaces.

"Controlled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
controlled parking facility (CPF).

"Determination of exclusion" means a determination by the
Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and Parking that a
parking facility does not come within the definition of a
Controlled parking facility.

“Director" means Director of the Cambridge Department of
Traffic and Parking.

"Interim Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the committee
established by this Chapter which decides whether to issue
Controlled parking facility permits and Determinations of
exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the

Director.

"Interim period" means the period

of an amendment to the State Implementation Plan (SIP), required by
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C., s. 7401 et seq.), regarding measures
to be taken by the City for the attainment and maintenance of the
national primary air quality standards necessary to protect public
health in the Boston region.

) "Memorandum of Agreement" or "Memorandum" means the Memorandum

of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts Department of




Environmental Protection, datedi

15, 1990.

"parking facility" means any lot, garage, building or
structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked.

"person" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, agent,
organization, any state, regional or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
facility in Cambridge, or modify a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no person shall
operate a parking facility, unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determination of

exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing - applications, permits and
determinations

The City may issue new commercial parking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedures set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces for which an application was filed with the City
on or before November 10, 1988. And if a commercial parking
facility permit or a determination of exclusion was obtained before

August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject
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to the provisions of this Chapter. The City, however, may enforce
the terms and conditions of any permit or determination of
exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.
Parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were
generally regarded as not being "commercial parking facilities"

under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be subject to

the terms of this Chapter,
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10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parking facility permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking
Control Committee (IPCC or Committee) comprised of three Cambridge
residents with appropriate experience, appointed by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a
list of five nominees submitted to the City Manager by the
Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be
appointed to the Committee who has a financial interest in

commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
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no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exclusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Ccommittee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and federal
governments such as the Department of Community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Sérvices Department, the
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

a) An application for a CPFP or determination of exclusion

shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the

......................

The IPCC shall hold hearings on such applications on
the fourth Wednesday of every month, if necessary. Only
applications received at least 30 days prior to the scheduled
hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a
specific hearing date not less than fourteen days and not more than
thirty days from the date of publication, as well as the time and
place of such hearing; said notice shall indicate that a copy of

the application(s) is available for public inspection at the




9

Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be

heard at the hearing shall be sent at least two weeks before the

hearing to the DEP.

c)

Every application for a CPFP or determination of

exclusion shall include the following information:

10.

11.

Name and address of owner.

Name and address df proposed facility.

Type of facility (parking lot or garage).

Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.
Number of existing spaces and who uses them.

Number of proposed spaces and who will use them.
Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
Calculations showing parking space determination
according to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
Zoning Ordinance.

Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be
controlled for each category of use.

Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce
vehicle trips to the project.

A detailed description of the need for the proposed

facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.

12.

A site plan and floor plans of the proposed lot or

garage, showing the location of the facility, the layout

space, and the entry and exit points.

Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with
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the above information, to the Interim Parking Control Committee,
City Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139.
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.

d) The Committee shall be required to process any
applications already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending
applications. All amendments to pending applications shall be
deemed to relate back to the original date of filing. Any pending
application relating to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City Manager shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
limits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or determination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon compliance by the applicant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to each applicant which has submitted
a complete application an analysis of the application in regard to
the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
further information required in order to make a full assessment of
the application. Any applicant who has filed an incomplete
application shall be so notified at that time.

£) Within 14 days after the hearing, the Interim Parking
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Control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to reduce
air quality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

g) 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.
Any approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an identification of the
location and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the basis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs

shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility

* 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 CPFP's to be Issued
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The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled parking spaces.
In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which

are no longer being used.

Rights to eliminated parking spaces #liii

Ha

cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert
back to the City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s.

10.16.060.

10.16.080 Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space iilegally, either under the
provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of

this Chapter, such person will be subject to a fine of $10 per

day per space for every day that the space was illegally operated.
In addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of
their determinations, or eliminate those spaces or facilities found
to be operating with no required permit or determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded spaces
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have been operated as commercial spaces, or as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any facility holding a
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determination unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the number of spaces within a facility that are operating
in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
to impose fines or revoke the determination.

Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a new
determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the terms

of this Chapter.

b) The phrase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing

in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parking space
or spaces.

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this section, and waives any

further appellate rights, the City shall not be authorized to issue
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new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to the number of spaces the
City 1is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court action no later than 30 days following the issuance of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied. The
Ccity further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
"and if the City prevails on thevmerits of said court action. The

City agrees to pfosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of Augqust 15, 1990

The City agrees to fulfill all its obligations contained in

the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1990.
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City of Cambridge

Vo

In the Year One THousand, Nine Hundred # 1L
DRAFT 6:00pm

November 19, 1990
AN ORDINANCE Wm%&

"~ In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "Cambridge -

Mun1c1pa1 Code
: : Be it. ordamed by the Crty Counc:/ of tbe City of Cambndge as fo”ows
WﬁEREAS, the City of Cambridge (City);"and the Massachueetts
~Depertment of Environmental Prqteetion (DEP) (the.“parties") heve
» agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) requlred by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S. C. s. 7401 et
'seq , regarding the measures to be taken by the City for the>
‘attainment and maintenance of the national primary air quallty
standards‘necessary to protect public health in the Boston Regien;
and |
WHEREAS; the City and DﬁP‘were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Caﬁbridge; and
WHEREAS, the parties,ias.part of a settlement of said dispute,
entered intova Memorandum of Agreement (Mop), dated August 15,
1990, which requires that the cambridge City Manager present to the

Cambridge City Council an ordinance to- implement the provisions of

said MOA; and




'WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation

FoReod

48 ineluding but not BE limited to

control;measures, ang

parking restrictions and a parking freeie, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parklng freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the City, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to +the SIP may approprlately
emphasize limits- upon and/or reductions of all-day parking
Aavallable to commuters, whlle at the same tlme retaining parklng
opportunitles for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
v151tors, and

WHEREAS the SIP amendment proceSS'w1ll take approxmmately one

year and the City hereby commlts 1tse1f to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment is approved, said
_ period to be known as the "interim period."
Now, THEREFORE, be it ordained by.the city Council of the City
of Cambridge as.follows:
\ Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):

Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE




Sections:
10.16.010 Time period of Chapter
10.16.020 Definitions
10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities
10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and |
determinations
10.16.050 . Interim Parking Control Committee
10.16.060 Proced;re for Obtaining CPFP or
: Determination of Exclusion
10.16.070 Number of CPFPs to be issued
10.16.680 Enforcement .
10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
“‘10 16 010 ,:_- Tlme nerlod of Chapter . -

“; Thls Chapter w1ll‘rema1n in~ effect only durlng the interim -

period, 'as defined in s. 10.16.020.
10.16.020Aﬂ},f'DefinitionSi_f_.m,.M;Q__;;w.

wcontrolled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
buildiné or stfucture, or combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles ére parked, except (i) a parking facility, the
use“ of which is limited exclusively for the benefit of the
residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,

a parking facility

or,

designated as a park-and-ride facility to be opereted in

conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Autﬁority.
"Controlled parking facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit

issued by the Director of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
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parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and

the operation_of a CPF. . Each permit will be for a spec1f1c number

of Controlled parking spaces.

wcontrolled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
|
|
|

controlled parking facility (CPF).

"Determination of exclusion" means a determination by the

Dlrector of the Cambridge Department ‘of Traffic and Parking that a’

parking fa01llty does not come w1th1n the definition of a

controlled parking facility.

npirector" means Director of “the Cambridge Departmeht of

{
Traffic and Parking.
|

"Interlm Parking Control Committee" (IPCC) means the committee

"Qmestabllshed by thls Chapter whlch "decides whether to - issue--

Controlled parking . facility permlts and Determinations of

¢ are binding on the

exc1u51on. These decisions by the IPC

Director. . . s

"Interim period" means the period &

by +hea et _Af _+hic Ohapnter—ang the approval

oxn orn
T Ciis \—LAHV\—L CITS Vi ‘-L&J.G cIrap -4 =<t

of an amendment to the State Implementation Plan (SIP), required by

e s e e e

. the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.,s.” 7401 et seq.); regarding measures

to be taken by the City for the attainment and maintenance of the--

national primary air quality standards necessary to protect public

health in the Boston region.

"Memorandum of Agreement" or "Memorandum" means the Memorandum

August

Environmental Protection, dated &

|
of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts Department of




15, 1990.

nparking facility" ' means any- lot, garage, building or
structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked.

nperson" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, agent,
organization, any state, regional or political subdivision, aQency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
faeility in Cambridge, or modify-a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no person shall
operate ‘a parking facility, unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determina;ion of
exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing annlications) permits and
determinations

A A

The City may issue new commercial perking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedures set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces for which an appllcatlon was filed with the City
on or before November 10, 1988. " And if a commercial parking
facility permit or a determination of exclusion was gg%ained before
August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject

to the provisions of this Chapter. The City, however, may enforce




6
the terms and conditions of -any permit or determination of
exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.
parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were

generally regarded as not being "commercial parking facilities"

under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984, shall not be subject to

increase the number of parking spaces therein.

AL ALY




10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parking facility permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking

Control Committee (IPCC or Committee) comprised of three Cambridge

residents with appropriate experience, -appointed by the City.

Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a

s

list of five nominees -submitted - to- the--City Manager by the

Cambridge Citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be. .-

appointed to the Committee. who has a financial- interest. in -
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exclusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and federal
govefnments such as the Department of Community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Services Department, the

Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
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Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. Environnmental

Protection Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

T a) An applicétion for a CPFP or determination of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. The IPCC shall hold
hearings on such applications on the fourth Wednesday of every
month, if necessary. Only applicatioﬁs received at least 30 days
prior to the scheduled hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly

newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a

specific hearing:date:not.less than fourteen days and mot more than..:

thirty‘days from the.date of publication, as well as the time and
place oé such hearing; .said notice shall indicate that .a copy of
the application(s) is available for public _inspection at the
Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be
heard at the hearing.shall be sent'at least. two weeks before the
hearing to the DEP.

c)A Every application for a CPFP or determination of
exclusion shall include the following information:

1. Name and address of owner.

2. Name and address of proposed facility.

3. Type of facility (parking lot. or garage).

4. Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.

5. Number of existing spaces and who uses them.
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6. Number of proposed spaces and who will use them.

7. Proposed change in number of spaces by use.

8. Ccalculations showing ©parking space determination
according to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
zoning Ordinance.

9. Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be
controlled for each category of use.

10. Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce

vehicle trips to the project.

facility and the type of development and patrons it will
serve.
12. A site plan and floor plans:of the:proposed.lot-or---=zz=- ==
- garage, showing the location of the facility, -the layout
sp;ce, and the entry and exit points: -
Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with
-- the above information;-to the Interim Parking-Control- Committee,
City Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Ccambridge, Massachusetts 02139.... ...
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, :L‘Winter
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.
d) The Committee shall " be ™ required to process any
applications already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending

applications. All amendments to pending applications shall be '

11. A detailed description of the need for the proposed
deemed to relate back to the original date of filing. Any pending
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application relating to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City Manager shall be
§rocessed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
limits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or detefmination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon ccmplianse by the applicant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to eachxapplicant which has submitted
a complete application an analysis of the application in regard to
the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
further information:required-in-order—to makeva-full assessment of -
the application.s: Any applicant who ‘has . filed -an incomplete
applicat&on shall be so notified at that time.- -~ ~ = = --=-

f) Within 14 days after the: hearing,. the Interim Parking ....
Control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. . Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to reduce
air quality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

g) The Director shall approve or disapprove the application
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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.
Any approval of a CPFP for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either, from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an identification of the
location and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the pasis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs
shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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 CPFP's to be Issued

The City, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Chapter, may issue permits for ﬁp to 500 controlled parking spaces.
In»addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to '

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking .spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which

are no longer being used.

Rights to eliminated parking spaces
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% cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert

back to the City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s.

10.16.060.

10.16.080 =~ - Enforcement -
a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space illegally, either under the

. ‘
provisions of the November 15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of

i will be subject to a fine of $10 per

L :'

this Chapter, such person
day per space fér every day that the space was illegally operated.
In addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of
their determinations, or eliminate those spaces or facilities found
to be operating with - no rgquired permit or :-determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded spaces

have been operated as commercial spaces, or as controlled parking

spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any facility holding - a - .

determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determination unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the térms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the number of spaces within a facility that are operating

in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
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to impose fines or revoke the determination.
Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a new
determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the terms

of this Chapter.

b) The phrase "initiated an enforcement action," appearing

in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an
administrative ofder ordering a person to eliminate a parking space
or spaces.

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this. section, and wailves any
further ;ppellate rights, the City shall not be authorized to issue
new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the city has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court‘action no later than 30 days following the issuance of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied. ‘The
City further agrees that it shall ohly be authorized to issue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of

said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
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and if the City prevails on the merits of said court action. The
city agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

A

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990
The City agrees to fylfill all its obligations contained in

the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1990.




City of Cambridae

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred
DRAFT 6:00pm

November 19, 1990
AN ORDlNANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "Cambridge

[

Municipal Code. " ' R
Be it ordamed by the City Council of the City of 'C,ambn'dge as follows:

WHEREAS, the City of Cambridge (City), and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) (the "parties") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementatlon
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq;, regarding the measures to be taken by the city for the
attainment and maintenance of the national primary air quality
standards necessary to protect public health in the Boston Region;
and

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute
pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
Cambridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties, as part‘of a‘settlemeqt'of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), dated Aﬁgust 15,
1990, which requires that the Cambridge City ﬁanager present to the

Cambridge Ciky council an ordinance to implement the provisions of

said Moa; and




WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation

control measures, g;;%g” 45 ineluding but not Be 1imited to
parklng restrictions and a parking freeze, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce veQicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alterhative modes of trave}; and

WHEREAé, enforcement of a parking freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the city, and

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may approp;iately
emphasize limits upon. and/or reductions of all-day parking
‘availablewto commuterslzyhlle at the same tlme retaining perking
opporpunities for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
y;sitofs, and

WHEREAS the SIP amendment process will take approximately one
— year and the City hereby commlts‘ltself to the terms of this
ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment 1is approved, said
~ period to be known as the winterim period."

Now, THEREFORE, be it ordained by.the city Council of £he City
of Cambridge as follows:

Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (parking Freeze):

Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE




m"‘"lo 16 010 : Tlme perlod of Chapter .

Ssections:

10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

10.16.020 Definitions

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations

10.16.050 ' Interim parking Control Committee

10.16.060' Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion

10;16.079 | Number of CPFPs to be issued

10.16.680 Enforcement

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990

Thls Chapter w1ll‘rema1n in-effect only durlng the interim’

period, 'as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16.020Aﬂ“.j Definitions.. = . .. e

wcontrolled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
bulldlng or structure, or combination or portion thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (i) a parking facility, the
use of whlch is limited exclusively for the benefit of the

residents of a specific residential building or group of buildings,

a parking facility

designated as a park-and-ride facility to Dbe operated in
conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority.
"Controlled parklng facility permit" (CPFP) means a pernit

issued by the Dlrector of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
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parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. EFach permit will be for a specific number
of Controlled parking spaces.

ncontrolled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
controlled parking facility (CPF).

npetermination of exclusion" means a determination bx the
Directoerf the Cambrldge Department of Traffic and Parking"that a
parking facility does not come within the gefinition of a
controlled parking facility.

wpirector" means Director of the Cambridge pepartment of
Traffic and Parking.

SR “Interlm Parking Control committee" (IPCC) means the committee

"Qmestablished_iby “this’ Chapter whlch "decides whether to . issue--

controlled parking facility permits and Determinations of
exclusion. | These decisions by the IPCC are binding on the
Director. . . e

"Interim period" means the period &

er—and the approval

of an amendment to the State Implementation Plan (SIP), required by

the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C., 's. 7401 et seq.) regarding-measureS"““—"’“

to be taken by the City for the attainment and maintenance of the:--

national primary air guality standards necessary to protect public
health in the Boston region.
sMemorandum of Agreement" or nMemorandun' means the Memorandum

of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts Department of
l

Environmental Protection, dated 2 August




15, 1990.

wparking facility" means - any lot, garage, puilding or
structure, OT combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked.

nperson' means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, agent,
organization, any state, reg}onal or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

No person shall be granted a permit to build a parking
facility in Cambridge, OT modify a parking facility so as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, ané no person shall
operate -a parking facility, unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determination of
exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications} permits and
determinations

The City may issue new commercial parking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursﬁant to the procedures set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces for which an application was filed with the City
on er pefore November 10, 1988. "and if a commercial parking
facility permit or a determination of exclusion was gg%ained before
August 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject

to the provisions of this Chapter. The City, however, may enforce




6

the terms and conditions of any permit or determination of

exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.

Parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were

generally regarded as not being "commercial parking facilities"

shall not be subject to

under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984,

the terms of this Chapter,

unless the B

’




10.16.050 Interim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parking facility permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking
Control Committee (IPCC_or-Committee) comprised of three Cambridge
residents with aﬁpfﬁﬁfiaté. experieﬁﬁe, ¥appointedA by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a
list of, five nominees submitted to the ~City~ Manager by the
Cambridge citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person. shall be .
appointed to the Committee who has a financial- interest in
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The Committee shall maintain
complete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPs and
determinations of exclusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance of other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and federal
governments such as the Department of Community Development, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Services Department, the

3
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
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Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

a) An application for a CPFP or determination of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
cambridge Traffic and Pafging Department. The IPCC shali hold
hearings on such applications on the fourth Wednesday of every
month, if necessary. Only applicatioﬁs received at least 30 days
prior to the scheduled hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a
specific hearing=date:not.lessrthan“fourteen_daysﬁand;not:more;than_.
thirty days from the .date of publication, as well as the time and
place o£ such hearing; said notice shall .indicate that..a .copy of
the application(s) is available for public . inspection at the
Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be
heard at the hearing.shall be sent at least two weeks before the
hearing to the DEP.

c) Every application for a CPFP or determination of
exclusion shall include the following information:

1. Name and address of owner.

2. Name and address of proposed facility.

‘3. Type of facility (parking lot.or garage) .

4. Type of construction (new or modification) proposed.

]
5. Number of existing spaces and who uses them.




9

6. Number of proposed spaces and who will use themn.
7. Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
8. calculations showing parking space determination

according to the appropriate section of the Cambridge
zoning Ordinance.
9. Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be
controlled for eqch catego;y of use.
10. Traffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce
vehicle trips to the project.
11. A detailed description of the need for tﬁe proposéd
facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.

12. A site plan and"floor-plans:of'the:proposed.lotior;r::;;ﬁr

. garage, showing the jocation of the facility, -the layocut
space, and the entry and exit points:
Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with

the above information)-to the Interim Parking - Control- Committee,

City Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139. . .- -

A copy thereof shalllbe sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.

d) The Committee shall ™ be~ required to process any
applications already on file with the Director at the time of the
adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending

applications. All amendments to pending applications shall be

deemed to relate baék to the original date of filing. Any pending
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application relating to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City Manager shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
1imits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or detquination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon compliance by the applicant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to eachngpplicant which has submitted
a complete application an analysis of the application in regard to
the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
further information:requiredtin'order:to‘make?a:full assessment of-
the application.i. Any - applicant vwho has  filed - an incomplete

application chall be so notified at that time.- -~ =77 777

f) Within 14 days after therhearing;“the'InterimiParking.“”

control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Committee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditions, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation regquirements to reduce
air guality impacts of the propoSed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

1
g) The Director shall approve or disapprove the application
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in accordance with the Committee's determination. wWhen the
decision is made to approve an application, the decision shall
state the name, address and authorized nunber of spaces of the
facility and any conditions upon which the application is approved.
Any»approval of a CPFP, for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come eitﬁer“from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to in section 10.16.070 or an identification of the
location and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the basis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuant to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs
shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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 CPFP's to be Issued

The Ccity, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this

Chapter, may issue permits for up to 500 controlled parking spaces..

In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking . spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which

are no longer being used.

1

Rights to eximimated parking spaces e
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cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert

back to the City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s.

10.16.060.

10.16.080 - Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found
to have operated a parking space illegally, either under the

\
provisions of the November ‘15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of

by

this Chapter, such person w#i1} be subject to a fine of $10 per
day per space for every day that the space was illegally operated.
In addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of
their determinations, or eliminéte those spaces or facilities found
to be operating with -no required pernit or -determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded spaces
have been operated as commercial spaces, Or as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any. facility holding - a -
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any Spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operating in violation of the
terms of its determiﬁation unless the operator demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the‘IPCC to
determine the numbe¥ of spaces within a facility that are operating

in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
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to impose fines or revoke the determination.
Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a‘ newv

determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the terms

of this Chapter.

b) The phrase "initiatéd ah enforcement action," appearing
in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance py the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parking space
or spaces.

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this. section, and waives any
further gppellate rights, the city shall not be authorized tc issue
new CPFPs for spaces in amounts egual to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
‘application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court action no later than 30 days following the issuahce of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied. ‘The
Ccity further agrees that ;t shall only be authorized to 1lssue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of

3 . l . 3
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new Spaces when
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and if the City prevails on the merits of said court action. The
city agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

€
¥

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990

The City agrees to fulfill all its obligations contained in

the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1990.




City of Cambridae

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred
DRAFT 6: OOpm

- November 19, 1990
AN ORDINANCE

In amendment to an ordinance designated as the "cambridge

Mun;cxpal Code " P :
Be it orclamed by the Clty Counci’ of the City of AC@mbn’dge as follows:

WHEREAS the city of Cambridge (city), and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) (the vparties") have
agreed to cooperate in an effort to amend the State Implementatlon
Plan (SIP) required Dby the Clean Air Act 42 U.S.C. s. 7401 et
seq., regarding the measures to be taken by the City for the
attainment and maintenance of the national primary air quality
standards necessary tc protect public health in the Boston Region;

and

WHEREAS, the City and DEP were parties in a legal dispute .

pertaining to the terms and implementation of a parking freeze in
cambridge; and

WHEREAS, the parties,'aS;part'of a settlement of said dispute,
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) , dated Angust 15,
1990, which reguires that the Cambridge City ﬁanager present to the

Cambridge City Cpuncil an ordinance to implement the provisions of

said MOa; and




WHEREAS, the final SIP amendments will include transportation

parking restrictions and a parking freeze, and

WHEREAS, a parking freeze is consistent with the policies of
the City to reduce vehicle miles travelled, and to encourage and
develop greater use of public transit, bicycles, walking, and other
alternative modes of travel; and

WHEREAS, enforcement of a parking freeze will demonstrate the
commitment of the City to support the Clean Air Act by discouraging
automobile traffic to the city, and‘ |

WHEREAS, future revisions to the SIP may appropriately

emphasize limits  upon. and/or reductions of all-day parking

'avallable to commuters, ‘W hlle at the same tlme retalnlng‘parking

opportunltles for shoppers, occasional visitors, and non-peak hour
v151tors, and

WHEREAS the SIP amendment process will take approximately one

year and the City hereby commlts 1tself to the terms of this

ordinance for the period until a SIP amendment 1is approved, said

~ period to be known as the "interim period."

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

Title 10 of the Code (Vehicles and Traffic) is hereby amended

by adding thereto the following new Chapter 10.16 (Parking Freeze):

Chapter 10.16

PARKING FREEZE




Sections:

10.16.010 Time period of Chapter

10.16.020 Definitions

10.16.030 Building or operation of parking facilities

10.16.040 Pre-existing applications, permits and
determinations

10.16.050 ' Interim Parking Control Committee

10.16.060' Procedure for Obtaining CPFP or
Determination of Exclusion

10;16.079 | Number of CPFPs to be issued

10.16.080 Enforcement

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agreement of August 15, 1990

"”"“10 16. 010 ,: Tlme nerlod of Chapter'_ )

‘; ThlS Chapter w1ll“rema1n in- effect only durlng the interim’

period, 'as defined in s. 10.16.020.

10.16. 020 ’ “ pefinitions = . .. e

ncontrolled parking facility" (CPF) means any lot, garage,
bulldlng or structure, or combination or portlon thereof, on or in
which motor vehicles are parked, except (1) a parking facility, the
use' of which is:'limited exclusively for the benefit of the

residents of a specific residential puilding or group of buildings,

a parking facility

de51gnated as a park-and-ride facility to be operated in
conjunction with the Massachusetts Bay Transportatlon authority.
"Controlled parklng facility permit" (CPFP) means a permit

issued by the Dlrector of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and
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parking, which allows the construction or modification of a CPF and
the operation of a CPF. Each permit will be for a specific number
of Controlied parking spaces.

wcontrolled parking space" (CPS) means a parking space in a
controlled parking facility (CPF).

npDetermination of exclusion" means a determination by ¢the
Director»of the Cambridge Department of Traffic and Parking‘that a
parking facility does not come within the definition of a
controlled parking facility.

wpirector" means Director of the Cambridge Department of
Traffic and Parking.
, "Inte:im Parking Control committee" (IPCC) means the comnittee
"established | py this’ Chapter which decides whether to issue -~
Céntrdlled parking 'faciiity permits and Determinations of
exclusion. These decisions by the IPCC are pbinding on the

Director. e

"Interim period" means the period

+er—and the approval

of an amendment to the State Implementation Plan (SIP), required by
the Clean Air Act (42 U;S.C;,-s.'7401 et seq.) regarding'measureS"“——“'“
to be taken by the City for the attainment and maintenance of the:-
national primary air quality standards necessary to protect public
health in the Boston region.

nMemorandum of Agreement! or “Membrandum" means the Memorandum

of Agreement between the city and the Massachusetts Department of
s ,

August




15, 1990.

nparking facility" - means -~ any lot, garage, buildiné or
structure, OTr combination or portion thereof, on or in which motor
vehicles are parked.

nperson" means and includes a corporation, firm, partnership,
association, executor, administrator, guardian, trustee, agent,
organization, any state, reg}onal or political subdivision, agency,
department, authority or board, and any other group acting:as a

unit, as well as a natural person.

10.16.030 Building or operation of parkindg facilities

No person shall be granted a pernit to puild a parking
fa;ility in Cambridge, 6r modify  a parking facility so %as to
increase the number of parking spaces therein, and no personjshall
operate 'a parking facility, unless said person shall have first
obtained a controlled parking facility permit or a determination of
exclusion under the procedures set forth in this Chapter.

10.16.040 Pre-existing aoplications} permits and
determinations

The City may issue new commercial parking facility permits or
determinations of exclusion pursuant to the procedﬁres set forth in
the Memorandum of Agreement dated November 15, 1984, for and with
respect to spaces for which an application was filed with the City
on 6r before November 10, 1988. "and if a commercial parking
facility permit or a determination of exclusion was ggiained before
august 15, 1990, that permit or determination shall not be subject

to the provisions of this Chapter. The city, however, may enforce
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rmination of

the terms and conditions of any permit or dete

exclusion, regardless of when it was issued.

parking facilities which, prior to August 15, 1990, were

generally regarded as not being "commercial parking facilities"

shall not be subject to

under the Memorandum of November 15, 1984,




10.16.050 Tnterim Parking Control Committee

All applications for controlled parking facility permits and
determinations of exclusion shall be reviewed by an Interim Parking
Control Committee (IPCC or- Committee) comprised of three Cambridge
residents with .aépfﬁp;iﬁté- experienﬁe,'iappointed, by the City
Manager. One member of the Committee shall be appointed from a
list of' five nominees submitted to the--City Manager by the'
Cambridge citizens for Livable Neighborhoods. No person shall be.
appointed to the Comnittee who has a financial- interest in -
commercial parking in Cambridge. The Committee will be appointed
no later than September 15, 1990. The committee shall maintain
compiete and accurate records of all applications for CPFPS and
determinations of exclusion. In carrying out its duties, the
Committee shall consult with and seek the assistance 6f other
appropriate departments and agencies in the City, state and federal
governments such as the Department of Community Developmeht, the
License Commission, the Inspectional Services Department, the

[
Department of Traffic and Parking, the Massachusetts Department of
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Environmental Protection (DEP) and the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency.

10.16.060 Procedure for obtaining CPFP or Determination of
Exclusion

a) An applicétion.for a CPFP or determination of exclusion
shall be submitted to the Director on a form available at the
Cambridge Traffic and Parking Department. The IPCC shali hold
hearings on such applications‘on the fourth Wednesday of every
month, if necessary. Only applicatioﬁs received at least 30 days
prior £o the scheduled hearing will be considered at such hearing.

b) The IPCC will publish in at least one local weekly
newspaper a notice of the hearing. The notice shall set forth a
specific hearing:datemot.less.than fourteen days”and:not:mofe:thanm.
thirty days from the date of publication, as well as the tiﬁe and
place oé such hearing; said notice. shall .indicate that..a copy of
the application(s) is available for public inspection at the
Traffic and Parking Department. A notice of all applications to be
heard at the hearing.shall be sent at jeast two weeks before the
hearing to the DEP.

c) Every application for a CPFP or determination of
exclusion shall include the following information:

1. Name and address of owner.

2. Name and address of proposed facility.

3. Type of facility (parking lot.or garage) .

4, Type of construction (new or modification) propcsed.

L]
5. Number of existing spaces and who uses them.
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6. Number of proposed spaces and who will use them.
7. Proposed change in number of spaces by use.
8. calculations showing parking space determination

according to the appropriate section of the Camkridge

zoning Ordinance.

9. Detailed information on how use of the spaces will be

controlled for each category of use.
10. rTraffic mitigation measures which will be used to reduce

vehicle trips to the project.

11. A detailed description of the need for the proposed

facility and the type of development and patrons it will

serve.

12. A site plan and"floo:uplans;of'the:proposed.lotior:?:__;n

. garage, showing the location of the.facility, -the layout

space, and the entry and exit points:

Six copies of every application shall be submitted, with

the above information,- to the. Interim Parking~Control-Committee,
Ccity Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, cambridge, Massachusetts 021389.
A copy thereof shall be sent by the Committee to the Commissioner,

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 1 Winter

Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02108.

d) The Committee shall ~ be~ reguired to Pprocess any

applications already on file with the Director at the time of the

adoption of this Chapter in the order of the filing of said pending
applications. A1l amendments to pending applications shall be

deemed to relate baék to the original date of filing. Any pending
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application relating to a project for which there is an Agreement
for Traffic Mitigation (ATM) executed by the City Manager shall be
processed and acted upon by the Committee, in accordance with the
1imits established in section 10.16.070, subject to the requirement
that any permit or detquination of exclusion shall be conditioned
upon compliance by the applicant with the terms of the ATM and upon
no other conditions, and without any modification of the
application by the Committee.

e) At least 14 days before the hearing, the Interim Parking
Control Committee shall send to each applicant which has submitted
a complete application an analysis of the application in regard to
the criteria set out above. This analysis will highlight any
further information:requiredtin’order:tO'makefahfull assessmgnt'of~
the application.ﬁz Any  applicant who has. filed - an incomplete

application shall be so notified at that time.” ~° =77 ~°°7

f) Within 14 days after therhearing;fthe'InterimiParking..w

control Committee shall approve or disapprove the application for
a CPFP or determination of exclusion after full consideration of
all the facts contained in the application. The Comnittee's
approval shall indicate on the CPFP or determination the
conditioﬁs, if any, upon which approval is given. Such conditions
may include reasonable traffic mitigation requirements to reduce
air guality impacts of the proposed facility or spaces. A copy of
said approval shall be sent to the applicant and the Commissioner,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection.

}
g) The Director shall approve or disapprove the application
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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.
Any approval of a CPFE, for a facility that applied after November
10, 1988 shall include reference to inventory data showing that the
spaces issued come either from any spaces remaining of the 500
spaces referred to in seétion 10.16.070 or an identification of the
Jocation and number of spaces against which enforcement action has
been taken pursuant to section 10.16.080, which serve as the pasis
for issuance of the CPFP pursuaﬁt to section 10.16.080. All CPFPs
shall include a provision requiring that any spaces in the facility
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 o® CPFP's to be Issued

| ‘The city, in accordance with the procedures set forth in this

Chapter, may issue permits for ﬁp +o 500 controlled parking spaces.
In addition, the City may issue a number of CPFPs equal to

a) The number of 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) The number of commercial parking spaces which were
permitted in accordance with the November 15, 1984 MOA and which
are no longer being used.

3

Rights to eliminated parking spaces B
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€ ﬁ cannot be transferred between persons, but must revert

back to the City for allocation under the procedure set forth in s.

10.16.060.

10.16.080 . Enforcement

a) If any person, after a hearing before the IPCC, is found

to have operated a parking space illegally, either under the
\

provisions of the November '15, 1984 MOA or under the provisions of

this Chapter, such person wil} be subject to a fine of $10 per

day per space for every day that the space wés illegally operated.
In addition, the Director, after such a hearing, may revoke a
determination of exclusion for spaces operated in violation of
their determinations, or eliminate those spaces or facilitie% found
to be operating with -no reguired permit or -determination of
exclusion.

At any hearing held by the IPCC to decide if excluded spaces
have been operated as commercial spaces, Or as controlled parking
spaces as defined in s. 10.16.020, any facility holding - a -
determination of exclusion, which is found to have any spaces
operating in violation of the terms of said determination shall be
presumed to have all of its spaces operatingﬂin violation of the
terms of its determination unless thé operator demonstrates to £he
csatisfaction of the IPCC that a distinct and identifiable portion
of the spaces have been operated in accordance with the terms of
their determination. It shall be the responsibility of the IPCC to
determine the numbe¥ of spaces within a facility that are operating

in violation of the terms of their determination of exclusion, and
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to impose fines or revoke the determination.
Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the owner of spaces
which have been improperly used from applying for a new
- determination of exclusion or a CPFP in accordance with the terms

of this Chapter.

b), The phrase ninitiated an enforcement action," appearing

in s. 10.16.070, means the issuance by the Director of an
administrative order ordering a person to eliminate a parking space
or spaces. |

Unless the owner of a facility complies with an administrative
order to eliminate spaces under this section, and waives any
further éppellate rights, the City shall not be authorized to issue
new CPFPs for spaces in amounts equal to the number of spaces the
city is seeking to eliminate until the City has initiated
enforcement action including filing a complaint in court with an
application for a preliminary injunction, to compel compliance with
the administrative order. The City agrees that it shall initiate
said court action no later than 30 days following the issuahce of
the administrative order if the facility has not complied. 'The
city further agrees that it shall only be authorized to issue new
CPFPs for 50% of the number of spaces sought to be eliminated by
court action upon the filing of said action. The remaining 50% of

. . l 0 .
said spaces will only be available for issuance as new spaces when
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and if the City prevails on the merits of said court action. The
city agrees to prosecute aggressively any such court action to

compel compliance with said administrative order.

€
]

10.16.090 Memorandum of Agqreement of Augqust 15, 1990

The City agrees to fylfill all its obligations contained in

the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Massachusetts

Department of Environmental Protection, dated August 15, 1990.
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